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-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
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the yeur yooy and baving [uid fomewhat for Peters rprcﬁ ling, and the tranfly.

14

tion of bis chair from Anvioch to Rome ; e names (ome Catholick profeffors to
the year 100. andthe (preading of the Church over all thofe: Countries 5 10 which
st. Paut wrote bis Epiftles and fome others, a5 France, Spain, England, and
ome Catholick profefjors totheyear 200. witha falfly, fo calicd Ganon of the
Apoftles approved in the fix'h General Synod. i
Anfw, “That all this is littleto his purpofe, appears by confidering, 1.That
it is manifeltly falfe, which he (uppo_('crh. 1, That becaule Chrilt is the chief
Paftor of the Caholick Church rightly (o termed, and the Roman Church
hath arrogantly ufurped the title of the Catholick Church, and the Pope is
ithop of that See 3 therefore the Pope muft be.fucccﬂ'our to Chrift in (uch o
B..l ff,’" manner, asno other Bifhopor Paftoris; and tha che ticle of Vicg,
g}%h,m belongs ro him peculiarly, whichis the ticle blafphemoufly afcribeq
to him by flattering Romanifts. 2. That Chrift hath a fuccefior in-hig
Paftoral office, though the Scripture alcribe to Chyift, becaule of his living
for ever , an office which paffeth not toany otheryras Aarons did, Heb. 7,24,
3. That Peter is fucceffor to Chriﬂ_m the Paftoral office he had, and ng
ather Apoftle, or Bifhop befides che Bifhop of Rome 3 thou%‘h if there were any
that could challenge {ucceflion to Chrift or Peter,y it gu!d be rather the
Bithop of Fernfalem the mother Church, if any, where Chrift Preached, and
s the Apoftle and high Pricft of our Profeffion offered himfelf, being Miniftep
of the circumeifion, Rom. 19,8, and Perer was Apoftie of the circumeifion,
Gal. 2.7. and Pl when he went to [ee him (which Romanifts make an ac~
knowledgement of {uperiority) went to Ferufalem, Gal, ¥017. not to Rome,
and if he were Prefidencin the Council, A, 15. as H. T. imagins, it wasat
Hierufalem, not at Rome, 4. It. 15 falle; thaceicher Chrift, or Peter, or the
Catholick Profeffors he names in the firft and fecond ages, beld the fame
orofeffion of Faithwith che now Roman Church in thepoints , wherein the
Proteftants, who hold the Doétrine of the Church of E_nglaud, do diffent from
them. 2+ Thatif all were granted, H. T. which he faith about the [ucceffion
in the two firlt ages, yet it doth notamount to the Proofof.fo much as one of
the twenty eight Articles he holds in his Manyal, or the Articlesin Pope Pjyq
the fourth his Creed, to have been held by any of them, not the Popes (upre-
macy, wranfubftantiation, invocation of Saints decea['cgl, half communton,
worthipping of Images, ¢'c. For Peter might be Prefident at rbe.(:ouncil at
‘Serufalem, be might tranflate bis chair from Antioch to Rame, it might be de-
ereed lawful to appeal from-other Bifhops to the Bifbop of Rome, chicf bonoyr
might be given to the Bifhop of Rome s yet neither Peter northe Bifhop of
Rome the head, vifible Monarchor Ruler overthe Apoftles and the whole
Church :  mention might be made of oblarion and facrifice, yet the mafle ng
properly fo called facrifice -propitiatory for quick and dead. There’s nop 5
word in any of Chrifts, or Fobn Baptifts, or Peters, or Pauls, or Fames, op
Hobns, ot Fudes Sermons or writings, to prove any of the points of Popery, byp
enough to the contrary. Nor is there any of che reft of the Martyrs or Con.
feflors alledged of the two ficft ages, of whomdieis able to produce any opa
fentence of theirs, which may demonftrate -their acknowledging of any one of
the points now held by the Romanifts, whichare by the Proteftants fore.
named contradicted : which will appear by confidering che frivoloufnels of
. what
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what H, T here produceth, . Perer, faith he, defined, A&. x5.7,8, 9, 10.
That the Fewifh ceremonies were not tobe impofed on the Gentiles, therefore
he bad the premacy over the Apoftles and the whole Church, as if the defining .
ina Council or Colledge did prove [uperiority, By the fame reafon it mighe
be proved that Fames had the premacy, fith he fpake leaft, and according to
Lis (entence was the decree. Papbnurius in the Nigenc Council, as Segoment .,
hift. ¢, 22, relates, when the Council was about to forbid Priefts the ule of
wives, defined the contrary, and the Nicene Council approved it was he
therefore the primate over the oth_er Bifhops in the Council 2 as in confe=
quence it is which H. T, adds: Hicrom (aithy Peser was Prince and Author
of the decree, therefore he bad the primacy, that is the fapreme headfhip over the
Apoftles and whole Churgh, though being [Prince and Author of the decree
imports no more, but to give {entence firft, according to which the decree was
framed. - But Fames who [pake after, was he according to whofe fentence the
decree was framed entirely, however Peser began before ; [0 that by this reafon
Fames had the primacy, and not Ferer. A like in conflequent is this, Peter
remained not always at Antioch, as all that Church acknowledgesh, ner did [he
ever challenge the firft chair in any genaral Gouncily as appears in the Councils,
ergo Peter sranflated his chair from Antioch to Rome : ifum tencatis amici 2
As if Peter did always remain at Rome ;5 or that becaufe we read not of An-
tioch’s challenge, therefore it was not made, or as if the not challenging the firft
chair,were becaufe of Peters tranflation of his chair from thence toRome,where-
as the very decree of the Chalcedon Council, Can. 28, gives Rome the firft chair
becaufe of the dignity of the City, not by reafon of Peters {upremacy, ot
tranflacion of his chair from Antioch to Rome, of the fame fort of inconfe~
quence is the next, -~ The Council of Sardis (Sardicain Illyria, Anno Domint
00, Weftern Fathers 300, Efternz6.) deirced, that in cafes of Bz:[hop.f fof
3onour of St. Peters memory, 1t fhould be lawful to appeal from whatfocver Bi-
Jhap to the Bifhop of Rome, Can, 3. thercfore the primacy was in Peter, and af=
ter him in she Bifhopof Rome. For, 1. This Council (whatever it were)
was not in the fieft or fecond ages. 2. Nor was it reckoned, no not by the
Roman Church of old among Oecumenical Councils, much lefs by the
Greeks who refufed to be prefent, as Socrases relates, £, 2. 6. 16, unlels Atha~
nafivs were removed for not yielding, whereto the Bifhops of the Balt met by
themfelves at Philippi in Thracia,and made decrees apart [aith Sogom. L. 3. 6.10..
yea however in the late edition of the Councilsat Par#, corrupt devices are ufed
togain the credit of a general Council to ir, and for fome gdvantage to the
Papacy to make its Canons of authority : yet H. T'. makes it to have had but
feventy fix Eaftern Fathers, when there. were three hundred Weftern ; and
the ignorance of any general Councils cftablithing appeals from Africato
Rome in the fixth Council of Carthage, fhews that it was not taken for an
Qccumenical Council. 3. Nor doth the Canon is felf decree ss H. T. fets
down, that the Bifhop of Rome thould have power to receive appeals, and to
iudge the caufle, but in cafe of the depofition of a Bifhop, they permit the Bi=
fhop of Rome to deliberate whether the judgement fhould be renewed, and thene
confider whether he fhould fend fome from his fide who might be prefent ac the
rmcwe.d cognizance of it, and if it fhould feem meet, alfo appoint judges ont
ofa neighbouring Provinee : none of whish give the Bifhop of Rome 3 judiciary
; power,
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power, but onely a Direcory, Nor was this to be extended to any other than
thole of the weftern countreys, the Afficans and Greeks ever rejecting iy
4. The very canon it [elf expreffech the reafon of it, not any divine appointa
ment, or ancient ufe," the Council of Nice having to the contrary, Can.g,
determined that {uch congroverfies fhould be ended in a provincial Council,
bue it wasthen propoled fieft by Hofius, for bonour of 8%, Peter’s memory, and
the laft devermination of the caufe to be by @ Council, Can.13. ¢o° 14, No bet.
is that which H. T adds, The Council of F‘.halccdon, Anno 451, faid, 4N
primary and chicf honour according, to the Canons was to be kept for the Archy-
bifhop of old Rome, therefore this % good evidence that inthe firft Age the
primacy was in Petes and the Pope. For neither doth that Council held in the
fifth Age mention what honour or primacy the l}lfhop of Rom_e h_ad in the two
firft Ages, nor doth it afcribe to tt.ll’. Bithop of Rome any fuperiority, but dothy
exprefly in that very Canon afcribe to the other Patriarchs equality with the
Roman Bifhopin power, however he were fuft in order, and this was derer-
mined notwithftanding the relutancy ‘of the Popes Legates.  The reft isag
vain. Pope Antherus Anno 238. faid, Peter was c_bangcd ﬁa_m Antioch 2o
Rome. Gregory in the fixih Age [aid, be knew no Bifhop, but is (ubject to the
sce of Rome, Epift.62. Ergo, Peter and the Pope bad the fupreme Headfhip
over the whole Church in the firft Age. As if the counterfeit writing of a Pope
in the third Age, or the faying of a Pope in the ﬁx:!l Age of what was then in
ufe (thoughnot true, fith the Greek Bifhops to his knowledge were not (ub-
je@) withou telling them by what means it was (0, were a {ufficient proof ¢j-
ther of right or poflefion in the firt Age of {o great a power as the Bifhop of
Rome now claims,What he adds,that the (fallely (o called) Canons of the Apoa
les define, thas if any Bifbop or Prieft (the oblation (H.T. foyfts in the.word
Mufs) being made) foall not comminicare b flould be excommunicare, 45 giving
Juspition of bim whobath facrificed that be bath not rightly offered, Can.g, ape
proved in the fixth general Synod, therefove the Apoftles pro fefled a facrifice prow
perly fo called propisiatory for quick and dead in the Mafs, is as frivolous, . For
neither were thofe canons made by the Apoftles, as many things in them fhew,
4nd if they were, private Maffes ufed by Papilts fhould be condemned, nor dogh
i¢ follow there is mention of a Sacrifice and Offerinig,therefore in the Mafs was
Chrift offered asa pro itiatory Sacrifice properly fq called, fith ic might be term.
ed, as it is in many of the Ancients, an euchariftical or commemorative $acrj.
fice, nota propitiatary Sacrifice, properly {ocalled. This H.T. in the two
firft Ages brings for the proof of his Minor 5 let us go on to view his catalogue
in the next Age. : :

He fets down fificen Bifbops of Rome, whereof the lalt Pope Marcelling,
was condemned in a Council at Sinueffa_(if theve were fucha Council) for
his Idolatry, confeffeth no Councilsin the fecond_and third Ages, yet claimg 4
Succeffion of Popes, Martyrs, and Confeffors [ufficient for bis purpofes, and then
fets down Decrees of eight Popesintheir Epifiles, which have been long fince
proved counterfeic by Dr. gohn Rainold confer. with Hart chap.8. divif 3, in
which the Forger tells us, that "Pope Anacletus decreed Anno Dem.xor,” thae
Pricfts whenthey [acrifice to our Lord muft not do it alonc,. (which is againfp:
private Mafles, and proves not a propitiatory {acrifice properly [o called in the
Mafs) thas the Apofties fo appointed, and the Roman Church holds (if fo then
the
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the Roman Churchywhich now tiolds private Maffes,holds not the (ame tenet it
did then) if more difficult queftions (hall arife, ler them be refers’d to the Apo-
folick Sce (of Rome, which is H. T. his Addition) for fo the Apoftles bave-or-
dained by the commandment of our Lord (no where extant nor any way Pr.",',_‘
bable) that Pope Alexander decreed, that Bread onely and Ithc‘m"’gl;d;""; :
Water fhould be offered inthe Sacrifice of the MafS, thar Pope Sixtus de “;}ed
Anno 129. that the facred Myfterics and [acred” Veffels [hould not be tonche
but by [acred Minifters,and that the Prief} beginningatafs,the People fhould fing
Holy ! ‘holy! boly-! and that Telelphorus commanded the feven Weeks of Lent
30 be fafted, Bpift. Decrer. Anno Dom.139. Pius in his Epiftle to the Iralians
enjoyned Penance for bim, by whofe megligence any of the Blood of our Lord
Jhould be [pilz, Anno Dom.147. Anicetus tells us, that James was mde Bifhop
of Jerufalem by 87.Peter, James and John,in hisDicreral Epiftle to the Bifbops of
France, Soter decreed thar no man Jhould [ay Mafs after be bad caten or drank.
Zepherinus decreed that the greater caufes of the Church are to be determined
by the Apoftolick See, becau}se fo the Apofiles and their Succeffors had ordained,
Epift. tothe Bifhops of Sicily, 217. And then H.T. adds, Thefe wereall
Bifhops of Rome, but no Proteftants I hope. Which is a ridiculous paffage,
fhewing his folly in triumphing infolently over his Adverfaries upon [uch frivo~
lous Adlegations,  For, 1. who that knows thole times of Perfecution con=
feffed by himfelf; p.7. and therefore the fecond and third Ages produced no
Councils, in which many of the Popes were Martyrs, would imagine that they
fhould bufie themfelves in making Decrees about facred places, facred veflels,
hearing of greater caufes, fafting in Lent, when they were in danger to be fhut
up in Prifons, neceflitated to hide themfelvzs, wanted perhaps food of any fort
by realon ' of perfecution ? 2. Or who that reades Authouts of thole and
other Ages does not perceive in thofe Epiftles the ftyle and terms of far later
Ages? 3. Butwere it fuppoled they were the genuine Epiftles of thofe Popess
yet there is no proof from thence of the now Komad faith held by them in the
points gainfaid by Proteftantsyas v,g. Tranfubftantiation, o the Popes vifible
Head(hip over the whole Church. “They might call the Eucharift ¢ Sacrifice,
yet not properly (o called propitiatory for quick and dead,  Pius might call the
fpilling of Wine, fpilling of Chrifts Blood, fignified by it, as the Cup is termed
the Blood of the New Teftament, becaufe it is fignified by it, Lent {aft, fafting
afore Mals, mingling Water and Wine might be appointed, yet no real
fubftantial-prefence of Chrifi’s Body and Blood taughr, the greater canfes of
the Church, and more difficule queftions referred to the A?o%}oiick See, and:
yet no {upreme Head(hip over the whole Church deduced thence, As for the
Tale of Fames his being made Bifhop of Ferufalem by St. Peter, Fames, and:
Fobn, it rather makes again{t Peter’s Supremacy, than for it, fith in that no
more is alcribed to Pever than to Fames and Fobn : o that we may grant him,
that they were Popes of Rome, and yet aver they were true Proteftants in re~
(pe of ‘their Do&rine, though differing in frivolous ceremonies, if the Epi-
lesalleged had been their own; (which is aitogether improbable) and {light
the folly of H. T, in triumphing afore the viQory. ! \ :
His catalogne of catholick Profeflors to the year 300. 1s in like manner ridi-
culous; fome of them being of the Afficin, Afian, and Greek Churches, that-
had no fuch communion with the See of Rome as H. 1. makes neccffary to the.

be-
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s ¢ a true Church 3 yea it is well known that Cyprian Bifhop of - Cara
?g;;% (ﬁls ;:hcr Affican IZi{hops oppoled Stepben and Cornclius Bifhops of
Ro-,,,-;,bgu: Appeals to Rome, and in the point of Rebaptization of the ba~

vized by Herericks, which was aftecward .dct(‘ymmcd’by the qu:homy of the
gtiu’ﬂﬂ Couwngily not by the bare authority of the I\oman_Btﬂlop.s. Nor is
one word brought by H. T’ that thews they held the{ame faith which the Ro.
man Church now halds in oppofition to the Proteftants, Thus have I exa~
mined his catalogue for the ficft three hundred years, which were the beft and
purelt times of the Church, as being the times of the ten great Perfecy.
tions, and have not found the Succeflion which H. T. afferts. Let's yiew

the reft.

$«E C-T., VIIL

The Caralogue of Y. T isdefetivein proof of his pretended Succeffion in the
Roman Church.in the fourth and fifth Centuries.

N the fourth Age he begins with 2 catalogue of cathelick Profeffors to the
year 400, of whom [ome were of the African Churches, lome of the Greek,
fome of the Afiatick, fome of the Larin Churches : but he fhews not that an
one eicher owned the Popes Supremacy, or the Do&rine of the Romanifts,
which he maintains againft the Proteftants. Sute Hierom was no Affertor of
the Bapacy, whoin his Epiltle to Euagrins makes Bifhops and Presbyters the
fame,and theBifhop of Rame of no higher,but of the fame merit and Priefthood
with the Bifhop of Eugubium, And for_the Nations converted which he men-
tions, there were [ome of them, as Indians and Ethiopians, who it is not likel
eyer heard of the Roman Church, nor had any convetfion from them.  Nor g
it likely that any of them either owned the Popes or Church of Rome's Su-
premacy, or any point of Doltrine, they now hold in oppofition to the Pio-
reltants, !
As for the fourteen Popes of this century, what ever their fuccefli
(which is not without qucﬁion)_ yet that they did aflect as due to thcrznfﬂi:c'
Sapremacy as the Popes now claim, or that faith, which now the Dapifts hol:
in oppofition to the Proteftants, cannot be proved. The fame may be faid of
the two general Councils he mentions in thefourth century, 1o wit, the firf
Nicene, and the fir ConfFantinopolitan ;- which never afcribed to the Bifho of
Roine any more power than to the Bithops of Alexandria and Conﬂantinoptg
nor after them the Epbefin and Chalcedonian in the fifth century, H-T-himp( ¢
{aith onely, The firft Nicene Council was approved by Pope Sylvefter, bur doth
not affiem that either he called it, or was prefent ar it, or was Prefident of itt
And it being confelled that Hofizs Bithop of Corduba was Prefident there by
Bellarmine himfelf 5 b.x. deconcil. ¢ Eccl. c.xg. tom 2. controy, he _'my
gines, but proves not Hofius to have been the Popes Legate out of the Council.
or any one that was theres  And whereas H. T'. f{aith, The firft Gonftantino o,
litan Council (Fathers 1.§0.) Pope Damafus prefiding, Anno 381, aga,'l;/f
Macedonins, it is contradicted by Bellarminein the fame place. It 7 alfo map;,
feftehas she Roman Pope was- nor Prefidens there, bus Ne@arius Bifhop of

Con-
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Conftantinople : of which thing the caufe 7, becaufe the Roman Pope was
neither prefens by bimfelf, mor by bis Legates. \What he adds of Pope Calefiir
his prefeiing inthe Conncil at Ephelus againft Neftorius, Annosjr. isnot
true, (ith it is manifeft from the {ubfeription fo the Council, that Cyril of
Alexandria was Prefident there, and with him Fuvenal of gfcruﬁzlcm. v,Ar_ld
though it be faid; thar Cyril held the place of Pope Galeftinus, yet that was iny
giving {uffrage to thew: the agreement of the Parxiarchs, not in prefidencyy or i
in prefidency, yet fo as to be piefident, fuo jure, by his own right, as on¢ of the
Patriarchs without depuatation from Rome. H. T, adds, rbe Chalcedon Conn=
cil (Fathers 6oo.) Pope Leo prefiding, Anno Dom 491, againft Eutyches.
But Pope Leo was prefident onely by his Legates, and together with thens
Anarolins Patriarch of Conflantineple, and Fuvenal of Ferufalem, did pre-
fide. Andwhen the Popes Legates oppoled the afcribing to the Patriarch
of Conftantinople cqual authority and privileges wich the Bifhop of Rome,
yet the fix hundred Fathers determined for the Patriarch of Conftanti-
nople,

Buc what do the Councils in thele two Ages (ay for H. T his Minor ? He
brings fome paflages out of the Arabick Canons and the Decrees, asif the
Nicene Council afferted the Popes {upremacy and the real prefence. But thole
Arabick canons arcof no credit, being but lately (as they fay) bronght by a
certain Je(uit from the Patriarch of Atexandriz, and thofe variou fly publifhed.
by Pifanus and Turrian, in which are eighty canons : whereas of old in the
Nicene Synod there were but twenty, and the Letter of the Affican Bifhops (of
whom Auguftin was one) in the fixth Synod at Carthage writcen to the Pope
of Rome, afluring that the copies of the Nicene canons which Ceeilian Bitho
of Carthage brought from Niic, and the copies they had from Cyril of /e
xandriz and Atsicus of Conflantinople, had not the canon about Appeals to
Rome from all parts, which three Bithops of Rome alleged 5 but the true ca=
nans of the Nicenc councilsto witythe fifth and the fixth being againft the arro-
gated power about appeals to the Bifhop of Rome, in vain doth A. T, obtrude
bis nine’and thirtieth and the threccore and fifth Caan. Arab, forthe Popes
fupremacy and prayer for the dcad'. And for the canon, thae forbids Deacons to
give the Encharift Presbyters being prefent, (which he bring for the counte-
nancing of the Sacrifice of the Mas) the genuine words of the canon men-
tion not a power in priefts (as he terms them)) to offer (acrifice, which Deacons. .
have not, buta reftraint of Deacons from that giving the Eucharift, Presby<
ters being prefent, which they might do in their ablence. And for she other.
veftimonies which be ferchetb out of the Decretals , for Baptifms, purging
away fin, and sbe unbloody Sacrifice, they are of no validity, being not taken
out of the aéts of the Council, but the compiler of the canon~law, who thryfe:
into the canon-law all forts of Determinations, whether they were chaff or‘
Wheat, genuine or (uppofititious. And yet if they were genuine they may have a
cngebag;;cing with p‘:otel’catm do&[{inr. ;

e Decree of the finft Conftantinopolitan Council zog; ;
which devreed zb):’ Bifbgz [of Conﬁ'antingplc to be dhief aﬁaxl:ﬁta%:czijl;mosj" :
Rome, proves not that the Fathers then alevibed to the Bifhop of Rome !;;a
fupremacy of power as now the Popes ary . : TeTIo s SRR

pes arrogate over all Bj

: . fhops, but the con-
teary,  For it doth make the Bifhop ofﬁonﬁumin«oﬂc a chief, (r)xPo:, under the Bi-
D ,

2 . fhep :
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ext him, and aferibes to him honour and dignity alike with
&:‘ﬁ?{fhﬁ':f ’Ité:rtnxcl, though’in order of mentioning , fitting and (ome [uch like
as it prefers the bithop of Rome.

In the fclt Ephcfin councily if
Apofties, yer they never meant th

sreby (uperiority and power over them, bue
and excellency in virtue. The power of binding and loofing

fins was not given to Fererany otherwile than to other Apoftics, Fobn 20.23,
In the third acion ([faith H. T_.) Poge Lieo 3 called univerfal Arch-bifhop,
And it is granted that the Council extolled Leo, yer they made him not #ni-
IE 11 bifhops in the world, but he was ftyled Occumenical Arch-

ZE{;J{o‘;lglol;Pngfxl;: not by the council, bue by particular men of the council,
which yetdid give it to Fobn of Gonftantinople : but by none was that tit]a

+7or 1o either in that fenfe in which now the Pope claims it 3 for that vea
t.ll‘l;:ogli‘rllec';l did alcribe foa w’wﬂﬁmcql“d f:”wlcg” ok Segmorm t? the other
Patriarchs with the bifhop of Kome, notwu.hﬂanding the gainfaying of the
Popes Legates; which determination was again conﬁ'rmcd.m the G¥th Synod at
Conflantinople in Trulloin the finth Age. The fenfe in which the title of Oecy.
menical,or Hniver(al Bifhop was givento any of the Patriarchs was not given
t0 them as afcribing to them fupremacy & power over all bifhopssand churches,
* as afterwards Fobn of Conffantinople affc&ed the ticle, and Bon'tface of Rome
ufurped it by the means of Phocas the Emperour, but it was given to each of
the Pacriarchs for their eminency by reafon of their greatcare of the churches,
in like manner as Panl (aid of himlelf, 2 Cor.vx.28. #ponme cometh daily the
care of all the.Churebesswhich was therefore puc on them becaufe of the dignity
of their cities; and amplitude of the rule and dominion which was exercifed
there by the Emperours Licutenants, by means whereof che bifhops of thofe
cities had the advantage of intelligence and afliftance in the ordering of things
belonging to many churches in a large compafs, even asat thisday a Patriarch
at London hath an advantagefor the ordering of things concerning the Britifh
and Irifh churches ; the regiment of the churches in thofe days much follow..
ing the government of the Empire, as is manifelt by the a&ts of councils and
hiftories of thofe times. It is granted thatin the fitth age Pope Leo affc&ed
the extolling of Peter, and did it too immoderately, and that the phrafe of
Peter’s doing what the Pope did wasin ufe : and this proves that then ambij.
on had crept-in among the bifhops,and the affe@ing of vain ticles increafed,ang
that in refpe& of thefe things there was'great corruption in the Patriarchsang
other bithops,which grew to an extieme heighe afterwardsjyer neitherin that age
nor any other was that power over the whole church, which now the Popes gng
their. flatterers challenge afcribed unto them without controul of the fouyg
part, and is yet to this day oppofed by the French popifh churches, and (odfs
other.

That which is added by H.T'. of the Council of Eleberis in Spain, gng th
fecond of Arles in France, about Pricfts abftaining from their Wives, oy cli(e tc
be degraded, “and that no man who was married could be made a Pricft yn lefs "
converfion were promifed, is but of provincial Synods, not general councila
about a matter onely of Ecclefiaflical Difcipline, nota point of Faithy abg £
which alone is the Queftion, whether he can prove fuch a Succeffion g5 he lz't
fects inallages : befides the Eleberin canon fuppolcth they had then Wi,}:s:

3

and

priority in order,

Peter were defined Head and Prince of the
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* and it appears thac till then they did ufe them, and that there were martied

priefts : but many being corrupred in their opinions of Marriage by the de=
bafing of it as carnal, and excolling Virginity as meritorious, began to pue
that yoke on men, which occafioned in after ages the intolerable tyranny of
denying Marriage to prieits, againft Gods allowance, and the praltice of for-
mer ages, \

”l'h% catholick profeffours he mentions to the year §oo. were many of the
Grreek and other churches, who, though they held communion with the bifhop
of Rome in oppofing the Herelies then rifen, yet did neither a cknowledge the

Popes {upremacy now challenged, nor held the Do&rine the Romanifts now
teach in oppofition to Proteftants.

As for the Nations converred; 8cots, French, the Martyrs of 4 frica, which
he mentions, it is not fhewed, that eicher they were converted by any from
Rome, oracknowledged (ubje@ion to him as the [upreme occumenical bifhop,
or held what the Romaniffs now hold againft Proteftants. And thus have I
thewed the infufficiency for the proof of his Minor of the catalogue of £, 7.
of the firft five hundred years, within which he included his Demonfiration,
which were better than the later, though not without their corruptions, I pro=
ceed to view what he faith of the fixth and other ages following.

e o ~

S B CrITTX,

The defeit of . T. bis Catalogue for proof of bis Succeffion in the fixib, fe=.
wenth, cighth, ninth, tenth Ages is fhewed. i T

T in his catalogue ffom the year of Chrift soo. veckons up thirteen chicf
H‘ Paftors, onc gencral Gouncil, the fecond Conftantinopolitan Pope Vigi-
lius prefiding (Fathers 165. An, Dom,§53.) againft Anthimius 4nd Theo-
dore: but Bellarmine him(elf confefleth Zzb.x. de concil, ¢.x9. that Eutychius

- of Conftantinople was Prefidens there, though Vigilius Bifhop of Rome was

then at Conltantinople,  As for that which Bellarmine cites out of Zonaras
in the life of Fuftinion, hecites it maimedly, For Zonaras faid not that onely
Vigilius was Prince of the BifFops who were prefent, but with him Eutyehiys of
Conftantinople and Apollinaris of Alexandria. What H. T'. mentions of the
definitions of thecouncil is nothing againft the proteftants, nor for the Pa~
pacy,

"That which he allegeth out of the third council of Carthage is difordctly
placed in the xth age, it being held, as is faid, in the year 397. and is of
doubtfull credit, fith it mentions Pope Boniface as then living, though he (ac
not, according to Onupbriys, till the year 419." but it matters not what jc wasy
fith it was but a provincial Synod: and of the canons cited by H. T, the firft is
onely about a point not of Faith, concerning the celebrating the Mafs,

afting 3 the other,-which terms the #pocryphal books as canonical, may be
EXpounded, according to Hierom’s diftinQion, that they are canonical to form.

MmANNCrs, not to inform faith. Yet this may be obferved by the way, that the
ﬁ}i and twentieth G anon of the third Council of Carthage, which was autho~
rized by the fixeh general council holden at Corftantinople, in Trullo, as it is

D3 alleged
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Decrees diff.99. de primatibus, and by Pope Pelagiis
d, denics to any the title of chicf Prieft, or Prince of Prte/r:3 but al-
ly this Title, Bifliop of the fir(t See : whereupon the Glofs faith, that
be Bifhop of Rome was not to be called the Hniver [al Bifhop. 240
The detesmination of the Council of Mileris about Childrens Baptifin is

2T :
alleged by Gravian in the
approve
gws onc
cven t
n the fixth age, being {aid to be held in the year4oz. and be.
Y ut a point not gainfaid by moft proteftants, is imper-
tors of the Roman Dotrine oppofite to the

diforderly placed in th
ing no general council abo in
vinent to provea fucceffion of affet

Pm'tlc‘g:tn::f]ich he allegeth out of the Caftr Auguftan Council, whichdecreed

vivains (hould not be vailed vill after forty years probation, makes againft
:K:tliagigﬁl::ﬁ,ho in the Trent council, allow it fooner, and pradtife the vailing
¢ them afare they are twenty years old. ; '
* 'tl‘t?at which he adds of Pope Foba the firft his Decree, that Mafs ought not to
Be celebrared, but in places confecrated to our Lord, unlefs great neceffity fhould

enforce it, becaufe ic & writsen, Sce vhou offer not thy Iolocanfis in every place, .

which the Lord thy God hath chofen, Deut.xz. fhews the Popes .ignora‘nn: or
udaifm, who applies this to the Mafs, which was meant o_f Fewifblacificing
in the Levitical Law, and make$ the Mafs tobe an offering of an holocauft;
and every place confecrated by a bifhop, the place that God chooleth, and alfo
the vanity of this Scribler, who puts in his catalogue fuch an impertinent tefti-
mony to prove a (ucceflion of theaffertors of the Ronan faith, which I {carce
think any fober papift would make any part of his faith againft proteftunts,
nor do I think the papilts in England would be content to be tied ro thar

aw.

In that which he adds of Cathoelick Profe(fors to the year 600. he doth not
{hew that they acknowledged the bifhop of Rome’s fupremacy or the now R
man faith, Yea Columbanusin thisage, and after Azdanys, Colmannys, and
others lived and died in oppofition to the Romans about Eaffer.

That Auftin the Monk converted England, is onely true of {ome part of it,
and it is true alfo that he did in many things pervert them, and it is {aid he wag
an inftigator of the murder of many Britzfh Chriftians better than himfelf s
but that either he, or Pope Gregery that {ent him, held the fame fupremacy of
the pope, which now. popes claim, or the now-Roman faith oppofite to'the
proteftantscannot be fhewed. On thecontrary, it is manifeft enough, thap
Grregory the great refufed the Title of #niver (al Bifhop, as profane, and [acrile-
giows, and accounted the affumer of it to beja fore-runner of Antichrift, lib 4,
cpiff.32,34,36,38,39, ¢ lib.6. epiff.30. he allowed not Worfhip of Tmgoes
in his Epiftle to Serenus bifliop of Mar(ciles, he allowed pricfts wives, nor gid
tie men 1o follow the*order of the Roman church, which fhews the opes then
not to have been altogether (o bad as in the nextage. Inwhichan through.
out the reft of his Catalogue he can hardly fhew a Pope that lived ejthey the
lifeof a Chriftian, or did thie Office of a paftour of the church of Gog if
any, fure not many ¢ but in ftead of Chriftian paltours a generation of r;cn
of anr ambitious and luxurious fpirit, comending with Emperours and Bi-
fhops for worldly greatnels, perfecuting godly Chriftians, living in pomp, ri-
el;, mli all kinde of wickednels; are fet down as chief paftours of the univer(a}
chug

% ; In
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In the feventh age fie reckons up nincteen Popes, whom he terms chief
Paftors ; of them the fecond is Boniface the third, who obtained of Phocas
the Empecor (who by treafon had §Ott€n the Empire, flaying his Lord Mau-

z3

"itizsand his children) the title o univer(al Bifhop, derefted before by Gre.
8ory the great, as profane and facrilegions 3 and FHonorius the full, is the fifth
condemned in the third Conftantinopolitan Council , in which H. T. faith,
there were Fathers swo hundred eighty nine, Pope Agatho prefiding, Anno
Domini 680, againfl 1he Monothelites, and that in it were condemned Sergivey
Paulus, Petvus, Cyrusy and Tbeodore, who moft impionfly taught, but onc will
and operation to be in Chriff.  But this Author deceitfully conceals it, that
the fame Council in the thirteenth affion, did folemnly condemn Honoriys the
Pope of old Rome asa Monothelite together with the reft 3 and again in the
Greek edition the firft Chapter, and that Pope Agatho in his Epiftle to the
fixth Council, doth anathemarize his predeceflor Honerius as a Monothelite,
and Pope Leo the fecond, in bis Epiltle to Conftantine the Emperor, - inferted
inthe eighth ation of the fixth Synod, which was alfo done in the fecond
Nicene Council, termed the leventh (ynod in the laft agion, s e

As for that which H. T\ adds of the definitions of she Jixth Council againft
Priefts marriage, not giving grapes, mingling watcr and wine, adoration of the
Croffe, confideration in bim that binds and Loofeth, invocaring Saints ; it isnot
worth while to infit on the examination thereof, partly becaufe fome of the de-~
finitions ferve not the purpofle 3 for though ic be granted, that there ought to
be a particular knowledge of the Gin of him that is to be abfolved by his con-
feffion of it, yet is not. thereby the neceflity. of Popifh auricular confeffion
Proved, or the Priefls power judicially and authoritatively to abfolve, and
remit fing eftablithed, partly becaufe they are not all points of faith, bur either
of difciplin, as abour the marriage of men in orders, or of Ceremonies, as about
the mingling of water and winein the Encharift 3 and partly becaufe it is
doubtful whether thofe Canons are tuely alcribed to that Council, there be-
ing fome reafons tending to the contrary, and partly becaufe if they were
their determinations, there is little reafon to afcribe any authority to them,
after the firft ix hundred years barbarifm, and many corruptions being gorten
intothe Chriftian Churches, and the fimplicity of the Chriftian pro eflion
very much changed into contentions about Bithops Sees, Ecclefiaftical privi~
ledges, humane ceremonies, and (uch like abufes: yet, were all granted which
heallegeth of the councils definitions, neither the now Roman (upremacy not
faith is proved, nor from the Catholick profeffors, as be terms them » or Nati=
ons converted are eicher of them avouched in that age, 3

In the cighth Century things grew worfe, In it H. T'. reckons thirteen
Popes, among whom there’s not a man, of whom their own Writets relate any
thing that be onFs to the Paftors of the Church of Chriflt, \to-wit, the Preach=
203 of the Golpel 5 but their incermedling with the bufingfs of the Empire and.
Kingdoms, making Kings monks, contentions about; imnages.in Churches,
enlarging theic dominions, building walls, making degrees about fhaven
CrOWns and fuch like toyes. - Two Popes, Zacharias and Stephen.the fecond{_
can hardly be acquitted from being finfally inftrumental in the depofing of
Childerick King of France, and the taiterous ulurpation of Pepin, :

As for the fecond Nicene Qouncily in which H, T, {aith, were threc b,mi’:él
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ding, Anno Domini 787. againft image '
es in Temples, and the vencration and
and the Cogncil of Sens about tra.
201 % -« Lut a few of the Popifth do&trins, yet we grant
ditions, though thefe chings are but a i beighth as to jultle Emperorsib, :nc’l

24 :

A fifty Fathers,Pope Adrian p_rcﬁ
Z:c.z]gr{, in which were decreed for imag
wor[bip of the Saints, Reliques, Images,

potten to |
:I!::: tmcal::rcchfsoip:sci:;n%unibrll with the P’P‘*‘:)fd were in that age and the
following fo corrupt, as that traditions of mccrlx h.-m decrecs of ‘Blﬂ]op.g Were
more regarded than the written Word 5 an ht-‘at' thereby placing of images
in les, and their worfhip got intothe C ;:anxl Churches to the pro.
in Teangsi‘ Ldolatry in the Roman Church, which hath made her the mothey
moting of ¢ ;nd of abominations of the carth : yet this was notdone withou
gl amitte he Greek Empire, but alloin the Welkern = Charies the

oppolition;not onlyint | '
gffat calling a Council at Frankford, which condemned the {econd Nicere

il
C(K[:xf‘; for the Catholick Profeffors, (uch as venerable Bede and others, though

they were tainted with the {uperftitions of thofe times about monkery, anq
ceremonies, and ecclefiaftical dignities and orders, yet that they held the noy
Roman faith cannot be demontraced, nor that the Nations mentioned to be
converted were converted to it.  And for the miracles mentioned there is no
credit to be given to them, -many fuch ca'le.s havmg.been made, or fuch mira~
cles counterfieted in thofe dayes for deceiving the ignorant Yeople: 1nor Were
they done in {uch manner and to fuch purpoles, as the miracles of Chrift and
his Apofties were by which shé Gofpel was contirmed.

Ta che nineteenth age H. T'. reckons up eighteen Popes, omitting the men-
tion of one of them as a woman 5 _though a great number of Popifh writers fct
het down as Pope, and relate the ftory of her fitting in the chair {ome years, till
fhe travailed with child in proceflion. But if that were npt true, yet the things
velated by themfelves of Formofus, Stephanusy, Romanus fhew cruclty and
wickednels in the Popes of that age, one hating and undoing what another
had done, and thereby fhewing that they wererather of Cadmus, than S,

Peters race. . P . :
And for the fourth Conftantinopolitan Council (Fathers one bundred gzn4

one) Pope Adritn prefiding, AnnoDomini 869. againft Photius, and fop

Pope and images, and againft 1emporal Prinfe: medling inthe eleition of Bj-
fhops 5 itis an argument, that the Roman Bifhops were gotten then by map
wicked praétices to a great heighth of unjuft power. And the depofition of
Photius for reproving the Emperor, together with his oppofition of  the Popa
whofe works extant do fhew him to have been of_morc worth for learniy
than any Pope in that age) and the Epiftle of #iderick Bifhop of dufpyyg
Pope Nicolas the firft, in which he rebukes the wickednefs of Popes in deﬂyino
marriage to the Clergy, do prove that the doétrin and tyranny of the Popeg og(.
Rome, did not freely pafs withour concroul even in that age, which by the ¢,,
feffion of Genebrard himfelf, Chron. L 4. was an unhappy age for wang of a:,
writer of worth in the Latin Church. 3 y
" As for the Catholick profeflors mentioned by H. T. in this age, thac 1,
were all of the Roman church, or profefled her faith is not fhewed : northat thy
Nations converted, were cither converted by the Keman Bifhops,  or °Wne§
their now claimed fupremacy or profefied faith 5 H. T. faith the Ruffians wey,
converseqd
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converted by a Pricft fent by the Emperor Bafilius, and therefore had their cone
verfion from the Greek = church whom they followed, and with whom they
now hold communpion, not acknowledging the Bifhop of Romges fupremacy
to this day, and therefore that inflance is manifeftly againft H. 7. his
urpofe. ‘
P Ipn the tenth age are reckoned twenty fix  Popas, whercof there’s (carc_e any
that may be termed a Chriftian, much lefs a chief Paftor of the Chriftian
churches, = “Their own ftories tell us of fome of them that got the Popedome
by means of Mororia a notorious whore, others by cruel practifes : one, to
wit Syluveffer the fecond, by the help of .the, Devil, whofe agents they were 1
bringing a deluge of ignorance and wickednefs into the world, . which made
that age to be termed 2 miferable age, in which were neither famows writers, not
Connatlsy nor Popes that cared for the publick , by Bellarmin in his book of Eccle=
fiafbical writers, and of it H. 7', here (aith, #n this tenth age or century I find no
general council, nor yet provincial in which any controverfic of moment was de~
cided. So that by his own confeflion, his catalogue of councils fails him.
And for his fucceflion of chief Paftors, it is of(uch}crfons and fo uncertain
a {ucceflion, and by (uch irregular ways, as yeilds proof -that Rome was the
Synagogue of Satan, not the churchof Chrilt. Of the catholick profeflors
added, (ome of them, as Dunftan, ¢o'c. were fuch,as it may be well doubted

whether they are in heaven or in hell, And for the Nations converted , it is not
proved they were of the now Roman faith,

SECT, X

The defect of H. T bis caralogue of (ucceffion in the eleventh and twelfth age
% [hewed. - ,

IN the cleventh age are reckoned eighteen Popes worfe, if it may be, as bad
asany in hell 5 moft of them magicians, if their own writers fpeak truth s
from Syluefter the fecond, vo Grregory the [eventh,all Necromancers, (aith Benno .

- a Cardinal of Rome; Fobn the feventeenth or eighteenth , H. T'. himf(elf is

not refolved whether, (o uncertain is his fucceffion on which he builds the
truth of his church. Their practiles were topoylon one another, and to fec
up one King and Emperor againft another to advance their own greatnefls, and
to domineer over the greateft Princes by the terror of their excommunications,
and giving away their dominions: which was brought to a ﬁugcndf:us'
heighth by Hildebrand, otherwile Gregory the feventh, under whofe reign
Satan feems to have been let loofe for the executing of vengeance cn the Em-
perors,that had fo adored Popes,as to become their vaflals (whom Pope Gregory
the grearacknowledged his Lord) and committed fornication with the whore
of Babylon. e

OF councils H. T. names but one, telling us, that ix this eleyenth age
aboits the year 049, Berengarius an Archdeacon of Ghent (of Aniou he fhould
have faid, miftaking Gandavenfis for Adegavenfis) began to broach bis berefie
(he fhould more truely have {aid the do&rin of Chrift, his Apoftles, the Fa=
thers, even Gelafius bimfelf Bithop of Rome, in the fixft five hundred ycnra,

B igts 3 an




46 Succefsion no proof for Romanifls,  Agpw]

and of the moft learned to that time) concerning the B, Sacrament, affiyy,.
ing it 10 be only a fign or figure of the body and blood of Chrift, not bis true body
and blood 5 for which, (aich H.T. hewas condemned in the council of Larer
under Pope Nicolas the (econd, 1057, AS alfoin the Roman council undey Popa
Gregory the [cventh, Anno1073. where be abjured bis. hersfic in open COUngyl,
and died a Cathy.lick after divers penances done for bis fin. - Buc methinke
7. T, thould be athamed to mention Berengarius his forced abjurationy jn
which Pope Nicolss made him l‘gy, 1 bcltayc thas the body of our Lord Fefus
Chrift (enfibly and in ver) deed is souched with the hands of the Priefls” gng
broken with, and renty and ground wish the seesh of the faithfuly decon, dift.
Ergo Berengarinds which occafioned the glo(s}tfclftq fay, unlefs yoy warily
sndertand ,‘5[,},{, words of Berengariuss you will fall intoa greater herefic thap
ever be betd any.  And for his Catholick profeffors and Nations converted,
whercin or how far they avowed the Popes fup_remacy, and the now Ronan
faith is not fhewed by him 3 nor do I believe he is able to prove, that they did
avouch the Popes (upremacy w.hxch is now challenged, or in all things the now
Roman do&iin, though Romifh fuperﬁmons', and the excedlive efieem of the
Popith Bifhops did very much corrupt men in tl'nofc days. If the ignorant
devotion of one Henricus the Emperor with his wife, nj“akc any .thlng for the
credit of the Roman papacy 5 the Rory of another Henrigus, to wity the fourch,
his wife and childs ufage by Gregory :he.fcvcnth and other Popes is fuch, ag
that it demonftrates the Popes of thofe times _to have been no fuccefiors of pe.
ter,cither in doGrine or pradtice, but devils incarnate rather than men.  Ang
however Anfelms learning feem to credit the papacy, yet in many points of
doétrin he is not for the now Roman tenents, as where he faith on Rom, 12,
ptwtion confifteth not in mans merits, bur inGods grace, and his contention
with the King of England, being animated by the Pope is an evidence, that the
faith of Chrilt was not fo much profefled then as the greatnefs of Bifhops, and

the unrighteous ways of Clergymen.

Tnthe twelfth age are reckoned up eighteen Popes and three Lateran coun -

cils, of which Popes it will be hard for H. T\ to thew what thelr faith was, op
to prove they did orderly fucceed, cfpecially confidering how many Antipopes
were (er up, and what abominable pratices wercufed to get up intothe chaiy,
and how wickedly they lived, as men that cared not wh.at_rebellnons they raifed,
what wars and bloodfheds they cauled, not againt infidels, buc of {ubje&ts
againfl their (overaign Chriftion Emperors 3 not for the Gofpel of Chyify, o
their lawful liberties, but for the Popes moft impudent claim of freedom from
fubje@ion to Emperors, and inveftiture of Bifhops and Abbats, things whic
TJefus Chrift and his Apoftles never granted, but commanded the Cbmmry,
Their own writers tell us o much of them, fpecially of Calixtus the fecongy
Innocent the {econd, Adrian the fourth, Alexander the third, and cheir mon:
frous pride in opprefling and infulting on the Emperars, beyond what is ¢
. be found in any Pricfts of Pagan Gods towards the Piinces of the earth, g
fhews them to be infpired by the devil, notguided by the Spirit of God. .7,
adds three Latcran councils for inftauration of difcipline, for the rightof 1he
Clergy, for veformation, withprefidency of Calixtus the fecondy Anno 1122 of
{nnocent the fecond, Anno 1139. which he tells us defined little inmarrery
of sontroverfic, and fo by his cwa confcflion prove nothis fucceflion in the
profeflion

1
yy
i

=
e

=%

PR

=S

T

=
S e

-

aohn

==
=

{




Axr I. Succefsion no proof for Romanifis, 2]
profeffion of the fame faith, ~ As for the ends in thofe two councils, W’“‘: o
mentions, all the inftauration of difciplin therein was concerning monks xr;_
the former, and in the later, the right of the clergy was about the B;xfhop ;‘3
Romes power in civil things at Rome, and exempting of clergy men K’m dt'.c
Senate and Confuls of Rome, Wherein the Romans defired to be .fﬂﬁorfd,;;’
their ancient power in civil things, but the Pope and his coungt! with oqﬂ 1ty
anathematizing them that laid bands on a clergy man, yet limiting the Bifhop
of Rome in fome fort. “Thele are the great bufinefles of three hundred at one
time, and one thoufand Bifhops and Abbats at another time. Which may
fhew how little the Popes and councils then regarded Chrifts do&tin ot
precepts, but minded the upholding their own inventions and their ufurpations
of power. :

The thivd Latevan Council, faith H. T, (Fathers three bundred) for refor-

. mation, Pope Alexander the third preﬁdini, Anno Domini 1179, condemned
t

Waldenfis the Merchany of Lyons, who raughe the Apoftles were lay men, that
Lay men and women might confecrare and preach, that clergy men ought to ’{‘wf
no poffeffions or properties, that oaths were sunlawful in all cafes, that Pricfts
and Magiftrates by mortal fin fell from their dignity, and werc not to be
obeyed , &c. His tenents were bere defined againft, and he himfelf ana-
thematized. ‘ :
But fuppofe all this were true that he fo taught, and that the Pope with his
council condemned him , what is this to prove H. T. his minot,. that a council
in thas age profeffed the fame faith with the now Reman againft the Proses
frants 2 Ave the contrary tenents any of the Articles, which in his Manual
of Controverfies H. T'. defends againft the Proteftants ?-do the Prozeﬁaq:
churches in their confelfions avow the fame, which he-here faith the council
afcribed to Waldenfis the Merchant of Lyons? but to fhew the ignorance of
this (cribler, the perfon who was Merchant of Lyons in France was Petrus
Waldus, fronr whom his followers were termed Walden(fes, whom I find to have
been condemned in fome council at Rome about that time, but in the Latcran
council 1179. Xfind other decrees about Priefts continency, the number of
hotfes clergy men might have in thei vifitations, and the exemption of Ec-
cefiaflicks fromthe judgement of Laicks, which it (eems were the great ‘bu-
finefs of reformation.  As for the Waldenfes there is no caufe to belicve ad-
verfarics in their accufations of them, efpecially (uch ignorant and malicious
men as the Friers and Monks of former and later times have been, Befides
the experience which after ages yeilded about their belying Wicklef, Hus and
others 5 out own times yeild many examples of Papifts falfly reporting the
tenents of Proteftants, Though Bellarmin be more ingenuous in fetting down
the Proteftants doltrin than many other writers, -yet. there’s {carce a controe
verfie, wherein' he doth nor deal "deceitfully in reprefenting the Proteftants
do&rin of their arguments and anfwers. But the writings, piofeflions,a ologics

put forth by Balsthafar Lydius in Latin, fhew that the opinions of the /. aldenfes
Werenot {uch as the Papifts reprefent them, and the words of Reinerius an
inquifitor and enemy tothem in his book of inguifition concerning. them,

och more truely acquaine us what théy were, which are thus, that whereas akt
other f“rf-f by the immanity of their blafphemics againft God do make men abbor
them, this of ihe Lyonifts *(the fame with the Waldenfes) hath a great [hew of

B godline(s,
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“godinefs, becanfe they Live juftly before men,y and do believe all things well
Gody and all the arvicles which are contained inthe Creed 5 only the Church o
Rome they do blafpheme and bhate. And now we have more full knowledpe
of them, by M Morlands hiftory of the Evangelical Churches %f

Piedmont. As for the Catholick profeflors H. T. adds in this a0e
though Bernardys Abb#s , commonly .callcd 5"-_'3_"’"”4 be rcckoc,’-,t&

as a profeflor of the new Roman faith, and it is not denied thy,
he was [uperftitious in fome points 3 yet he freely noted divers corryp.
tions then arifing, as the feaft of the Virgin Marzes conceptiony which
f her freedom from fin, Ep. 174. ad can

tended to u hold the conceit O fin,
P :on of merits, ferm, 1. de annunt, of juftification’ by works
3

~Lupd. the opini _ ¢
cgng[. ferm. 5:- & ep. 190. of freewill, de grat. ¢o* lib. arb, of keeping th
law, cant. fers 50 of feven Sacraments, fer. x. de Cana Domini, of uncc:c
tainty of Salvation, ¢p.107. and the Popes greatnels in temporalities, L, ;

confid. ad Eugen. And for Hildegardis the Nunne, her {peeches and prophe.

cies thewed her diflike of the proceedings of the clergy even of the Popes,  No.

yiberrus and {ome others were noted for their fuperftitious waies of Monk

“Thomas Becket of Canterbury, for his obftinacy againft his Prince Henry C:}yl’
fecond, whom he traiteroufly oppofed to uphold the wickednels of. the cler :
and others named, whether they were of good or bad, note it'is of little “%y.
ment, fith its not denied there were too many then infeGed with the Ramo‘
errors and fuperftitions. MNor is it of much advantage, that Nicolas f,"
Monke, afcer Pope, converted the Pomeranians and Norwegians, that Do e{) $
ing bad enough, and the converfion, if to Romifh f{uperftition rathcrp th =
Chyiftian faith, litele crediting the Romifh Church. 3 45

SECT. XL

-
The defest of H. T b caralogue of fucceffion i :
agc{ is ﬂ{gmd. f fucccffion in the thirteenth and fourtcenth

N the thirteénth century are fet down [eventeen Popes as chicf Paftors, of
» O

whom the firft is Gelafius the fecond, who was firft in the former age; b
3 but -

1 imagin, though it be not noted in the Errata, for Honoriys the third who

was a bloody Bifhop, as others before him,fetting up Emperor againft Emperof,’
Iy

cruel Friers apainit the godly Waldenfes,befides other wicke i
"The like were ércgor_y theg ninth, in whofe time the bloody fa&if):f?fge did,
and Gibellius happened, and Innécent the fourth whom Robert Groﬁb,;:flp hs
thop of Lincoln withftood, contemning his excommunication, and bein de-
was fuch a terror to this wicked Pope as to haften his death, Nicol%,f B
third, whom H. T. makes the converter of the Pomeranians and Norweg; the
raifed the quarrel between Peter of Arragon and Charles of France fOrgl'lZ”,
whence grew the maffacre of the French called the Sicilian Vefpers Stly,
laft and worft of them , Boniface the cighthis faid to bave entred li;t:n%, the
;:;%:1;1 like a L]on,_dud like adog. H.T. adds two gcncral Councilf : :’j‘,
o Lateran council (Fathers ¥285.) Pope Innocent the third P’fﬁ'di e
no xaxs. And tells us, that this Counil defined thas tlyéunivc’rfalcbnch;

of
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of the faithful, is one out of which no man is faved. Which definition we
approve, and thereby the do&rin of the Proteftants is confirmed 5 who teach,
that the Catholick 'Church we believe, is the invifible Church of true belie~
vers 3.and that the Catholick Church is not only the Roman Church, and
thofe who fubjeét themfelves to the Bifhop of Kome, and profefs the fame
faith wich the now Roman Church : butall the belicvers who believe the
do&rin of the Gofpel taught by Chrift and his Apoftles, though they neither
know nor own. the Roman Church in the things therein held againft the Pro-
teltants, nor acknowledge any fuperiority of the Bifhop of Rome, are mem =
bers of the Catholick Church 5 and that it is not the Church of Rome (which
is falfly called Catholick) out of which none can be faved, but the univerfal
Church of the faithful 5 in which who ever is by true faith in Chrift he may.
be {aved, though he difclaims the Bithop of Rome as Antichrift, and the.
fattion or party joyning with himas the Synagogue of Satan ; and confe-
quently, that itisnotas H. T. faith in his Epiftic to the Reader, the moft im-
portant controverfic to know the motion and authority of the Church 3 but to.
know the true faith, by which alone the true Church is known 5 and it isa
moft impudent aflertion, which H. T'. takes on himin his firft Article to
maintain, that the Church now in communion with the Sce of Rome i the only
true Church of God, unlels he can prove none are believers but they, So that
this very definition of the Lateran council is fufficient to overthrow the main.
ilrifg.of H,T. in this book, and tofhew how heedles or impudent a writer,
he. s,

H.T, tells us alfo that the fourth Lateran council defin’d in the profeffion of:
faith, can.x. that the truc body and blood of Chrift ¥ inthe Sacrament of the
Altar under the forms of bread and wine, the bread being tran(ubftantiared by
1he divine power intothe body, and the wine into the blood,  Which s granted,
ifit betrue, that the Council it (elf did define any thing, and not Pope Inno-
cent himfelf three years after the Council.  Platina (aith in hislife, that ma-
ny things then came . into confultation indecd, and yet not any thing could bs.
openly decreed,  But were it the Council or the Pope alone that thus decreed.,
it was a molt bold and prefumptuousaét in either or both to make thata poine
of faith, of which, as Bellarm. tom. 3. cont.l. 3.¢.23. confefleth,. Scorus in.
quartum fent. dift. 11, q. 3. (aid, that the tenens of tranfubfiansiation was no
tenct of faith before the Lateran Councily and Scotus and.Cameracenfis ex-
prefly fay, that neither by words of Scripture, nor bythe Creeds, nor (ayings of
she ancients are we compelled to the tenct of tran(ubftantistion. And Cardinal
Cairt.in 3..A4.9.75.art. 1, (aith, thas nothing out of the Gofpel doth appeay -
10 compel us to underftand thefe words [this is my body] properly, 'Tothe [ame
purpole Fobn Fifber Bifhop of Rochefter, contra.capt. Babylonc. 1. For which
1ealon Cuthbert Tonftall, x. of the Eucharift, p. 46. (aid, perbaps it had been
bmgr to have left every curious man to bis conjecture, concerning the manner of
Chrifts body being in the Eucharift, a5 before the Lateran Coungil it was left.
4t liberty, and therefore he was oft heard to fay, if hebad been prefent at the
Lateran Council, be would have endeavoured to per[wade Pope Innocent to bave.
forborn the decrecing of travfubftantiarion as an article of faith, And indeed

¢ Councilis (o grofly abfurd, that had there been any uns,

the realon of th
degftanding men at the making of the decree, iv’s likely it had net pafled,
‘ E 3 ;SN Foe
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v e thi Leg pive of their decree, that to perfeét the myffery of unity we
A rea(ontt;g og}'bis what be received of oursy the bread being tranfub.

20

;;::ngcii‘zjz‘inwytbe body, the wine into blood by the divine powers intimates,

“I'hat the bread is tranfubflantiate into the body and wmclm:o_ the blood,
L: either into body and blood, and then he that drinks not the wine drinks
:gt the blood, not is it faid to_be tranfubflantiace into Itas an animate body,

ination makes i T Wi

}’gi:}llmtthxahtat gﬁ‘;‘;‘}}’:ﬁc;iuc of bis what be reccives o({ :’ur: 5 which Llin glain

Sy that Chrift receivesour body and blood by eating and drink.
Emfc mum;zc}s]zs Tt makes this the myftery of our unity, as if the my.
}ﬁ?}ﬁ’;gﬁr |;)ni;y. bygf:aitix were not perfe@ withoue thisgro(s _Capernaitiﬂz Cane
nibalitifh eating Chrifts very flefh made from bread by a Pricft, and drinking
his very blood with our mouth,in drinking tranfubftantiate wine. ~All which
are [uch grofsjl‘l'ationa],unchriﬁian ablurdities, as had not the age bccn_bmck.
ifh, and Popes and popifh writers and pcople dementate, they would with ab-
Jorrency have rejected that determination. :

H. T. adds, that the fonrth Lateran Council,can. 1. defined in the profe Jion
of faith, that no man can make this Sacramens, but a Prieft vightly ordained py
2he keys of the Church given to the Apoftles and their fucceffurs : which although
it be otherwife in the text, Matth, 16.19, exprefleth, wherein t'bc keys, not of
the Church but of the Kingdom of beaven, are mcm.noned as given to Petey,
not to the Apoftles and their [ucceffors 3 yet were it true that the keys were
given to the Apoftles and their fucceflors, this would overthrow the Popes
fupremacy if it be deduced from that gift of the keys. For if Chrift him(elf
gave the keys of the Church to the Apoftles and their {ucceflors, then not to
Peter only and his fucceffors, but to other Apoftles and theic fucceffors as wel|
as Peter, and confequently according to their own principles ro other Bifhops
aswell as the Bithop of Rome,  As for the definition of the Council, that
sone can pake this Sacrament  bur a Prieft, thenitis to Priefts only that i
is faid [dotbis] (for from thofe words he deduceeh, p. 215. the power to make
Chrifts body) but that is moft abfurgi, for then they 'only thould cat, the
deing this being meant plainly of cating the bread, being {poken not to the
Prieft conficient only, buttoall the Apoftles at table alfoy and if fo, not only
the cup fhould be kept from the people, but the bread alfo, contrary to x Cor.yo,
16,17. & 11,128, ;

H. T. tells us that they defincd that baptifm profits little ones as well as thofe
who are of viper yours unto [dlvation, and eondemned the bercfie of Abbas Fo-
achim, which is nothing again{t the common tenet of the Proteftants, thoy h
it be [ufpe@ed, thatif Abbat Foachim had not been a man, whofe reputed: ho.
linefs and free (peeches againft the Popes and the clergy troubled them, pe
might have efcaped that cenfure  “The definition concerning confeffion and ye.
ceiving ar Eafter are points of difcipliny not pare of the profeflion of faith, anq
fo impertinent to the prelent bufinels.

_ H. . mentions allo the Council of Lyons (Fatbers one bundred) Pope
Gregory thetenth prefiling, Anno 1274, againftthe Grecians, which is noo
thing againft the common tenct of the Proteftants, and thar which is added
this bn!;erto;({,zilb'gbc Council) the holy Roman Church (the mother and miﬁ,,f:
of all Clourches) hath preach*d and tanght, (befides the non-fenfe how frequencly

. . foever

¢ a tranfubftantiation withoutlife. 2, T; |
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foever it be ufed of the Churches preaching and teaching, who preach not
nor teach, buc they are preached to and taught) it is but a picce of palpably
falle flactéry, the Church of Rome being not the mother of all Churches, it
being certain, that the Ghurch of Ferufalem was before that of Rome, and the
Ferufalem from above #s (tiled the mother of us all, Gal. 4 16. T

Among his Catholick profe(fors of this age H.T. nominat¢s St. Dommlu 4
and St, Francis, Inflitutors of their haly orders of Ericrs, but hqw ucx
{hould be Saints, whereof one was a bloody inftigator of war againft the
innocent fheep of Chrilt the Waldenfes, and the other an _obtcyvcr of hu=
mane inventions, wich negle& of Gods command to work with bis hands the
thing thas was good, thas be might have to give to him that needs, and
how they fhould” be called a holy  order, who were like to the inftitutois,
bur never appointed by God, I underftand not. Many learned men in thole
daies dcmon&ratcd them to be no holy orders, buta company of men that pro=
moted the Popes ufurpations and injuries, to the great mifchief of the Com=
monwealths and Churches of Chriftians.

Of the Nations converted, the Emperonr Caffanes, wich innumerable
Tarcarians were not converted by the Church of Rome, nor owned the Popes
fupremacy o faith, and therefore ate no witnefles for the Papacy. i

In the fourteenth age ten Popes are et down,of whom moft fate at Avignon
in France, and fo could not be Paltors of the Church of Rome: one is
Clement the filth, who chained Francis Dandalus the Vencrian Ambafiados
under his table to feed with dogs, and loft atthe pomp of his Coranation
ou of his mitrea carbuncle valued at fix thoufand florens. Another, Foba
the twenty one, by others Fobn the twenty fecond , whom Bellamin. de
Pontifice Rom, L. 4. ¢. 14. confefleth 10 haue thoughe shat the fouls.ﬂaould.nat
fee God till after the refurrcétion, though headds acold excule, asif be mighs
fo.hink then withour danger of herefie, becaufe no definitipn of she hurch pre-
ceded s which is not true if he (ay rightly him(elf, 4 1. de eccl. eriumph. c. 2.
that the fume, thatis, thae.the fouls [ce God afore the refurrction ,. i1cacheih
Inascent the third (who was one hundred years before Fohn the twenty one,
by F. T bisaccount ) ¢, Apofbolicam, extra, de Presbytere non Buptigato,
However, if there were no definition, it provesa Pope may teach hereGe, fith
Fobnthe twenty (ccond  did earncllly prefs. this on the Parifians, thac they.
fhould believeas be did. - Of the reft their unpeaceablenc(s in their contention
withthd Bmperor and among themfelves in their Schifms, in which one Pope
was ferup againft another ; divers Popes at the fame time, one owned by one,
another by another, makes the fucceflion (o ungertain, that even the Ra-
manifts dilagree inthe fucceflion, fome putting in.Clement the (eventh in this
age, whom H. T'. leaves out, fome {tanding for one, fome for others as the righs
Popes. Belides theie cruelty and covetoulnefs, prove them racher Butchers than.
Paftors of the Church of Chyig,

H. T, adds one general Council of Fienna (Fathers three hundredY; Pope
Clement the fifth prefiting,. Anno Domini 1311, in which be tells 1, the:
Coungil defined bapsifm vo be neceffary for infants, condemned 1he Begards and
Beguines, who beld carmal tujt done ous of temptation tg be ng finy and rhat we
0UHE Mot 10 fhew pewarence at. the elevation of the body of Chrift, which laf¥

dionets againft Pioteftants in common,  But the Coungil whether provingial
or.
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yed by a proud prelate, Clement the fifth, its no marvel j¢

{hould make (uch decrees as then were made,

or general , being (wa

s, there is fcarce a man of any note, but Iro g

he Casholick Profeffor 1 {
A s Sl Il be of little weight with confiderate men,

Canoniit, whofe profeflion wi W ; |
i : 2, if made a Chriftian, did embrace the Romi
That an Emperour of Ruffia, it L Nmonsconﬂ:

igi (ubmit to the Pope, is not likely.
Religion, and fubmit to haV‘:: ’been converted from Rome, or to have held

ted, H.T. proves not to 24 s oge 4
‘c,::[mm,union wiE:h the Pope, if they did, ¢ avails lictle to prove H. T his 2.

a7, that fuch rude people did fo.

% s'E C T, XIL
ope defec of H.T. his Cataloguc inthe fiftenth and fixtecnth Ages # [hewed,

IN che Gfccenth Age he reckons up thirtecn Popes a5 chicf Paftours, in which
number he leaves out Benedict the thirteenth, though reckoned by others,
who with Gregory the twelfth upheld a Schifm of three Popes together, till they
with Fobn 22. or 23. for divers intolerable,villanies were depoled, as Eugeniys
<he fourth was after at ‘the ‘Council of Bifil : of the reft [carce any of worth
befides Pius the fecond, whole Writings remain under the name of Aencas Syl-
wiys, and the laft is Alexander thejlixth, Roderigue Borgia, who with his fon
Cafar Borgia were {o infamous for poyfonings, covetoufnefls and uncleannefs of
body, that Rome, though the fink of wickednefs, yet yiclded few or nonewarfe
7 mYTAgeils us of ¢ 1 b J
H.T. te of two genera Councils,, that o on
againft John wickliff, John Hus, and Hierom o Ptc'ugu{:,a.lll’i;’c JAcﬂl;cﬂ;: :;a
and twenticth, and Mactin the ffth prefiding : but the main end of its callin
by Sigi{mund the Bmperous,was the compofing of the Troubles by three Poch-
together, whom it depoled, gnd dccrf:ed the Council tobe above the Pope, which
is again(t the now Roman faith. Itistrue alfo, that they condemned (undy
Acticles of Fobn Wickliff, Fobn Hus, and Hicrom of Prague, whereof (ome
were moft falfely afcribed to them,as the Works of Fohn Wickliff and other te..
ftimonies do fhew. And notwithftanding the {afe condutt given by Sigifmung
the Emperour, to the perpetual infamy of the popifh party, they judged be wys
2o deliver John Hus to be burned, Seff.19. whereupon the Emperours (olemn
faith was broken, and thereupon they were burned, and Wickliffs bones, ag
they imagined, forty years after his death were digged up and burned in Eng.
iand, and a moft impious Decree made, that, norwithftanding Chrift’s inffiry.
vion and adminiftring in both kindes, and in the primitive Church it were ye
ceived by the faitbfull in both kindes, yet the cuffom was confirmed of recciyin-
in one, and the requiring it in botb judged an errcur, and it was forbidden to pe
given the people in both kindes, Seff.x3. Theother Council H. T\ mentiong
4 the Council of_Florences (Fathersigqs.) Pope Eugenius prefiding, Anng
1439. againft many Herefies ; which defined Pugasory, the Popes beadfhip
Tran(ubftantiation, the Apocryphal books canonical, the Grecians, Jacobites,
Armenians, and Patriarch of -Conftantinople fubfcribing this Council, and bg:
ang reconcited to the church of Rome.Bus thisCouncil however it hath a fhew of
. great
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great authority, by realon of the prefence of the Patriarch of Conftantinople,
and fome other of ‘the Eaffern Chriftian churches, yet indeed it was of no au-
thority, it being gotten together by a FaQion in oppofition to the Couscil of
Bafil; which was decreed by Pope Martin the fifth, to beten years after, the
Council of Conftance : and the end of it was to_divert the Fathers of the
Council of Bafil from depofing Eugeniusthe fourth from his Popedom, “;h"h
neverchelels they did for his ill Government, and _chole Amadews Duke o 5‘;‘
voy, who was named Felix the fifth, who is omicted thercfore by H. T' !!10“3% 1
by others counted the lawfull Pope : bur H, T. thought it beft to omit him
and the Council of Bafil, which together with the Council of Conftance had
determined that 2 gencral Coungil was above 1he Pope, and were not bound 16
obey bim, but might depofe him, as the French churches yet to this day do hold,
fo that they who are termed Catholicks, and owned as children of the churchs
yet do not profe(s the now-Roman faith of the Popes [upremacy, which H T.
and the Je(uited party among Papilts the Popes flatterers afcribe to him. As
for the prefence of the Grecks in the Council of Florence it was of a few
needy ones driven out or brought low by the T'urks, who yielded to that in the
@ouncil for fome relief to them in their low eftate, which the Greek churches.
after would not own, nor do yetto thisday.  And therefore that which H. T,
hath done in fetting down the Popes and Councils of this Age is done deceit-
fully, concealing the true ftate of things, and fo he hath done of Catholick
Profeffors, mentioning fome of (mall worth, but leaving out Gerfon, Picus
Mirandulanys, and (ome others, though in communion with the Rogran church,
and men of more abilities and repute than many of thofe he fets down, be-
caule Gerfon held that the Church might be withour a Pope, in his book de au~
foribilitate Papas and he and others differ’d in fome other points from the now
Roman tencts,

As for the Nations converted, which he mentions, they are names of people
faid to bein Afiica; but whether there be fuch people, or are converted, or
what numbers of them have been converted is known onely by the vain~

- glorious Writings of fome popifh Writers of that forr, who for the extol-

My fourth hated by ¢

ling of the Papacy, cither teign that which is not, or it 15 flikely make a
Mountain of a Mole-hill, {uch converfions as they boaft of being not
known to other people, though failing into, and trading in all parts of the
known world. ‘
H. T. adds bis catalogue of chicf Paftors inbe fixteenth Age and balf the
feventeenth 1o 1654, and fcts down 1wo and twenty Popes as ciicf Paftors of
* the Church.  Of them are Fulius the fecond a Warriour 3 Leo the tenth, who
tomaincain his Luxury, and for his fifter Magdalen’s Dowry, fet Indulgences
. t0fale, him(elf venting his infidelity to Cardinal Bembus, as if he counted
d  *he Goffel a profitable F able 5 Pasl the third an inceftuous father of g Sodomi-

*ical {on, whom he cocker’d, full of cruelty and craft, {ending an Army with
Farnefis to deftroy the Proteftants in Germany ; Fulius the third that created
S Ganymede Tnnocentiva a boy Cardinal, and had for his Nanzi at Venice
9%% Cafa Arch-bifhop of Benevent,swho in a book prailed Sodomy ; Paus the

e fourth thar made the
xcommunicated Queen
Iy to get Ircland for his

bafe

new creed of ‘the Ropgn church ;
Ebzaberh ; Gregory the thirteent
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¢ animated the sznim:d in hthe Expedition a-
<0 England, 1§88, praifed Fames Clement the Frier, who murdered Heny
tghacnt\grdri ing of Franc‘: ; Gregory the fourteenth who cutled Henry the fo““"
of Framce; Clement the cighth, who afore he abfolved him,proudly lafheth hig
Embafladour witha Rod 3 Paul the fifth who had the Title of Ficedens pi
1 him, and not di claimed, who interdiéted the Pencsians for not obeyin
;‘C i > 2y to revoke their Laws about Bcclefiafticks, and to releafe two e
is Monitory another that committed uncleanne(s in 5

i : e a poylonery (

! thing againft fome of che priefts privy to the Gun.
P'ﬁsé v:i&[}c;:(t_o(:‘:itnogﬂ:i?x :heirgdettﬁatmﬂ of it. Among them all ther¢ is not
o::l:ar theic own ftories do relate to haye been a diligent preacher of the Go.
on medling with the affaics of the Kingdoms and Empires of

but politicians d .
{;::Wm]%’ and (o no Succeftors to our Lord Chrift, or Peter the Apoftle ;

14
balefon § Sixtus the fifth tha

but theic memories are to be abhorred fpecially by us Englifh as the pefts of

nkinde. :
may, 7. mentions twc genml Councils the laft Lateran Council Pope Juliyg

the [ccond and Leo the tenth prefiding, x512. 1 finde nos the certain number of
Faihers, it wis a general Council, But Bellarmine lib, 2. de concil. auth.cap.y 0
faich, Some doube whether iz were truly general: and there was reafon, fithiy
was called by a Fa&ion adhering to Fulius the fecond to eftablifh his tyranny
in oppofition to another party gathered in France to eftablith the pragmarich
Sanétion. But what did this Council define 2 The foul of manimmortal, ang
thit there be as many bumane fouls a5 bodics, anathemariging all fuch a8 obftis
pately defend or hold the contrary in the communion of the Church of Rome,
.seff8. A point which a Council of Philofoghcrs might have decided,
However it intimates there were that did then hold or teach the contrary in the
communion of the church of Kome, and that Pope Fohn the two and twenti.
eth his Do&tine was not quite extinguifhed : but this Council is of litcleac.
“ count among a great party of the Papifts themfelves. Tcisthe other Councj]
the Council of T'rent PopePaul the third and Pius the fourth prefiding againg
Marsin Luther and his fellow Proteftants, Anno'1546. of which he lai:i:, The
definitions are conformable 1o thofe of all precedent general Coundils for e
and againft Sedaries, as our Adver(aries know, and cannot deny. But thig i;
‘moft falfe, it being by Bifhop Fewel, and many other learned Proteftants ayey,
red and proved, that the Decrees of that Council in many points about the
Popes power, half communion, tranfubftantiation, worfhiping Images, ang
other points are contrary o the Councils and Fathers for the firft five hundyeg
years atleaft. And for this Council not onely Sleidan, butallo Frier Pgyy
man greatly honoured by the Penctian Senate for his lcarning, prudence, a;:
integrity in his Hiftory of the T'rent Council hath fhewed, that it was nothip
but a meer packed and fraudulent conventicle of a crue of prelates, moft oF

them Italians,{ome meerly titular, and the Popes penfioners and parafites, f

of them who had any knowledge in the Seripruce or Divinity, buc canon’i(gw
courticrs, and (chool-men, who underftood not the Proteftants Do&rine 55
the great poine of juftification by faith, carricd on by Paulthe third, §Hliln
the third, Pius the fourth, and their Lepates to cheat the World by innupes s
ble artifices, not onely hindring the freedom of fpecch of  che Pxot:ﬂams;

the
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the Council, but al(o of fomeof the popith Bifhops; When they endeavoured to
recover the right of Bifhops taken away from them by the Popes, in (o much
that not onely the Proteftants have protefted againft ity bur alfo the French
Kings, by their Embaffadours and Parliaments, and it is not owned by the
French popith churches unto this day, and the vanity and impiety of its
Decrees hath been deteGed by Kemnitiusy. Calvin, and innumerable learn-
ed proteftants, beides what may be gathered from the contrary Writm%s
of perfons, who were there, as Catharinus, Soto, Vega, and cthers 3 in [o
much that if men were not blinded with prejudice and fa&ion they would
eagz‘ difcern that Council to have been a comupt Synod juftly to bede-
te . i

As for the catholick profeffours he mentions,’ their profefion adds but Jittle
credic to their caufle. . For whatadvantage is it to prove the truth of the Ro-
man Tridenrin Do@rine that it was profefled by Catharinaa woman, or Igna«
tius Loyolaa lame Souldier, the hypocritical Devifer of the Order of sfefuits,
the Incendiaries of the Chriftian States, and corrupters of Chriflian Nobilicy
and people by their abominableDevices in refolving cafes of confcience futably
to the lufts of men rather than the will of God, (as’is fhewed in the late book of
the Myftery of Fefuitifm) or byEdmund Campian a bold talkative calumniator,
and a rraiterous zelot for the Popes tyranny, or by William Allen an Englifh
Fugirive, who wrote fedirious baoks to apologize for Stanley’s Treachery,and
to provoke Queen Eligabeth’s Subje@ts to Rebellion againft o good a Prince ?
And for the great mulisrudes converied im Italy, Spain, Germany, India, Japo-
nia, China, by Pricfts and Religious of the Roman Church, and likewife fome
confiderable perfons of the Englifh Nation, cuen in the beds. of Perfecution,
they are fhort of that which was undertaken of the converfion of Nations,
The converfions in the Weft Indies have been' by horrid cruelties of the Spa-
niards depopulating many countieys, in which‘were millions of -people; to-get
theic Trealure, not to the faith of Chriff, but'to the Roman yoak and (uperiti~
tions again(t their will, which-hath made Chriffian Religion odious, and the
Name of God to beblalphemed: Thofe of China and Faponia are fictions,
or [0 obfcure, asthat they are not confiderable;. The converfions:in Spain,
France, Germany, Polonia, have been' by fite and faggor,the bloody Inquifition,
perlecutions, Maffacres, and fuch. like arguments fetcht from Hell. The hot
petfecution of DPapifts here in England is, as' al) know that know Exngland, a
meer fiction 3 {fome mul@s and reftraints have been puton popifh perfons, but
none pu: to deathmeerly for being Papifts, but - for that: which the Lawmade
Trealon, being forced to it by thicir inceflant traitérous pracices, and yet thefe
alfo are executedfparingly, ‘The converfions:to: Poperyin E ngland have bce_n
by variouscartifices upon various inducements, whereof none' of them is evi-
dence from the canonical Scripture of: the truth of ‘popith Doftrine (they dare
not ftick to it without help of unwritten tradition; and the Popes or h_ls
Councils explication,which they muftreceive,though contrary to the expofici-
on of their own moft learned and judiciousWriters in their(.iommcntnri:s?buf
the devices which they ufe are calumniating: Proteftant Writers, mif-reprefent=
ing their Do&rine, forging Writings-of the Ancients, purging. out of therm
fuch paffages as make againit them, which do take ¢ff:& by the levity of fomes
prejudice, difcontent, or fome fuch like ill affection: of orhers. And though
F 2 Campran
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AP o¢ his vain-glorious manner boafted of turning ten thoufand in vite
;,;T;;:;:z gf}eopi]b purly,%i“d the popifh Pricfts do boalt oi Ith:x; fuccefs, a5 When
Musket was reported to haye converted Dr.{(tﬂgBlﬂ}?P 0 i;’" 0f',and:1»c]ton re-

octed to the Earl of Warwick unknown his conyerlion tro fopE(l; )’:W}]Cll,ftharI
Enew ic to be falle, yer as upon trial thcre.was, little c?u[:: or fam;.:mn A glOry-
ing > and the reports of Musker’s and Fifber’s f(‘;“;: Sw"r:“; 9reé {o Yhopg,
however in the time of the Wars they have mudded t le i l? Al ’ll?b ';gland and
i led (ome in their Nets, the Waters being fettled they V:’i‘ ble efs able g
:ﬂtc::ﬁ;c and fouls which are now caught by them will by Gods blefling elcaps

3

thiere is great caufe to fay, that thole who are caugh; by po-
them. However he church of Rome, as now it is, are for wap: of

P . i C , .
P'ﬂ]-P;:,zﬂz; :l’;g, ’,‘}",'b?’:m.b,- that they might be [aved, given over t9 belieyq
receiving !

Lyes, andare in

x;"]‘;;‘;t he adds of multitudes of provincial Councils omirted,all eftablifhin

man tenets over the whole World, it is becaufe they are no where to be
;:Enlfijbu: theemptinefs of this his Catalogue is a ﬁ_xre evition that there is
not confent of Mations or Ages on behalf of the Papifts.

S'BC T X111,
In which the Clofe of Y. T. 7 retorted,

N for his clofe I thus retore it. Now let any rational and difinterefled

man be judge whether the Fathers of the ficft Councils for five or iy
hundred years were true Proteftants or Roman Catholicks (thatis, whethey
they have taught and defined Protef}ant or Roman catholick Do&rines) and
doubtlefs when he hath well read their Writings he will {ay, not Roman Catho-
liks, but true Proteftants, and fo by conlequence all Ages,and countreys which
have received and approved them for Orthodox, by humbly fubmitting to he,
Decrees, to wit, all Ages fince Chrift s time, who with his holy Apoftleg
and the orthodox Fathers and Couacils for many hundred years tauphe
Doctrine contrary the now Roman Tridentin faith,  Therefore let no Papift op
Sectaty, fuchas H.T. is, (who like as the ?onanﬁ: excluded all from the
Chusch, who were not of Donatus his party 5 {o he Excludes all froni the
Church of God, who are not of the Bifhop of Rome’s party, ang therebyy
fhews himfelf a Schifmarick divided from the Catholick Church) delude hime
felf and his ignorant and credulous followers, .Wlth a pretence to Council, (e,
ing there is no one to be found for them ((peaking of General and Cumenia
cal Councils for the firft five or fix hundred years which were the beft) which.
hath defined and taugiht their pofitive Doctrines, but all have more of [efg con..
demned all or fome of themy according to the occafions then emergent, and in
particular thar which Dy, Fobn Rainold in pis. Conference with Hart, eq o
divif 4. faid ftands yet good, that all Chriftian Churches, except the gpy, of
she Yralian Fadtion, have and docondemn the Popes ufurped Sovereignty gyep,
the whole Church of Chrift, and zbzt_ no Council did give him thar vifible pg,.
narchy be now ufurps, and the Fefuired party now afcribe to him 3il] the laft

Lateian

)

danger ro be dimned, asthe Apoftle foretold, 2 Theff:x. to,
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Lateran Council under Pope Leo the tenth, x512.  After which it was oppo-

fed by the Univerfity of Paris and the French churchs and even in the Trent

council there was a party which firugled againft it in right of Bifhops, though

they were overborn by the Romifh devices, and the multitude of ralians. Even

at this day the Fefuits have not broughe all the Papifts under the Popes girdle ¢
which makes the Pope cautelous' how e determins controverfies among his

awn party, leaft the condemned party appeal from him toa council, am{ the

opprefled Kingdom (et up a Patriarch of its own. So that I'may (ay it is an:
impoffible task for this Scribler H. T' orany of his party to make a true ca-
talogue of chief Paftors or Councils, or approved Do&ors in all ages for the
Popes fupremacy, tranfubftantiation, communion under one kind, worfhip~
ing of images, invocation and worfhiping of decealed Saints and thejr reliquess
but a better catalogue may be made of more godly perfons (with whom their
Popes for this one thoufand years are not to be compared, their own writers:
being Judges) who have oppofed thefedoctrins of the now Romanifts, as hath.
been fhewed by many learned men to the eternal confufion of Popifh novelties,
then this Author hath here, or any Popifh writer elfewhere hath made,  tor
Prove a fucceflion of Paftors, Councils, Profeflors and Nations avouching’
the prefent Roman opinions, which were never fo avouched or enjoyned as now
they are'in Pope Piws the fourth his new Creed, till about one hundred years:
ago. And to this infolent demand, where was your Chyreh before Luther 2
Proteftants may reply to Papifts, where was your church which believed, as
you now do,before Boniface the third, Gregory the feventh, Inmocens the third,
and Leothe tenth 2 The (peeches of the Fathers for the churches continued
fucceflion, do none of them prove the major of H. T his Syllogi(m, lbdt_"
the only true Church of God, which bas bad a consinued fucceffion from Chriff
and bis Apofiles to this time, meaning it of loca] petfonal (ucceflion, of which
H. T means it, but oply of fucceflion in holding the fame do&rin. Nor do
any of them prove H. T. his minor, that the church now in communion with the
Sce of Rome and no other, bas bad a continued fucceffion from Chrift and bis
Apeftles to this time, for they were all dead above athoufand years afore this
time. All thac can be proved, is that in cale of herefies or Schifms they made
ule of the fucceflion in the Roman church, (which was then lefs tainted then

fome others) to reprefs them, yet foas that they alleged a fucceflion in other
churches as well asit, but none ever, as this Author, held it neceffary, that
all churches fhould own the Bifhop of Komes {upremacy, or the ‘Roman:
churches communion how corrupe foever they fhould prove: only while they

continued uncorrupt in the faith they held communion with them, and .(o-
fhould we, if they wonld embrace the primitive purity of do&rine and war(h_rK,
which Peter and Paul and other Apoftles fieft taughe ‘in the churches of Chrifts,

of which that at Rome, though not the firft,yet was one of the moft famous;and:
tll their declining of great efteem,

¥ 3 SECT..
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SECT. X1V.
M. T. bath not folved the Proteftants objection,

N

e b T T T

him to folve objections againft the Churches continyey

H' }ﬁcc;}x; uap:; faitltr:lthus.f Obj. Eliascomplained that he was left alope,
Ki - 4 ﬁ;cref"" whe church then failed.  Anlw. He [fakc ﬁguratiuczy'
]3(” (lino% b,'g,,',[clf +o1d b in the fame Chapter, ver. 18. that be bad. [even thy, .
] sma-in Tlacl (W A
;{:::1 f"t;gl;n‘zbc Kingdom of - Juda, there was then. publick profeffion of

the truc religion in, Hierufalem, paralip. 22. 14, 15- fo that confequence s

f “'rfﬁ, which L reply, thisauthor (hews.himfelf deceitful in fe:ting down ouy
tenet and argument, and {lighty in his an{wer., Fotthe tenct of the Prote.
{tants is noty. that the Church hath failed, and that there is no continpeq
facceffion of men in the vifible Church, who have held forth the truth againg
Popifh innovations.  But that fometimes they, have been by pefecurion fo
ob(g:urcd, as that howgver they haye been difcernable among themfelves, yep
not (o to adverfarics, and to others of their brethren at a farther diftance s nop
perhaps have. they: been: o confpicuous, as thata catalogue mightbe made of
the. fucceflion of Paftors and people in thefame placein every age, but oft.
times they have been fo difperfed, astobe in oneageor time in one Country,
and another time in another; and that the monuments, of theix being ang.
doGrine,have been in part loft and in part obicured by inundations of barba.
rous nationss. perfecutions of Popes and Popifh Princes, and cheir knowledge
and profeffion hath been (omerimes larger,(ometimes lefs, and ftill mifreported
by adverfaries. Neverthele(s, that is, though they have been in fuch ob.
fcurity, they havebeen true Chutches. of Chrift 5 and notwithftanding e
cannot prove {uch a fucceflion in any one City or Country. of Paftors ang

cople, in every thing agreeing with us, yet we may be a true Church aslop
a5 we hold the true faith once delivered to the Saints, and now upon record in
the holy Scriptures, though we fubmit.not to the Pope as chief Paftor, nop
own the now Roman do&rin in the articles required in the Bull of Pope Piyg
the fourth.to be profefied over and above the ancient Creeds. Inaword this
we affert, that the defe& of a: catalogue fuchas H. T. requires, and the ob.
feurity of profeflors. nullifics not  the verity of the Proteftant: Churcheg,
And/ this.is proved by the obje&ion: thus, If therewerea true Church iy
Ifraclin Eliga his days, which was (o hidden, as that Elias knew them nor,
and (o conld make no catalogue of them 3 then there may bea true Church
whofe profeffors may be fo obfcure, as that neither in the fame, nor in afeer
ages a catalogue of them can beafligned.  But fo it was 3 as appears by Elias
his complaint, and Gods anlwer, 1 King. 19. 10, 14,18, Ergo, there may
be a true Church whole profeffors may be (o obfcure, as that neither in the fame
nor in after agesa catalogue of them can be afligned. Now what doth he ap.
Awer ¢ thar Elias (pake figuravively, becanfc God faid there were [even thoy.

fand

fiere he war) who had not bowed. their' kneeg to.
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fand non-Baalires left in 1lracl, and that there was @ Church in Fudab then, and -
therefore the confquencc falfe.

But to thew the flightinels of this fhifter (for I cannot betm himrightly a
refpondent) 1. Hetellsusnot what figure he ufed, nor in what words, - nor
what [enfe the {peech bears according to that figure, nor:how it ferves for his
purpofe ta avoid the obje@ion. I do not conceive what figure of fpeech he or
any man can imagin inthat {peech [T am left alone] unle(s he micant Ironi-
cally, I am left alone, thatis not leftalone, ‘which were a frantick conceit, or
an Hyperbole, or a Synecdoche of a part for the whole, one for many : but fuch
an Hyperbole or Synecdoche would make the [peech non-fenfe [ 1, that is a few ox
many are left alone] For this were non-{enfe and felf contradi&ting, and con=-
trary to the intent of the (peech, [I7] beingin the ficft perfon and that doubled,
‘Lfew or many ] inthethicd ¢ to (ay [few or many ace left alone] when [alone]
excludes few, many, any morethen one ; to (ay [they [cck my lifey that is of
few or many] when [#y] notesonly him that fpake, towit Eligs, and no
other s to fay [Ibave beenjealons, thatisa few or manyihave been jealous]
befides the citation, Rom. 11,3, 1437,3 Caereiphln uby@- the occafion,
end of the fpeech, and anfwer of God {hiew [uch an expofition would be the
conceit of a man extreme fhallow or impudent. * And his reafon is asridi-
culous, God bimfelf vold Elias in the fame chapter, ver. 18. that he bad feven
thoufand as that vime in Ifracl (wherc he was) therefore Elias [pake: figura-
tivcly, when be complained he was left alone, 3 Kingsxg. Nay the conrrary
follows, that he did not (peak figuratively, becanfe God corre&ts him, and thews -
his miftake in {aying he was left alone, that is, there were no more befides -
himfelf left.. 2. But yerif it were granted that the fpeech is' figurative, and
the meaning as H.T. would have it, it no whit avoids our objc&tion, that
the Church of God, though confifting of {even thoufand, yet were (o obfcure
that they appeared fofew'to Elias, as that he took himlelf to belefc alone.
s for the orher exception of the Kingdom of Fuda, it takes not awaythe ob-
Jelion as the Proteftants frame it, butas H. T frames it, it is fiotont obje~
&ion 3 and fo though the ‘confequence be falle, yet it hurts nat s,  who ga=
ther not hence the failing of the Church, but the ‘obfeurity of it, and that
there may be a true Church; which is [o hidden, that it is not difcerned at
fome times, no not by fuch an eminent Prophet as Elins's-and {o thoughwe
cannot fhew our Church in every age before Lasther;: yer there might be thensy
and we may be nowa true Church for all that, ]

' The next obje@ion he brings is, thar thouigh Arian herefie infedted the
whole world, Ergo, ¢oc. and anfwers;, you miftake, the fury of that [4ffed nok
full four years, vig. fromtbe council of Ariminum to the death of Conftan-
tine, and that onlyin the Eaftern Churches, the IWeftern fecling listle or nothing’
by it St, Augultin anfwers the Donatitts objesling the fame 3 that even 1he.
canonical Scriptures bave this cuftome, that the word - feems 1o bé addreffed vo alls -
when it veaches bome only to fome fow, Bpift, 48.

To whicl I teply 1 the Arian fury lafted but four years, and in the Eaftern”

hurches only, yerit might have been more than one hyndred, and then the
fucceflion had cealed, and the Eaftern Churches then were fo obfcnre, that
a catalogue of profeflors could not be given; though there were doubtlels chen
true Churches in the Baft,  But it is falfe which H. T, writes; :l"’fctﬂ trbr

wesern
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Weftern fels lislc-or nothing by the Arian fury, for in Italy the Arians p
vailed fo far, s to bring Liberius Bifhop of Kome .to. fubferibe to the co“ﬁ“':.
v ey - Dor do Khow how thie woids of Auguftin ¥eild any thin ¢l
anfwer to the objection, that in the time of the Arian prevalency the Chsrl?,
was (o obfeured, that the whole wotld feemed to. be Arians 5 therefore zcl
Churches fucceflion maybe o incerrupred or obfcured at leaft, as thata cm;e
Jogue of it's paltors and profeffors atall times cannot be framed., For fuppof-
the meaning of the fpeech fhould be, that the words concerning the number 2-
Avrians [eem o be addreffediro all, whea they reach bome only to fome few , e°
ifthe words fhew the sumber (0 great, as that the other part of the Chu); ;’
were . obfcured fo as not o be difcerned, they ferveto prove there ma ‘l::l
Charches, which are {o hidden as that a catalogue cannot be framed. I, 5
But the objeétion 1s furcher prefied thus,  Obje&; 8t Hierom fays, th
whole world groan’d and admived vo {ec is [elf become Arian (in'his book a :zi :
Luciferivs. ) To which H.T. (aith, Anlw. If fhe wondred, fbe I; gainft
when it was done, if fbe groaned, fhe approved it not being done tbcrc;ww i
amajor part were il Carholick. . To which I reply, if H.T. did not p‘QZF the
e fhould meet wich Glly readers, he would not have thus frivoloufly infeume
from thole words which were delivered to fhew the Arians to be the rcm'd
part, that the 7djor part was ill Catholick. For who knéws not that :gh o
preflion is Rhetorical and the meaning this, that Arians prevailed fo S
that the whole world, that is all the chucches of the Eaft and Welt vm‘.renfm‘c .
feCted, that they were burdened with ArZans as a man that groans u 5’ S
-(!;:rdPen, anc} thatron (uch a fudden, asthat the accident was as it were : wc;nal
v ¢ now from (1 refti " : . o
pofricts gt ;l:v Sraj;:il: :,Igc‘:g’ cr:e:gfgoxs tod infer as if they were proper,
one as to (ay, when they were Arians chey kncﬁ?\o:ﬂg;ﬂ?ﬁpsoj}qﬂ( it not, s all
that is while they were Arians they were not Arians, which ;s 10 rwrlt{do&une .
fpeech felf-contradifting. Y make FfexOis
But H.T. adds, Let 8t. Hierom anfwer j : .
e againft Luciferius) that did the fact of[Ar;n{g;Zgﬁi{,‘c dg;zﬁcf'fbff” (faith
new Creed there made, which migh bave born a good [enfc) fe ”S Vﬁ;z. by the
she fact, and fome lamenting it,  And St. Auguﬁin tells ws {baz ,;fend’”g
then appeared in her moft conftant member s, Athanafius and o ot C‘gcburcb
To which I reply, Itis true, that when they came to {ee their ;r ke Hetms
) lamentit, yet were for the time Avians, and though Athanafi drpdr i (!‘d
1o fubfcribe toit, yet Liberius Bifhop of Rome did Andlb‘wls' id not yeild
fellow Papifts will not allow his (peech, that the ;lc dc (S Hgtr
might bave born a good fenfe. It is added by H.T L et e
will fail inthe time of Antichrift according ‘yo 5 utnlt;s: 1? jo The chureh
ﬁr];, &c. 2 Xbcf. 2 ;.3 Aofw. No..fbe awil i s ](;éu z}inca[z;;; '2”,0"
fer[ccution, APOC, 20. 8. and therefere fhall be to (uffer : many wi ol
fhall not. y will revols, aff
I reply, that if the revoltbe of fo many and the perfecuti
they fhall be diipefed and obfcured foy'as nol:ctge;(:;:;ff‘ f‘i’tgf_eat, as that
to prove the [ucceflion to be then either fo interrupted as # fufficiene
ic:ld()l}focured as not to be difcerned by enemies orpbrethrcr?mfu:.?hg.e’ o
as thar the making a catalogue of Paftors and profeffors in :)lﬁ;

age,,
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age, cannot be expeed jultly from the churches in after ages, which is
enough for our purpofe to fhew, that the defe@ of fuch a cntalog_ue _ﬂlCWS
not the nullity of the Proteftant churches , nor is with any juftice or
reafon fuch a catalogue of Paftors and profeflors in all ages re uired of
them by Papifts :  Yer, however this Author conceives, his fellows the
Rhemifts, Annot. o 2 Thef. 2. 3. think the Apoftafic fhall be fo great, as
that Anticheift fhall pull down generally all kind of religious worfhip, fa=
ving that which mult be done to him(elf alone: nor is that, Apoc.20.
8. to the contrary. For neither is ic certain that time is che time ij
Antichrifts reign , nor, if it were, doth it appear, that the thing done is
afore the end of that reign. !

But H. T. adds. Obj. What if men would not perfevere ? how then?
you bold freewill, T hope.” Anlw., With 1. Auguftine to the Donatiits, 4
if the boly Ghoft were ignorant what would be the freewill of men, which
yet forefeeing, ve forerold that the church of Chrift [hould endure for ever.
de unit, Ecclef, cap, 12,

X reply , what Proteftant hath thus obje@ed I know not. The poffi-
bility of the militant churches ceafing, is {ufficiently proved by the hold-
ing of the a&s of freewill to be undetermined, or undeterminable by God.
Nor doth the anfwer avoid it. ¥or' though, if the an(wer be good, the
futurition of the churches failing follows not from the holding of frec~
will 5 yet it fhews not but that ic may be, and perhaps it will be hard
for him to avoid the obje@ion, that if mans will be not determined by
Gods decree, which is meant by freewill among that fort of writers : then
the Holy Ghoft cannot forefee that the church milicant will endure for
ever «it being in reafon impoffible, that there fhould be certain forefight
of that which is not certain to be afore that a& of freewill in man
which God himfelf cannot determine : A certain prelcience of that which
is purely contingent, may be or not be before it, notwithftandin ‘any
purpofe in God, i§ according to all principles of reafon impoffible. If
this Author hold with many of the Romanifts mans freewill, not to be
determined by Gods decree and influx on the will of man, or the Jefu-
its middle knowledge, he haih enough of Papifts to oppofe him. - I have

fufficienly fhewed the futility of his difpute in the &kt Article of his
Manual, the fecond follows, y of his difpute in the it
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ArTic, Il
Proteftants Succeflion {ufficient,

Proseftants have that Succefsion, which is [ufficient to de.
monfbrate them 1o be a true Church of  God,

S EBECT. L
Proteftant Churches need not prove fuch & Succeffion as Papifts demand,

ART.». H.T. thus dilputes, The truc Church of God hath bad a continyeq
Suceefion from Chyift to this time, and fhall bave fiom hence vo the end of ¢,
world, “as hath been proved. But the Proteflant Church (and o of all ozbey
Sedaries) hath not a continued Succeffion from Chrifk vo this time. Thepe.
fore the Proteftant Church % mot the true Church of God. The Mip 5
(which onely remains unproved ) is cleared by the conceffion of our moft learneq
Adver faries, who frecly and umnimoz}[ly confefs, that before Luther made b
feparation from the Church of Rome for nine bundred or a thoufand years ¢,
gether the whole world was Catholick, and in obedicnce to the Pope of Rome

there being no Protefbants any where to be found, or beard of. Let therefoy ;

our Enemics be our Fudges, Calvin, Hofpinian, White, Norton, Bancrofe

Jewel, Chamier, Brochard; Whitaker, Bucer, Perkins, Bale, Voyon, gyl

bliander.

a continued Succeffion from Chrift to this time: many trya
Churches have had no Predeceflors, and (o no Succeflion, the Pri
mitive Churches certainly had not Succeffion, there being ﬂon_
before them, they had not been primitive if there had been Precce
dent, and fundry Churches have been true Churches, who have had noge a&c-
them in the fame place; when their Candleftick hath been removed, Apdr
therefore it is moft falfes which he here vainly faith he bath proved, 1hs z}}c
true Church of(}od(mcaning every true Church of God,without which bisas,
jor is not univerfal,and fo his 8yllogifm naught)bath had a contimied [uccc[];g”t
(meaning without interruption of petfons, which may be named in the fam;
place; pro cfling the fame Faith with the now Roman Chuich in every poine,

which

Anfw. IT hath not been proved, that every true Church of God hath pag
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whichis his meaning and is onely for his purpofe) ffom Cbri/l tothis time: he
hath not proved it, no not in the Roman Church, nor in thofe that are in com-
muanion with it under the Pope. Nor hath he proved at all that every true vie
[ble Church on carth fhall bave [uch a continued Succe(fion fiom hense to the end
of the world. The prophecies he alleged are fhewed not to (peak what he a-
verres.  And for his Minor, though icis granted, that the Proteftant Church
under that name, as fo termed, hath not been ancient, yet the P‘roteﬁant
Church in reflpect of that Faith they hold hath been from thé beginning, and
hath continued as the Church of God in perfecution fometimes more, fome=
times lels pure, fomerimes larger, fometimes fmaller, fometimes more obfcures
fometimes more confpicuous, fometimes in one place, fometimes in anothery
and in refpect of their Proteftation againft popith Doctrines, the Popes Supre=
macy, Tranfubftantiation, half-communion , propitiatory ‘Sacrifice of ‘the
Mals, prayer in an unknown Tongue, Worfhip and Invocation of Sainits, and
other popith Etrours, it hath had Churches and petfons who bave, as they
have been urged on them, oppofed them, fometime more, fomctim; fewer,
ometimes in a more open, fometimes in a more fectet way, as perfecution per-
mitted, and God ftirred up their (pirits, It is moft falfe, that the moft Learned
Aduer(aries of the Romanifts do freely and unanimoufly confefs, thas before
Luther made bis Separation from the Chureh of Rome, for nine hundred or &
thoufand years together, the whole Worid was Carbolick, and in obedience 1o the
Pope of Rome, there being no Proteflants any where ro be found or heard of.
Sure the Grecians were part of the World, and H. T. himlelf confeffeth here
$a2.48. there was a Revols of them from the Roman Church after {even or cight
“bundred years, and they were united again to the Church of Rome in the Couns
cil of Florence,s.:ﬂ’_ujt,which himf(elf faich,p.3 4was inthe year 1439. fo that

d by his own account their Revolt was fix hundred years at leaft, befides what is

- manifeft of the Arminiansand others. And fure the Huffires, Wicklevifts,
Waldenfes, and thole who went before them (whom Rainerius (aith, Some
counted to have been fiom Pope Sylvetter’s time,fome from the Apofiles) were a
part of the whole World, and many Proteftants : Illyricus, Fox, White, with
others, deny to have obeyed the Pope of Rome afore Luther, and averre that
they were, though not in name, yet in truth Proteftants in fome at leaft of the
chicf points againft the now popith Doctrine. And therefore that which H. T'.
hath recited in this Speech is manifeft untyuth, Yea Dr. Richard Field a
learned man, in his Appendix o his third Book of the Church, hath proved it
Notwithftanding Brerely his wonderment, that the J¥effern Churches afore Lu-
thec were Proteftant, and the maintainers of the new Roman Faith onely a Fa-
ctioninit. And Mr. Perkins hath demonftrated in his Demoniiration of the
Probleme this Pofition, No Ap‘oﬂlc, 10 holy Father, no found Catholik for twelve
burgdred years after Chrift did ever hold or profe(s that Doctrine of all the
Prmciples and Grounds of Religion, that 4 now taught by the Church of Rome,
and authorized by the Council of Trent. Nor do the Speeches of the Pro-
;c 0t Writers amount to that which be produceth them for, He himfelf al-
egeth p.gr. ont of Auguftin Epift.48. that cven the Canonical Scriptures bave
this cuftome, thar 1he word fecins to be addreffed to all, when it reaches home one-
by to fome few, and thereby he would interpret the complaints that were made
ot the whole world bccoming Arian, when Athanafius, and others were no&.
G 2 An




proteflants Suceefsion [ufficient. Arr 11,

might have fo interpreted the Speeches he allegeth of Hofpinian gy,

&:?CR? 1 have not all the Books he citeth 5 but fome of their words I ﬁndi
not as this Author would have them. Bifhop Fewcl h“";"g (aid, pag.aog,
And tobe fhort, all the World this day cricth 4'?4 groancib after the Goipet,
adds, And all the[e things are come to pafs at fuch tzmlc MI;O _an{ mans veafun jx
might [cem impoffible : when all the World, the People, ’ff{ 55 and Pringe,
were overwhelmed wish ignorancg s when all Schools, Pricfts, Biflops, gy
Kings of the Wirld were [worn t0 bim, that whatfocver be took in ’”ndtbcy
would uphold ir. Which Specches are to be underftood onely of the Wetern

i hen i is faid Luke 2.3, A Decree went out thar all the ypy,;,
Empite, as W y of the Roman Empire 3 and when Fhy 45

it is meant onel

ouk;‘gs ;;,’-::;12 éfql,,sn?af:cr bin, it is meant by an H_ypcrbolc, of a great par:.

‘{09:.he words of Bifhop Fewelare to be undgrﬁood as is ufual in {uch rhﬂoric{[

expreffions, though the words are not as this Authour {cts them down, that ¢,

whole World, Princes, Pricfts, and People were bqund_ by Oath to the Pope,

Fewel Scrm. on Luke 11, In like manner when Calvin (aith, lib.q. inftie. ¢ 8.
et.18. thas the abominations of the Mafs prefented to drink inagolden ¢,

bath (o made drunk all the Kings and People of the Earth, ffomthe firft ¢o zpe

Lft, he alluding to the words Revel.18.3. is to be conceived, as in that Scripruy,
amd many more, to be underftood by an excefs of Speech a great part, in com.,

parifon of whom the reft are as if they were not. To the (ame purpofe weye
the words of Perkins Expofition of the Creed, wol.x. pag.260. col,2.c. agyy
whole periad recited fhews, which is this, And during the [pace of nine bundyey
years' from the time of Boniface, the Popifb} Hercfie ; to wit, of the Popeg
Supremacy, (pread it felf over the whole Eqrth, and the faithfull Servants , f
God were but a5 an Handfull of Wheat in. a Mountain of Chaff, which Can
fcarae be difccmed. The next words of Dr. #hite himfelf in the fame period
fhews his meaning to be of freedom wholly, and of appearing conlpicuoufly
and to the World vifibly to be feen by all, and (eparated from the reft. Fop :hu;
it follows, And whesher any company at ally known or unknown, were free from i,
wholly or not, 1 neither deccrmine nor greatly cave. Nor do T queftion but thy,
the fame is the meaning of the reft, if their words were rightly cited, gng the
Reader mighe perceive how they are wrefted by H. T. againft their meanino .
and they wrote thole expreffions in like meaning with thole paffages of holy
Sceipture which complain of corruption as univerfal, when the greateft or mojt
confpicaous patt are (o, as Pfalm 12,1. Micah 7.2, Phil.2.2x.

$E C T I

The Argument of H.'T, to prove the nullity of the Prote ém ch
want of Succeffion is turned againft the Roman C bmfbf' urches fon

H.T. furcher argues thus, Without ¢ continued number of Bifho T
and Laicks [ucceeding one anothet in the profeffion of {Im fdszc[?? 45 ;')Ift’;ﬁ:.
Chrift and bis Apoftles to this time,a continued Succe fion cannot be hag Bf’;n

Proteftants bave no continued number of Bifbops, Pricfts, and Laicks, fye,
b ) -

§ceding one ansther fiom Chyift and bis Apoftles to this time in the £rofeffion

of
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of the {ame Faith or Tencts, the nine and thirty Artisles, or any other fet
number of Tenets exprefly bolding and denying all the fame points, There=
fore Proteftants bave no continued Succeffion from Chrift and bis Apoftles to
this time. “The Major # manifeft, becane it proceeds from the Definition 1o the
thing defined. T'he Minor i proved, becaufe Proteftants have never yet been
able, nor ever will, to affign any fuch number of men whom they have [ucceeded
in their nine and thirty Articles, or Luther in bis Auguftan Confeffion, W’JC_H
he revolted from the Catholick Chureh, no nor yet any one fingle Diocefe or Bi-
Jhop.
Anfw.x. THis Argument is thus juftly retorted;Without a continued num-
ber of Bithops, Priefts, and Laicks, fucceeding one another in
the profeffion of the fame Faith from Chbrift and his Apoftles to this time a
continued Succeflion cannot be had. But Papifts have nocontinued number
of Bithops, Priefts, and Laicks, [ucceeding one another from Chriff and bis
Apoftles to this time in the profeffion of the fame Faith or Tenets, the Ca-
nons of the Trent Council, the Articlesin the Bull of Pope Piws the fourth,
or any other fet number of Tenets exprefly holding and denying all the fame
Points : therefore Papifts have no continued Succeflion from Chrift and his
Apoftles to this time. The Masjor is manifeft, becaufe it proceeds from the
efinition to the thing defined. The Minor is proved, becaule Papifts have
never yetbeen able, nor ever will, to affign any fuch number of men, whom
they have fucceeded in their Trent Canons, and the Articles of the Creed in-
joyned to be profefled and (worn to in the Bull of Pope Pius the fourth, 1f
any man pretend to {uch a Catalogue, let him name none but fuch as held ex-
plicitely the Do&tine of the T'ridentin Canons, the Roman Catechifm, the
Acrticles of the Creed injoyned by Pope Pizs the fourth his Bull, all granting
and denying the fame points, that the late Fa@ion of Romanifts or Italian
popifh Se&aries granted and denied, or that our new Reformers the Jefuites
deny and grant 3 for if they differ from them in any one material point they
cannot be efteemed Catholiks. Let him not name Cbriff, Fobn Baptist, P cter,
Paul, or any the Apoftles, or the Roman Church in their da ys. For they did
not admit and embrace the now called Apoftolick Ecclefiaftick traditions un-
written; and other obfervances and conftitutions of the Roman Church, nor
held it the right of the Roman Church to define the true fenfe and interpretati-
on of holy Scripture to be received by all, nor truly and properly feven Sacra-
ments of the new Law inftituted by our Lord Fefus Chrift 5 and neceflary to
the falvation of mankinde, nor allowed the received Rites of the Roman:
Church ufed in folemn adminiftration of all the Sacraments, nor allthe things
which concerning original fin and juftification were defined and declared in the
Council of Trenz, nor did acknowledge that in the Mafs is offered to God a
ttue proper and propitiatory Sacrifice for the quick and the dead : and that_m
the holy Eucharift s truly, really, and fubffantially, the body and blood with
the fouland Divinity of our Lord Fefus Chrift ; and that there is made a con-
verfion of the whole fubfance of ‘the bread into his body, and of the whole
fubfance of the wine into his blood, which converfion the Roman Church .
callc_:h Tranlubftantiation, nor that under one kinde onely all and whole
Chrift, and the true Sacrament is received, nor that there is a Purgatory, an

the [ouls detained there are holp by thg Sufftages of the faithfull, nor that the
AT

Saints.,
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Chrift ate to be worfhipped aqd prayed unto,  nor thej,
1mages Zfd(,brt{t and tdhc I\ﬁothcr of
g itein, and other Saints are to be had and retained, and that ¢
([’°d’ﬁ£v§2§§ m v%ne:‘:uion is to be given, nor that the power of Indulgenceg
t ]'w;) as the Pope grants) was left by Chrift inthe Church, nor thatthe yf
(m-c ¢ 1s moft wholefome to Chrifi*s people, nor thar the Roman Church i
thcxeot1 lsc tholick and Apoftolick Church, nor the Mother and Mifkeefs of
the holy 0 : or that true obedience is to be vowed and (worn to the Bithop of
al,l Churc xc;,rt he is the Succeflor of Peter, nor that Peter is the Prince of the
Rome, nor t nad Vicar of Fefus chrift. Necither let them' name the Popeg
Apoftles , ?Fazhcrs for the ficft five hundred years, for they held not the(y
C?uncxlspo‘l iffs presence o the Fathers of the firft five hundred years is very
?gl‘;“f;emu.fgwcrc it true, as it is moft falle, that th‘ofc F athers weie Papifts, yer
Zoul,d not that (uffice to prove them a continued Succeflion of fixteen hundreq
years, Secondly, becaufe thofe of the fixth Age muft needs know betwer whge
was the Religions and Tenets of them who lived in the fifch Age by whop,
they were infiu&ed, and with whom they daily converfed, th_en our modern
Papifts can now do, and they have not protefted on their falvauon'that‘ic Was
the very [ame with the now popith Dolrine, nor that they received it from
them by word of mouth, and [o from age to age:. ‘and finally, becaule'if oup
Tenets in which we differ from Papifts, and are oppofed by them, be taughe
and approved by the Fathers of the firft five bundred years, then it is whoj]
impoffible they fhould be for Papifts and againft us, But our Doctrines (in
which we differ from Papifts, and are oppofed by them) are taught and approved
by the Fathers of the ficft five hundred years. Therefore it is impoflible that
¢he Fathers of the ficft five hundred years fhould be for Papifts an againft yg
The Major is manifeft of it felf, "The Minor is proved 1. By what hacy
been already cited out of thofe Fathers, as allo by what fhall be cited out of
them in the following dilpute. 2. By the ingenuous confeflions of our Ad-
ver(aries. Cardinal Cufanus in his fecond Book of Cathelick Concord, cap.xy,
faith, The Pope s not the univer[al Bifbop, but the firft above or among otbey,.
Cardinal BefJarion of the Sacrament of the Eucharift, We reade that thef,
2o onely Sacraments wert delivered plainly m_thc Gospel. Cardinal Cajetap,
trad, de Tndulg. cap.x. There can be wo certainty found touching the begin.
ning of Indulgences: there is no authority of the Scripture, eor.ancient Fga.
thers, Greek or Latiny that brings it to our knowledge.- Durand. inlib. :
fent. dift. 20, qu 3. Of Indulgences few things canbe faid of certainty, b,
caufe the Scripture [peaks not exprefly of them. Cardinal Fifber Bifhopof Ry,
chefter, Affert. Lutb. confef. art.x8. p2g.86. Touching Purgatory therewag 4,
vy listle mention or none at all, among the ancient, as the Greeks to this day bea
lieve it not ¢ which words are cited by Polyd. Virgil. lib.8. de inveny, rerum
cap.x, Cardinal Bellarmine, lib.s. de Fuft. cap 7. For the nncertainty of Bils
own rigbtcou{m[;. and for avoiding of wain-glory it 7 moft fure and fafeto yes
pofe our whole confidence in the alone mercy and goodnefS of God, Cardina|
Cdjetanin 3.part,2.Th.qu.80.art.xn2. gu 3. The cuftome of the peoplesreceivi
the Wine endured long in the Church. Georg. Caff' in his Defence of bis By,
entiiuled [ De officio piiyivi] laith, The ufe of the Blood of our Lovd tigethey
with bis Body in the miniftring of this Sacrament, #s-both of the inftiturion of
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Chrilt, and obferved by thecuftome of the whole Church for above a thoufand
Jears, and untothis day of the Eaftern Churches. And ulthough the ufe of one
kinde came up abous 1he year 1300. yet the moft learned of thofe times never
taughe that it war mecefJary o to be obferved. Tonftal Bithop of Durbam, de
verit, corp, & fanguinis, p. 46. till the Council of Lateran it was free for all
7ien 1o follow their own conjeilure concerning the manner of Chyifts prefence in
the Eucharift. Polydor Virgil, de invent. rer. 1. 6. 13, afore the Index Expur~
&avorius put them our, had thefe words, By the teffimony of Hictom it appears
how in a manner all the ancient holy Fathers condemned the worfbip of Images
for fear of Idotatry. Cafland. con(ult.tit.deimag. It 7 verily manifeft out
of Auguftin, writing on Plal.x13. that in his age the ufe of Imagesin Churches
was not,  Claudiug Efpencaus a Bithop in T'r. ¢, 1. many hundred years after
the Apofties by reafon of the want of otherey Pricfts were marvied, Greg. de
Val.tom. 4. difp.g, pun&. 5. fe&. 9. with others confeffeth, that in the moft an-
gient times of the Church, and after the Apofiles death Pricfts bad their wives,
Harding in his anfwer to Fewel onthe third Article 3 Perily in the primitive
Church this was neceffary, when the faith was in learning. And therefore vhe
prayers were made then in & common known tongue to the people; for caufe "f
their furtber inftruction, who being of late converred to the faith, and of _Pai-
nims made Chriftians had need in al} things to be taughe, Fobn Hart in his
Epiftie to the Reader before the conference with Dy, Rainold in the Towers
In truth I think , that although the [piritnal powcr be more excellent than the
temporal, yer they are both of God, mcither doth the one depend of the other.
Whereupon I gasher as acertain conclufion, that the opinion of them whobold
the Pope 20 be aremporal Lord over Kings and Princes, is unreafonable and
improbable altogether. For he bath nos to meddle with them or theirs civilly,
much lefs to depofe them, or give away their Kingdoms 3 that is no part of bis
commiffion. He bathin my judgement the Fatherhood of the Church, not a:
Princehood of the world : Chrift himfelf taking no fuch title on bim,nor giving ¢
to Peter or any other of bis Difciples. Bifhop Fewels challenge and performance
isknown, Bifhop Mortons Catholick Apology and Appeal, befides many other
books are extant 3 by which it may be plainly difcerned, that Papifts have nok
the Fathers of the firft five hundred years for them, and that even the l.eamedf
writers of the Popifh party have vented fo much in their writings, as yeilds an
apology for Proteftants in all or many of the points in difference’ between Pro-
teftants and Papifts.

e ———

: SECT. IIL iy -
Proteftants have bad [ufficient [ucceffion to aver their doctrin in the Latin
Churches.

Ut I fhall add a dire@ anlwer to H. T. hisargument, 1. By denying

his fyllogifm to be right, as baving thefe words added in the minor [of
tenets, &c,] which were not in the Major, whereby thereis a fourth rerm>
which makes a fyllogi{m naught. . 2. Bydenying his Major, and asa realon
of that denial I {ay, agreement of do&rin with Chrift and bis Apoftles in the
main points of faith and worthip, though there be no Bifhops nor Pricits is

{ufficient to a true Church 3 and fuch fucceflion as H. T. requires is not ne=- _

ceflary.




