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i1 the times of the rcﬁ'imtion_ of all things. Adts 3-21. and
:i,uadorc that Breadyas if Chrifi’s Body were there; it being abelief of an Br.

foicis forbiddcn

contrary to an Article of Faith. 2. It is flat Ydolatry to adore wirh g1,
:C;l:; wor[hiyp apiece of Bread, thoughtaken tobetbe Body of Chrif, i btiii
forbidden, Matth.g.v0, Thou .jhalt'wavﬂ)!p the Lord thy Ged and pjy, onely
{hale thew ferve, Nor can the imagination of @ perfon acquit the perfoy L
does it from Idolatey. For if it could,theWorfhip of thegolden calf,which ehe
Hraclires proclaimed tobe ¢ beGods that brought zIJc’m out of Eypt,Exod, &8
and worfhipped God thereby, ver(.4.5.8. #Micah’s Worfhip of his molten
Tmage of the Silvers @bich be dedicated 1o the Lord, fudges 17,8 % utd
erobpam’s Worthipof the golden Calfy 1 Kings 12.28. yea, all the Idolag
of the Heathens who worfhipped thofe things which were no Gods fhould be
exculed, becaufe they thought them Gods, or intended to woithip God by

them. As for working upon the Saturday, it is truey it was forbidden ¢, the '

ive itnot forbiddento us, becaule the Fewifh Sab 5
ﬁifrr::x :tcl:ﬂtcvzi :inéc.el And if H.T'. donot think fo,he doth Fudaizea ngf;}hl::
:tixoldgzhe Lord’s day and the Saturday Sabbath too;he agrees with th
mentioned by Eu{‘cbz’us,lib.i.szt. cap.ag. fothat ivis uceerly falle, thar 3 e
Bible be conftiruted fole Rule of Religion, Proveftants clearly can ncithey con.
demn the Catbolick, mo jujtific their own. Bur ic is racher true, which Dy,
Carlevon in his little Book of the Church a\_/ouched ,!bdt. the now Roman Church
# proved not to be the true Church of Chrift, becaufe in the Trent Council 1he
Romanifts bave alsered the Rule of Futl{. And for my pare, to my beft up-
decftanding I do judge; that the Romanifts are not to be reckoned amongft
Chriftians, though thcy call themfelves (0, but that as by their worthipping of
Images, burning Incenfe to them, praying to a Crucifix, _adoring the Hoft,
and almoft all their Worfhip, and in their invocating of Saints and Angels a5
Mediatours toGod they are departed from the two great points of Chtiftianiry,
1 Tim.2.§. 1 Cor.8.6. Ephef 4.6, and thereby are become Pagans; fo by
their (ubftituting of another Rule of Religion than the Do&rine of Chrift
and his Apoftles in their Writings, to wit, unwritten Traditions, which aye
nothing elfe but the Determinations of Popes and Councils approved by him,
they do prove themfelves not to be Difciples of Chriff, whichis all one with
Ghriftians, Aéts 11,2 6.and accordingly are not to be judged a church of Chyif A
but Papifts (which name Bellarmine, Uib. de notés Ecclef. cap 4. doth nox dif.
own) or the Popes Church truly Antichriftian,
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SECT. VX

Sayings of Fathers and Councils prove not unwristen Tradivions g Ryle of
_Faith.

T. recites the fayingsof eight Fathers and two Councils for Tradition,
H' The firft of Irenaus lib.3.cap.q. doth not at all prove thatwe haye
noW unwricten Traditions for a Rule of Faith, but that if the Apoftles (in
ficad of which fraudulently; as I fear H.T. puts, If she Futhers) bad lefe
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M no Scripenre at all, ought wenat to follow the order of Tradivion which they
delivered, to whom they committed the Churches, To underftand which it is
to be noted, that Irenaws having proved Palensinus his Dg&rmes of Aeones
or more Gods and Lords thanone to be falfe out of the Scriptures, chap.2, he
{peaks thus of the Palentinian Hereticks, When they arc reproved out of Seri-
ptures they are turned into accufasion of the Scriptures themfelves, @ if they
were not right, nor from authority ; and becyufe shey are diver ly [aid, ‘and be-
caufe the truth cannot be found oug of shefe by thofe who know not Tradition.
For that truth was not delivered by Letsers, but by living voice, (whxcp is the
very Plea for Traditions,which H.T.here ueth) for which caufe Paul fsid, We
fbeak wifdom anong shem that are. perfedt, as they took themfelves tobe, _and
faidy They were wifer than citber Presbyters or Apoftles, and would neither
confent to Scriptures nor. Tradition 3 and then cap,3. fhews the Tradition of
the Apoftles by what was preached in the Churches founded by them 3 and to
avoid prolixity refers to Linys, Anacletus, Clemens at Rome, and to Polycarpus
and his Succeflours at Setyrna, and after ufeth the words mentioned chap.4.
Which do not at all mention Tradition in all after agesas a Rule, but the
:l'radition from the Apoltles to them that knew the Apofties, and that onely
In the main point of Faith concerning God the Creatour, and oncly upon
uppofition there had been no Scripture, and that after he had alleged the Scri-
pture to ftop the courle of Hereticks that declined the Scriprure, Whence it is
apparent , 1. Thas Trenzus counted Seripture the conftans Rule of
Eaith. 2. Thathe counted Iradition unwritten 2 Rule onely upon (uppofirions
that the Apoftles bad not left us Scriprure. 3. No Tradision to be that Rule,
but what was from men acquainted with Apoftles, 4, To be ufed oncly in cafe
men were fo perverfe as to decline Scripture @ which is our cafe in dealing with
Papifts, which moved Bifhop Fewel in his Sermon at Paul's Crofs to offery
tha if the Papifts could prove the Arvicles then enumerated by antiquity of the
firft froe bundred years afrer Cheift be would [ubferibe : which neither Har-
ding, nor Bellarmine, nor Perron, nor any of the Romanifts could or can do.
The words of Tertuilian lib. de prafeript. adver(, Haret. ¢ap.23.37. are in~
deed, that the Dogrine is to be beld which the Church bad from the Apaftles, the
Apoftles from Chrift, Chrift fiom God. But he exprefleth how he means ir,
when he faith in the (ame place, But what the Apoftleshave preached, thas Hy
what Chriflt hath revealed to them, T will alfo preferibe thar it ought to be no,
otherwife proved bus by the [ame Churches, whichthe Apoftles themfelves built,
they shemfelues by preashing toshem, as well by living woice (as they fay) as by
Epiftles afterwards. Which plainly fhews that Terzullian mentioned no other
Doétrine to be received from the Churches than what the Apoftles after Wrote, ;
nor from any ather Churches than thofe which the Apoftles by preaching
built, by which he means the Corinthian, Philippick, The(Jalonian, Ephefiin, as
well as Roman, chap.36. And though he ufe againft Valentings, Marcion. and
other Herericks, the Tradition of thofe Churches, yet chap,g, he plainiy dim
reQs to the Scriptures, as the way to finde Chrift by ufing his words to the
Fews, gobn $:39. Starchthe Scriptures inwhich ye hope for [alvation : for
they do Peak of me, This will be, Seck and ye fﬂuu finde. \Which be;ﬂg’con-
fidered, it Will appear, that Tertullian was far from afferting unwritten Tradi-
tons of things not contained in Scripure delivered in thefe Jager ages and cale
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led Apoftolical by Popes and Councils, the Rule of Faith, ¢)prian’s wo,

lib_,,,PEP‘ﬂ' cap.3. ad Cacilivm in fomc._Ed_mons, Epift.63. ﬂ,ga fig miﬁ:ﬁ:
about "Traditions, as he counted the mmglfng of Water and Wine in the Ey.
charift to be the Lord’s tradition, fo fie did alfo Rebaptization, in which the
Romanifts defert bim : neither fhew he beld  unwiitten tradition a Rule of

taith 3 yea, arguing againft .lht‘m that ufed Wat.cr without Wine, he proy.
‘}"J:lfll):d’);lfa.ldil»iiﬂn out of Scripture; and argethit againit chem, Tk [E(ilvég
his Realons be frivolous, yer thefe expreflions fhew he adbered to the Scripruge
as his Rule, But if it becommanded by Chrift, and the fame be confivmeq
and delivered by bis Af"/“"’ '{M’ as oft as we d?f”’: I commemotation of ghe
Lord we do the fame shingz, whichthe Lovd alfo did, we are found that it 75 pgy
obferved of ws which is commanded, unlefs we alfo do the fame things which 1g
Lovd did, and mingling the Cup in like manner recede not from the divire py,p.
giﬂcry.‘ Againy I marvel enough whence this bath been ufed, that againft the

T jcal !
f;i?fgf,‘;d, which alone cannot exprefs Chrift’s Blood. Whence may be per
ceived, that even in Cyprian’s da)fs corrupt ufages came in by fﬂ”owing et
Traditions than thofe that are written. In the fame Epift]e Cyprian adds chis

remarkable (peech, 1herefore ibf Chrift alone be to be beard, e el
attend whas any one before us hat

shoughs 4 to be done, but whar Chyrif il
before all ; neither ought we to follow the cuftome of 2 MAn ot the trygh of
God, fib God fpeks by the Propher Elay, and (aith, 1Without reafon dy they
worflip me, teaching Mandates and D_u‘lrmes of men,

Origen’s words do nor prove unwricten Traditions a Rule of Faith, when

tie faith, In our underffanding Scripture we muft not depart fionr the firft Eccle

Jiaftical tradision, Traft.az. 1n cap.23. St.Marthais nor Athanafinswhen he
faith, This Doétrine we bave demonfirated to'bavc' been delivered from band 1g
band by fathers to fons, lib x, de Decret. Concil. Niceni ; fith that delivery was

according to him by Scripture.  Chryfoftom on 2 Theff.2.x5. faith, The Apo--

Jiles diamot deliver ald things by wrizing, but many rhings without, ang thefe
drcwporthy of credi as the others, buc doth not fay, there remain f}i]] in the
Church Traditions unwritten in matters’ of Faith that are differene from the
written, and that they are to be the Rule of Faith : yea, Homily in 2, Tim. ».
15,16, hedetermines all # ro belearned fiom Scripturc; and the fame anfwer
may {erve for the words of Epiphaniua, Harefi 61. The words of Auguftine
Jib.s. de Bapt, cap.23. ave about a point in controveific between Cyprian and
Pope Stephanus, in which both fides precended Tradition, - Cyprian for Re-
baptization, and hete Auguftine pretends Tradition for, the contrary ' b

which’ and by Auguftine’s words lib.x. de pecc. merir, (gvrfmiﬂ;cap.zq’ u{
which he makes the grving of the Sacrament of the Eucharift 1o ]nfant.; an
~ancient and Apoftolical tradition, which Pope Innocentiys Epift. 03." amon

Auguitine's Epiftles determined to be neceflary, yer is now condemned in ;h%
Trent Council, ‘it is apparent how unfafe it is o relyon a Popes derermina-
tion, or Anflin’s opinion of Apoftolical tradition, and thap grols Errours
have been received under the name of Apoftolical traditions, “As for the fe-
cond Council of Nice, Ait 7. AnnoDom.781. it wasa late and an impious
Council condemned by the $ynod of Francford and at Paris for their impioug
Dodtrine of worfhipping Images, and thesefore we count'ics {peech not worthy

to
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“ to be anfwered but with detefation.. Nor is there any tealon to be moved

with the words of the Council at §ens in France, which was later and but

Provincial,
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SECT. VII

objedlions ffom Scyiptnre for its [ufficicncy wirhout unwritten Traditions ave
vindicated ffom Y, T. his Anfwers, -

3 g

. : L i B o,
H.T, proceeds thus. Objedtions folved.  Obje&. Tou havemade fiuftrare

the ‘Commandments of God for your' Tradivion', St, Matth. cap. 1§.v. 4.

Beware left any man deceive you byvain fallicy according to the Traditions of

men, Col.2. ~ Anfw.' Thefe Téxts are both aguinft the vain Traditionsof
v private men, not againft dpoftolical tradition, ;

I\Reply,‘ they are againft the Popifh unwritten Traditions, which are falfly

called Apoftolical, which are indeed the meer Inventions of men; either de-
viled by fuperftitious Piclates, Pricfts, Monks or people, or upon uncercain re-
port received by credulous people, as from the Apoftles, as the T'raditions about
Eafter, Lent Falty Chrifi’s agey and many more (hew. And in (uch kinde of
mens Inventions doth almoft all the Popith Worfhip and Service confifts

- which caufeth breaking the command of God to obferve mens Traditions, as

is manifefl in Monkifh Vows, whereby honouring of Parents is made void,
and the keeping of the Cup from the people, whereby the exprefs command of
Chrift is evacuated,

Obje&t. There is no better way to decide controverfics than by Scripture,
Aniw. Thanby Scriptures expounded by the Church, and according to the Rule of
Apoftolical tradition, I grame: than by Scripture’according to the dead Letscr,
or expound. d by the privaze fpirit, I deny. For [o (as Tertullian-fays) there
% no good gos by disputing out of the Texrs of Scripture, but cither tomake 4
wan fuck or mad, De prafcript, cip.1 9. :

I reply, it is well this man will grant, There % no better way 1o decide contro-
verfies than by the Scriptures expounded by the Church,and according vo the Rule
of Apoftolical rradivion : then Knot’s Reafons for a living Judge againft Dy,

oHer come to nothing = we defire no other than to have our controverfics de-
cided this Wway, rejeting any one infallible Judge that fhall take on him, as the
POQe doth, ro preferibe to the Church of God how they’ fhallunderftand the
cripture. The Church of God, thatis, thecompany of believers, who are
the Church of God by Papifts own definition, having the help of their godly
and learned Guides may expound the Scriptures any where in the World,ar Ge-
"GW,. London, Dort, and other places as well, and better than' the Pope and his
Cardinals ar Rome, or a Council of Canonifls, titular Bifhops, fworn vaffals
g the Pope, that never knew what it was to preactt the Gofpel » fophifical
chool-men at Trent, ' And for the Rule of Apoftolical 1radition, we like ic
well to expound Scripiure by ity meaning that which isin the Books of Scri-
Blre, as Auftin taughe, lib.x, de dodtr. Chrift. C4pi2.35.37 40, lib.2.64p.8.9.11.
Dd 3 : bib,
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lib.3. c4p.2.3.5-10.17:18.27.28. lib 4. cap.3. as the words are cited and vin
dicated from Hart’s Replies by Dr. Fohn Rainoli, Confer. wish Hart. chg ,_.
divif.2. Nordol know any other Apoftolical wadition, which isa Rule 1q
expound Scriprures by for deciding controverfies but their Epiftles, and oiher
Wiitings. If H. T, can fhew me any [uch to expound them by, let him nro..
duce them, and I will embrace them. ~Sure X am Popes Expolitions and Popifly
Councils, Canons, are [o farfrom being Apoftolical-traditions, thac they are
vather the moft ridiculous, profane, and blaphemous pervertings of Scriptuye
that ever any fober man ufed, as may appear by their Canon Law. Yea, tpe
very Council of Trent hath abfurdly abufed Scripture, as might be made M
nifeft by going over their Canons, and the like may be {aid of the Roman .
tec What H.T. means by the dead Lesser I underftand not, unlels he meqy
the literal fenfe, which (ure Bellarmine and others allow for one fenfe, and thy,
moft genuine; and if it benot, why d‘xd t!xe_Trem Cquncnl decree the vulgar
"Tran{lation not to berefufed 2. Why did Cajetan, 4_4rm Montanys, the Rpe.
‘miﬁ_f, and many more tranflate and expound according tothe Letter 2 4 the
Scripture any more & dead Letter than the Popes Breves or Trent Canong»
Are they any more a living Judge than the Scripture 2 Pope Pius the fourth
ties Papiﬂs to expound tbF Seriptures ¢c_cordmg to the unanimous confent of the
7 athers,which is; except in very few things, a meer nullity, and, if it were 2

reality, impoffible to be done, yet however could it be done the expofition myg

be by a dead Letter in H.T. bis {enfe as much as the Scripture, But how jn.
tolerable is it that fuch a Wretchas H. T'. fhould thus blalphemonfly call thas
adead Letter; which Stepbencalls Living Oracles, Adts7.38. Pau{tbc word
of life, Phil.2.16, It is true for Popes, of whom (ome, if Alphonfus a Caffro
lib.x, adver(. Haret,cap.x, fay true, were [o unlearned a5 mot to underftand
Grammar, it is defirable vhat the Scripture thould not be expounded accordin
to the Letter, fith they are unable todo ity that they may vent their illiterare
fopperies under Eretencc of Apoftolical tradition, of which fort many of theic
Decrees are in their Canon Law. -

But me thinksall the learned Romanifts, even the fefuits themfelyes,
ally thofe that have written large Commentaries according to the literal (enfe,
as Salmeron, Maldonas, Lorinus, Cornclius a.Lapzde, Tirinus, and many more
thould reje@ this foolery of H.T. concerning the expounding of Scripture,
nat according to the literal (enfe; which he calls the dead Letter, or elfe at once
blot out all they Have written for finding it as a meer encumbrance to the
World, And the lame may be f{aid of not expounding by the private [iris.
For why do thefe private men take (o much pains to publith Commentagies 3
1s not their (pirit as much privatesas Calvin’s, Bexa’s,Luther’s,and others,and
thefe mens (picic as publick as theirs ?  Let any man aflign Reafons if he can
why all the Commentaries of the Romanifts fhould not be cafhier’d under thig
pretence as well as the Proteftants, who are as learned, induftrious as they,
and far more {incere and impartial. ‘Why fhould not the Popes expofitions fye
reje&ed as well as others,? Have they any morethan a private {pirit ? Dyg

fpeci-

not their very Breves, and Monitories, and Decrees, fhew that it is a privare

fpiricthey a& and decide by ?  Sure the Spirit of God would not di&ate fuch
vain things as they ucter, and which fometimes they are fain torecall, left thejr
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nakednefs appear, Do nat the Popés by their own confeflions in cotre&ing the
vulgar Latin Tranflation, and otber things they (et forth, declare, that they
ufe indultry and the help of learned men 2 f they havea publick fpivits th’
do not the Popes make us an Expofition of Scripture, which all muft own 2
Is it not becaufe they are for the moft part ‘a race of ignomnrand.unlcamccf
men, (pecially in the Seriptures, and, fhould they attempt {uch a thing, would
make themfclves appear ridiculous, and fhew their afinine ears, though now
they (eem tervible, and to carry majefty with their Lions skin 2 Is thereany
thing the Popes can domore neceflary than this, that they may end all contro-
vefics, and guideall foulsaright ? Bat thetruth is, the Popes have been fo
unhappy in alleging Scripture in theirBalls,and Breves,and Monitories,in theit
dicifions of contraveifies, that:no fide will acquiefce in their determinations
they are fo vaih or fopartial; but-asof old in the controvetfics between Doni-
nigans and Francifcans about the Virgin Marics immaculate Conception;fo of
late between the Molnifts and Fanfenifts about Gods Decrees, each party
holds what they held, notwizhftanding the Dopes decifion, which for the moft
r;misfo compofed, that each partymay think it makes for hims and he may
ol neicher,  Andabout the Rdition of the vulgar Tranflation in Latin of
the Bible, how much: have the'two Popes Sixtus the fifth and Clemens the
tighth difcoveved theiy unskilfulnicfs, when after {uch profeffion of diligence
and ufe of learned men as the Popes make,yet they have publifhed their Editi-
ons contrary one to another | The words of Tertullian are cap.17. againft
thofe Hereticks Palentinus, Marcion, and fuch as agreed not with Chrifizans in
the Rule of 'Faith {¢t down €ap:x3: ‘whom he denies to be Chriftians, and
fuch he thinks it would be unfit codifpute without of Scripture, but hedoth
notfo judge concerning(uch as agree in the Rule of Faith, though fome term
them Heteticks. 1 may more teuly fay, there is no good got by Popes inter-
pretavionis of holy Scriprure but to make 2 man fick ot mad : fuch Expofiti-
ons as Aléxmder the thisd made of Plalm o1.13 Thow fbals tread upon the
ASp and Bafilisk, when he trodeon the Emperout Frederick’s neck, or Boni-
face the'eighth, whentoprove himfelf above Emperours and Kings, he alleged
Geni2.16. (God maile two grear Lights, that is, the Pope and the Sun, and the
Emperour as'the Moo, ‘with many more of the like [ort are no better than fick
mens dreams or mad mens fieaks.

- Ttisadded, Objel. Al Scripture divinely infived i profitable for teach=
g, for arguing, for reproving; and: for infirutling in riggzeaufncfs’, that the
Manof God may be perfedt, inflyusled to every good: works s Tim.3.16,X7
therefore Tradisions ave not neceffary, * Anfw. St Paul [fpeaks ouely there of
she old Seripture, which Timothy bad krown from bis childbood: (when little of
any of the new could be writzen) as # plain by the precedent Verfe, which we
acknowledge o be profitable for al) thofe ufes, bus not fifficient 5 neither will any
more follow out of thar Text, #f underftood of :the ncw Siviprures : o thar your
€onfequence is wain andof Moforce. Ll

- Lveply, hat which i profivable to'seach, voprove, corvedt infbruét in vighteouf=
Beys, o a5 that the man of God vnay be entire; fisted; v inftructed for cuer)
%:fd work. Surethatis a fufficient Rule for Do&cine of Faith and good
E orks, and fo to falyation. Bt fuch is the Scripture, as the Texcuells us.

780, The Major is appasent, fith nomore s required to s fufficient Ruleof

‘ : . : , 3




208 Unwritten Tradition now, Axt.VIII

Podrines if there be, let it be thewed, that it may be known wherein this
feQ@ive. Sure that which is profitable for all ufesto which Do&rine ér;i;sigc-
318 g

[ufficient Do&rine. . The Anfwer of H, T, here i5 o far from being a full-

Anlwerto the Obje&ion (as he vainly vaunts in the Title page !
that indeed it isa confirmation of the Obje&ion. For ifpthge (ﬁg g:sriB:LOk)
were (o profitablé as to make 1he man of Goda Teacher of the Church, cf;,,'r:s
that they were able to make bimwife g0 falvation, and furnifh bim with in]tr,f 4
gion to cuery good works much more when the Books of the New Te ﬁamenh
were added, of which one of the Gofpels is by H.T. herc pag.xo4., faig tt
bave becn written cighs years afterthe Death of Chrift, and doubtle(s Timm,o
knew it, and however he had the {ormgr Epiftle to himfelf before the EPiﬁlr
in which this paffage is, which isill printed, 1 Tim 3.16,17. it being zrime
15,16,17- and therefore the Scripture he had was a fufficient Rule to him a
Bifhop without Traditions, much more to others, and {o Traditions unritten
are proved unnecefiary and {uperfluous.
Again faith H. T+ Objeét. I f any one fhall add tothefeGod [hall add 4,
bim she Plagues writsenin this Book, Apoc.22.18,19. Therefore it is nog lave
full to add Traditions, ' Anfw. It follows immediately, Andif any oncﬂm}z
diminifh from the words of this Prophecy God [ball take away bis\Part oy of
the Book of Life,verf.x9. By which 8t.John cvidently reftrains that T,
10 the Book of his own Prophecics oncly 5 which s not the whole Rule of F\aitlf .
and thercfore by that you cannot exclude cither the reft of the Scripturesop 4 :
folival Traditions from that Rule. po=
1 replys thereis no reafon why the fame thing is not to be underftood of the
whole Canon; and each particular Book, fith there is the like Deut.4.2. Proy
30.6. Fer.7.31. 2 Thef].3.x,2. wherein are general Warnings of not recei.
ving'additions to the Scripture, yea, though the names of Mofes and Paxl wer;
pretended, efpecially when the Traditions do adulterate the written Word as

Popifh traditions about Images, Fafting, fingle life, of the Clergy, Monaftick

Vows, and others of their Traditions do,

Vet he adds, - Obje&t.. We may have & cersain knowledge o ;
ceffary to falvation b; the'Bible orywrincn Word orlz{ely. Agnfwf. al{llotb:,cg ‘c:::
nos 5 for there bave been, are and will be infinite Difputes abous that 10 1he
worlds end, a5 well what Books are Canonical as what thetrue (enfe and mean-.
ing ¥ of cvery Verfe and Chapter. Nor can we ever be infallibly affured of ei-
ther, but by means,of Apoftolical tradivion 5 (o that if this be interrupted, and
failed for any oncwhale Age together (as Proteftants defend it for many’) the
whole Bible, for-bught we know, might in that. [pace be changed and corrupted .
noy can'the contrary ever be evinced without new revelavion fiom God the
dead Lester caniut fpeak for it (elf. ; phi ot

1 reply, this profane Wretch it [eems takes delighe in this blafphemous Title
which he gives to the holy Scripture often in reproach terming it the desd Ler
ter,which he hath no Warrant to do.For though ic:is true that Ro.7.3 6-1(,'0,._
3.6 the Law or 6ld:Covenanthe termed the Letter,and is faid to be dead and
killing,yer this is novmeant of the holyScriptureof theLaw,becaule it is write
ten, but becaule it was abrogated in the Golpel,as killing by its Sentence $in..

ners that continued nos in all shings writsen init,Gal:3.vo.And yet it can {peal

for it felf as well,yea,incomparably becter than anyWritings of Popes, Coungils,
; o
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or Fathers from whence he hath his Traditions, whichare asdead a Letee
as the Scriptura.  And in this his expreffion there is (o much the more iniqui-
ty, in that he prefers before the holy Scriprure the uncerrain rcports'of credus
lous (uperftitious men, and the Decrees of doating Popes, as more lively than
the holy Scripture infpived of God. And for this man who but the next Page
before confefled, thac the words of the Apoftle, which tell us, that e pedu-
wera, the holy written Letters were able to make Timothy wife to falvation,
2 Tim 3 1§. tobe meant of the old Scripture, and yet here tolay, that we
cannot have a certain knowledge of all things nece(fary to {abvarion by the Bible
or written Word onely, what is it but flaly to gainfgy the Apofile? which is
the more impioufly and impudently done, in that he alcribes thav to uncertain
unwritten Tradition, which neither he nor any of his Fellows are able to
fhew where it is, or how it may be cerrainly known, which he denies to holy
Scripture.  As for his Reafon it is frivolous, For a man may have a cerrain
knowledge of ‘that of which there will be infinite Difputes to the Worlds end,
elfe hath he nocertain knowledge of the Popes Supremacy, Intfallibility, po-
wer in Temporals, (uperiority toa Council, of which yet there have been and
are likely to be infinite Difputes. As theve have been Difputes about the Ca~
nonical Beoks, fo there have been about unwritten Traditions, as about the
time of keeping Eafter, Rebaprizacion, ¢oc. Nor is it true that there are in-
finive Difpuses about the truc ﬁn[c and meaning of every Verfe and Chapter of
the Bible, Sure among Chriftians there is no difpute of many fundamental
truths, whichevery Chriftian acknowledgeth 5 and yet if there were, it is no
other thing than what is incident not onely to Philofophers Writings, but alfo
to the Popes Dezcrees, about which there are infinite Dilputes among the Ca-
nonifts, to the Canons and Decrees of the Council of Trent, about which
there were Dil'putcs between Catharinys, Soto, Vega, Andradiys, and others, to
the Popes Breves, as to Pope Paul the fifth his Breves about the Oath of Al-
legeance, which were not onely difputed by King Fames and other Proteftants,
but alfo by #idrington and other Popifh Priefts, and to his Monitory and In=
terdiét of PVenice difputed by Frier Paul of Fenice and others againft B far-
mine, Baronius,and others, And if we can never be infallibly affured of ci-
ther the Canonical Books or their fenfe but by Apoftolical tradition wnwritten,
then canH. T never be affured of thePopes Infallibility,or Supremacy but by it,
and if {o, then the Scripture is not his ground of it, and (o he cannot demon-
ftrate the truth of his Catholick Religion by Texts of holy Scripture, as he
Pretends in his Title-page, and thercfore they are impertinently alleged by him,

_ he (hould onely allege Tradition : which whether it be Fathars, Councils, op

Popes fayings, it cannor affure better than the Scripture, they being more con-
troverted than it, and therefore by his reafoning there can be nocertainty in
his Faitb, and then he is mad if he (uffer for it, as he is who (uffers for any
mans (aying, who may be deceived. But we are affred both of the Books of
Canonical Scripture, not onely by Apoftolical tradition unwriteen, but alfo by
univerfal tradicion, and the evidence of their authour by their mateer, and of
the meaning without Popifh tradition, not onely by common helps of under-
ftanding and arrs gotten by ftudy, and the benchir of later and elder Expofi-
tours, but alfo by the Spirit of God affifting us when we feck it duly. And
for the interruption of this Tradition the Proteftants do not pretend it to l{)nve
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" peen one whole age or day, ‘!h()lllgh it havebeen fometimes ‘more ful] h
other 1imes ¢ and we bave intallible alfurance that the whole Bible hat
been changed or corrupted fo but that by rcn[’(_m of the multitude of ¢
and (pecial providence of God, the chicfcft points are fice from change, and
what is corrupeed may be amended o far as is neccffary for one (uivation,
And eonfidering Gods providence for the kt‘r_‘.pxn;_', ot l!\t‘ Law, weallufe bu
felyes the Lord will preferve che Scripture, which me thinks to H. T. fhoylq
give good affurance, Geh pagoxig hefaich, The Churchis by Chyifk the p, fat
iory of all divincly revealed verities ne ¢ffury to be known by all, and baih
the gromifc of divine affifbunceto all ; whereby and by other arguments it mg
be evinced without new revelation frolj\ God, that though H. T, his apoltolia
| cradicion unwitcen thould have failed for any one whole age together, yet
cla t:ﬂmk, Bible fhoald notin thar fpace be changcd‘ ot cotrupred. And thig &
;{m ‘1 'cn;mgh to his venemous Anfwer 1o that Obje&ion, which tends to'dea
pr;Fs {hc Seriptures authority (which conﬁﬂ:dl{ ié)mcs from God) e exalt the
authority of the worft of men, the Popes ' of Rome, as the fiorjes of theig
Lives proves {ufficiently o ’ A
Tcis furcher urged,  Obje&. Muny other figns alfo did Jefus in she fight of
bis Difciples, which are not written in this Book, but thefe are written, thar you
iy believe thas Jefus ¥ the Son of God, ‘and tbp belzcv.'ung youmay haye Life
in bis Name, ST, Johti 20.30,31. Thercfore St, ]?hn § Gofpel containg g
things neceffary to {alvarion. Anfw. I deny your Confequence ; for §t. John
omitted many things of great myment, 45 our Lord’s Prayer and bis laft gy er,
which are both necc[Jary to be believed, And though he ay, Thefe things are
written that we may believe and have life, be [iys not, shar thefe things onely
were written, or are [ufficient for that purpofe, which isthe thing in queftion, [y
shat be excludes not vhe reft of the Goipels nor Apoftolical traditions. And iy
7 no inufualithing in Scripture to afcribe the whole effectro that whichis buy the

anag
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caufein part thus Chyilt promifeth beatitude to cvery fingle Chriftian virtue,:

§t. Matthew 5. and St. Paul, Salvarion to cvery one thar fhall calf on the N ame
of ‘our Lord, or confes witlylyis mouth the Lord Jelus, and believe that God harb
raifed him ffom the dead, Rom.10.4,9,v0. Tet more than this is vequifire 20 fala
wation,

Treply. Hethat(aich, Thefethings dre wrirten that you may belicve, gnq
believing bave'life, doth inculcate that thefe are {ufficient (o far as writing op
revealing'is requifite to thefe ends, or elle hefhould make a vain attempe, Fry-
fira fit quod non affequirur finem, Thas #s done §n vain which atrainsnor the
¢end, and'thatis vainly doneeven deliberately, which isattempted to be done
by that means which is forcknown to be infufficient. And therefore HoT,
muft cither yicld St. Fobn’s Gofpel {ufficient to beget faith and procure life, or
elle Fobn to have been imprudent to intend and attempe it by writing it, And

therefore he doth ill to deny the Confequence till he can avoid thc& abfurdi-l

ties. As for his Realon it is infufficient. For though the Loyg; Prayer and
the Lord’s Supper emitred by John be usceffury to be believed, yet they are ot
{o neceflary but that wemay believe, that Jelus i the Son of ‘God, and have
lifein his Name without them. And though he [ay not, thar thefe things one..
iy were written, yet he faith, Thefe things onely which were written were 7

: )
belief and life ; and therefore fufficienc thereto. And though he Cxclu({cs

nos
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not the reft of the Gofpels, nor Apoftolical Traditions, ye he c!et_crmines that
they might believe and have life without them. As for the alcribing beatitude
and falvation to each fingle Chriflian virtue, it iscicher becaufe the beatitude is
meant of a beatitude in part, or in fome refpect;as Matth.§v§. thc_rcafon doth
import, or elfe becaufe all other Chriftian virtucs and duties neceflary to falvq-
tion are connex ot comprehended in that one which is named. And thus this
Objection is vindicated. .
The nextis, Object. St. Luke rells us be hath wristen of all thofe things
which Jelus did and taughe, A&.1.x. There forcall things neceffary to [a{wm“
are contained in bis Gopel.  Anfw. He writ of al the principal paffages of
bis Life and Death, I grant, (and thas was the whole {cope and intent 0f the
Evangelifts) of all abfoluscly which he did and taught, I deny 5. for inthe [ame
Chapter be tells us,that during the fourty days which Chrifk rematned with them
after bis Refurrecion, be often appeared to them, inftrudting them inthe tbzn%:
concerning the Kingdom of Godyvery few of which inftrucions arc mentioned 0f
§t.Luke,nor does be or any other of the Evangelifts (ay any thing in theirGofpels
of the coming of the Holy Ghoft, or of tha things by bim revealed to the Church,
which were great and many according to that,I bave many things o (ay to you,bus
J0 cannat now bear them, bus when the Spirit of Truth cometh be Jhall veach
Jou all Trush, and the things which are to come he fhall [hew you, St. Jokn 16.
12,13,14. Add tothis, that if all things which Jelus taught and did [bould be
written , the whole World would not contain the Books , S¢. John ¢ap.at.
'gﬂ}f lx{/t.d Therefore your Confequence 7 falfe, and that [aying of S¢. Luke # 0
¢ limited, _ 83605
Y reply, ¥ grant the faying of Lukeis to be limited, and yet the conflequence
is notfalfe. It is true, thaz St. Luke did not write all abfolurely without Lini=
tation which Jelus did and taught, neither doth he fay ir, nor is the argument
{o framed as if he did sbut chus,Luke wrote of all the things which jelus began
to do and teach untill the day thas he was rasenup, and thc%e were all things ne-
ceflary to falvation, therefore Luke’s Golpel contains all things neceflary to
falyation. 'The Romanifts (ay, thas things of meer belicf neceffary to [alva=
tion are contained in the boly-days, Creeds, and Service of their Church, and
H.T. him(elf in the nexeleaf, pag.x18. fays, The whole frame of neceffary
points of Chriftian Doitrine was in a manner made [enfible and vifible by ex
ternal and uniform pradtife of the Church MNow thele are onely the principal
paffages of Chrift’s Life and Death, befides which many more pradtical points
and. all fundamental Gofpel-tiuths ave delivered thereiny therefore even by
their own geant all necefliry points of Chriftian Do&rine are taughtin the
C{OfP?l of Luke. Itis certain their intent efpecially of Fobu was to write of
his divine nature, and fuch Sermons as tend <o re&ifie the Errours of the
Pharifees and Sadduces, and predi&ions of his Death, Refurre@ionyand ftate
of the Churchafter his Afcenfion. It istrue, be did inftrud: them for fourty
aysafter his Refurre@ion in the things concerning the Kingdom of Gods
ut whether they are mentioned by Luke or not it is uncertain 3 thatthey are
delivered by Tradicion oral, unwritten or neceffary  tofalvation, foas that
~ without an explicic knowledge of them it cannot be had, is not proved. The
I:mse may be faid of thethings mentioned Fobn 16.12,13,14.¢0° 21, wverf. laft,
and therefore the confequence is not infringed by thefe Exceprions. 1 add};ha:
Ee 2 T
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H.T. (ays not true, that Luke fays not any thing in bis GoBel of ‘the comp,

of the Holy Ghoft. For Luke 2:33. the Prediction of Chrifr, of fendin
liromijc 0/';;8 l«[fzthcr, which 2 ¢ts 2.33. 1s expredly termed the Pr{mijcn‘; zt;;:
Holy G hefl, is {ct down,

SER O N T Y

———

- H. T. [olves not the Objections ffom Reafon for the Scriptures [“mdm]
: ‘witbout unwritten Traditions,

. proceeds.  Obje&. At leaft the whole Bible containe all things o
H}f{];zrp; to (alvation , cither for belief or ;‘y:aﬁzfc for all forts 0}5 il
whatfocver, and thar explicitly and plainly. 1 bcrcf?rc the Bibic is tpe Rule
of Faith, Anlw. I deny both Afuccca.{cnz and Confequence. The i
Creeds are not there, the four first cau'mzl{ arc mot there ; there i notbing
expre/ly probibiting Polygamy or Rebaptigation,nor exprefly affirming shrce i
ftindd Perfons in one dzvgnc nature, or the Sons confubSlantiality to the Fg..
ther, or the Proceffion of the Holy Ghoft fiom bosb, or that the Foly Ghoft i
God. or for the neceflity of Infant-bapti(m; or for changing the Saturday ing
* sunday, ¢re. all which notwitbftanding are neceffary 10 be knon 15 ohe
whole Church, and to be belicved by win particular (as Proteftants will 4ea
knowielge) f they beonce (senty proold 194 by e Chusch, o
fuffivient we belicve all the Bible, unlefS we belicve it in the tyue fenfe, and. bé
ablé vo confure all Herefies out of it (T [peak of the wholeichurch) which [}s
can never do'withous she Rule of Apoftolical T'razition in ary'of the Puings
forementioned,

Ichly, unlefs the man had a minde to plead for Arians, Photinians, Mace-
dorians, and Socinians, 1 know not why he fhould (o often make the Dq.
rines of three dijiin@ Per{ons in one divine nature, the Sons confubftantialiry.
to the Father, the Proceffion of the Holy Ghoft from beth, and his Godbead as
Apoftolical unwritten Tradition. "Sure this is the way to bring into queftion
thefe Do&trines, which if they be not in- Scripture, will never be belieyed by
intelligent Chriftians for the Pope and Council of _T”””,’ fﬂyings, whole pro-
ceedings never tended to clear truth,but to juggle with the World. This is one
certain evidence that they never intended to clear truth,becaule they condemp-
ed the)Do&rines of Proteftants unheard,nor would ever permit them to come to
plead for themfelves in any impaninl.aﬂembly, till which be done no man can
conftrue the proceedings of a Council to be any other than pra&ifes to {upprefs
truth, And for their juggling they were fo notorious, that many Papifts
them(elves have obferved them, as may be leenin the Hiftory of the Council
of Trent, elpecially about the divine righ.r of Bifhops, of the Laity having
the Cup, Priefts Marriages, in which Papifts themfelves found that they were
meetly mocked by the Pope and Court of Rome. As for this mans denyin
the Antecedent, it feems to me to (avour of fuch an imputation of a defe@ inGod
as tends to Acheifm : For fure he is not to be termed a proyident and juft God,
who.declaring his minde ia the Scripture, and promifipg life to them that ob..

{erve
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v fervehis Word, and threatning Death and Damnation to them that Jo noe
believe and obey, yet doth not {et down all neceffary points therein to be be- *
vlieved and obeyed unto life. Yea, dothnot H, T, by denying it contradiét
him(elf, who faith, pag.1ns. In the Dotrines which Chrilt und bis Apofiles
Baught, and the Book: which they wrare arc contained all things that are of
Faith. And for the Confequence if itbe not good, The Bible contains all
things neceflary to falvation, either for belief or pra&ife for all forts of men
Whatfoever, and thar explicitly and plainly 5 therefore the Bible is the Rule of
Eaith, ncicher is hisown fecond argument good for Tradition, pag.1o0§. In
the Doctrines woich Chrift and his Apofiles saught, and the Books which they
wrote, are contained all things that are of Faith, thereforethe infaliible means
of knowing ihem #s the infallible and syye Rule of Faith ;5 in both the Confe-
quence being the fame,

As for his Inftances, I (ay, If thethree Creeds and four ficft Councils be
Aot in the Scriprure they are not necefliry. to be known for the whole Ghurch,
and to be believed by us in particular, though they be (ufficiently propofed to
s by the Church, thatis, in their non-f{enfe gibberifh the Popeora gencml
Council approved by him require us to receive them. Meither hath the Church
(a5 he terms it) power to propefe any thing as necefary to be known for the
whole Church, and to be belicved by s in parpicular, but what is contained in
the Bible 5. nor hath it fuch authority as that we are bound to believe them if it
do propound them,though never fo (ufficiently, but are bound ta rejed them as
contrary to the duty we ow to Chrift of ;acknowledging him our onely Mafter 3
much morereafon have we to contend againft them, when they are propounded
by the Popes of Rome, who'teach not the Dactrine of Chrift, bur cruelly and
Proudly tycannize over the fouls and bodies of the Saints in a molt Arri-
chriffian manner, and impofe on them as Apoftolical traditions things con
trary to ¢hrift and his Apoftles in the Bible. Nor is it true, that all Pro-
veftants will acknowlcdge all shofe Points be mentioncth as nece(fary vo be known
-fvgr the whale Church, and to be believed by us in parvicular, 1 grantir st fuffis
Cient for us ta believe all the Bible, unlefS we believe ix in she true fenfe, bug
dyerwe can believe it in the trac fenfe; and be able to confute all Herefics put of
At without the Rule of  Apoftolical tradition unwritten inany of thofe points
in which the'Errout is, as our Lotd Chrift was able by itto vanquith Satan,
for which ‘reafon’ it is termed the Sword of the Spirit, Ephef.6.17. And for

taditions, or Popes Ducrees, they are but a Leaden Sword without Fire
and Faggot, yea, thete is fo much vaniy in them as makes them ridicu-
lous, and founfic: for vefutation, and were it not for the horrid burchery
and cruelty which Princes drunken with the Wine of the Cup of the For-
Rication of the Whore of Babylon, make of their beft Subje@s at the infti-
Bation of Popesand Popith Priefts, nothing would appear more contemptible
than their decifions,

Yet more, Obje@. DoubtlefS for [peculative Points of Chriftian Do-
Etrine Books are 4 fafer and more:infallible Way or Rule than oral Traditions
AnlW. You are miftaken, Books ave infinitely more liable to Cafualsies and
Corruptions than Traditions, a5 well by reafon'sf the variety of Langusges in=
towhich they are sranflated, a5 the diverfiry of Tranflations ; fcarce any $wo
Editions agrecing, bus all presending one to mend she gther ; defides the multis

. Ec¢ 3 plisity
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Licity of Copies and Copifts with the Equivecation and uncertainty of dead 4
fp,z-;, ,{nfwa,jj if captionfly wrefted or liverally infifted on, Who an profw any o:f
Copy of the Bible to be 1nfallsble or uncorrupied (thofe that were wristen by the
Apofties own hands we have not) or who can convince that any one I}cxt of the
0r bis pus..
infiftinz onely on the dead Letter 2 Al which dangers, and difficultie
pf:{;?;dggf;)/yhr(ﬁyoiijan Apoftolical tradition, which bindes men ug;" PJ::ZC
'é)amnation, 1o deliver nothing for Eaitb, but what zb'cy bmgc reccived g5 fuch by
band 1o hand from Age to Age, and in the {ame [enfe in which they bave receiyeq
it Think me not foolifh (fays 8¢, Augultin) for nfing thefe terms 5 for I haye
{o.lc srned thefe things by Tradition, neither dare I deliver them to thee any athey

shan as 1 bave received them, Lib. de urilie. ored. cap.3.

nm{ replys A more impudently and palpably falfe Difcour(e than thisis a maq
fhall fcfl’dom meet with, it being contrary to all ;x_{erience and ule among men,
and condemns all the cuftomes of the moft civil pcop}e ot: folly in Writin
and Printing their Statures, Records, Dreds, Wills, Hiftories, that they may
be more certain and fafely preferved, as knowxr.xg, that oral Traditions are apt
to be loft; ‘and corrupted, perfons unda;rllandxn.gs, memories, reports, lives,
and all their affairs being mutable and l_mblc to innumerable cafualties. Yea,
hereby God himfelf is ::ondemntd of xmprudencs, in .cau.ﬁ:}g Mofes and all
the facred Writers to write Bookss and our Lord (J_mjt in giving Fobn cxprefs
charge to write, Revel.x.x9. commchmg the Sgrxpturc, Rom.x§.4. 2 Tim,
3.15,16,17: 4F infired of God, d}rc&mg to-it, Fohn 5.39. praifing the
fearching of it, Aéls 17ixx. making ita perlons excellency ro be mighty in i,
At 18.24. ulefull toconvinee in the greatel poine of Faith, verf,28. Wag
not Printing a great Benefit to'the W_ovld ? Was not the finding of the Bool
of theLaw, Chron.34.15. the reading of it by Exra,Nehem.8. the having of
ready Seribes counted a happinefs to the Fews ¢ Do not men more credit eys
than eats 2 Do not men complain of the Darknefs of Times for want of
Books ** ‘Are not the ninth and tenth ages fince Chrift counted unhappy for
want.of ‘learned Writers ?  Was not this the great unhappinefs that came into
the Weft by the Inundations of barbarous Nations in that they fpoiled T.i~
braries ? Is it nota thing for which Prolemam Philadelphus was renowned,
that he ftored the Library at Alexandria in Egypt with Books ? Do not we
count ‘them great BenefaGours who build and preferve Libraries 2 ' Are not
therefore Studentsencouraged, and they that (earch Libraries the men that dif-
covercruthto the World 7 - Were the things done before the Fload or fince
better preferved by oral Tradition than by Mofes Writing? Were the thingg
done béfore the Wars of Troy better preferved thereby than thefe Wars by Ho-
mer’s Poems 2 Or the Britifh Antiquities by the Songs of Bardesthan
fulins Cafar’s Commentaries, Taciru,f, and other Hiftorians Wiitings 7 How
quickly are men apt to miftake and mifreport {ayings appears by the miftake of
Chrishs [peeches, Fobn2.ag. Matth.26.62. Fobn 21.23. Thar which Eufen
brus (aith of Papiasyib.3. Ecclef. hift. capi35. of his delivcring divers fabya
lous things received by oral Tradition *through his fimplicity, Irenaus of the
Elders of Afialib.z. adver(. Haret, ¢ap.39. and innumerable other inftances
prove, there is nothing more uncertain than oral Tradition from hand to hand,
A man may ¢afily perceive this man is refolved to outface plain truth, who is

not
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not athamed thus to aver hat it 7 & miftake to (1y that Books are a more /“kf‘
and infallible way or Rulg than oral Tralision, when his own printing his Boo ds
Proves the contrary : Far why did he write bue for more fure convfyt‘lﬁg ?rilf
prefer-ing of his mindc 2 ¥ea, bis own Realon ls_trulyretortcd on unhc \
Oual Reports are infinitely more liable to calualties and corruptions thal
Books, a5 well by reafon ot the variety of Languages in which chm‘tsgle
uttered,as the diverfity of Interpreters, [carce any two Interpreters agreemgi_ ut
all pretending one to mend the others, befides the muluplicity of expred 10;\5‘
and relatours one not agreeing with the other, as Mark 14.56,59. with the
equivocations and uncertainties ot Witnefles words, if captioufly V\{\'Eﬁ_ﬁd or
literally infifted on. Who can prove any one oral Tradition, whichisnot
univer(al and written allo to be infallible or uncorrupred (rhofe-:}_mt were deti-
vered by the Apoftles own tongues we have not) or. who can conyince that any
one oral Tradition can have no other (énfe of meaning than what is conyeni-
ent for his purpoleinfilting onely on the found of areporter ?  All whichdan-
gersand difficulties are avoided as much as is neceflary by relyingon the
written Word of the Bible, which under pain of Damnation bmdss m¢n (o
deliver nothing for Faith, but what they havereceived as fuch trom Chrift and
his Apoftles in their Writings by band to hand trom age to age, md.‘“‘hc
fame fenfc in which they bave reccived it. Te is trugy Books are fubjeét 1o
cafualties and corruptions, yet not to {omany as oral Tradition, and the
cafualties are better prevented by Writing, which remains the fame s
than by Reports which vary . Fama tam fiffi pravigue tenax quam nun=
¢ia vori . And as the Enemics malice hath been geeat in fecking to de=
prive the World: of Bibles 5 fo the providence of God hath cen wonder=
full in preferving them and their genuine writing and meaning even by
the difperfing of Copies, ¢hat what is amils in one may be mended in another,
by ordering variety of Tranflations to the {ame end, perfecutions that they
fhould not be in all places at oncey ftirring up others to make Tratates, and
Commentariesion themsallChriftians (till the late Fa&ion atTrent and the late
Rapalityranny-denied the liberry of tranflating and reading of the Bible in the
vulgar Tengué without  leave, and began to-punifh in their Inquificion the
having thém ) reverencing and reading the holy Scripture, however the
Decree of -Councils and Popes were negle&ted, yea Traditours of the Bibleto
beburnt were moft infamous,

As for the words of Auftinlib,de uil, cred. cap.3. they are falfly cited.and
meerly dmpertinent to H. T's, purpole. Having laid, The 0ld Teftament i de=
livered, 'thatis, expounded four ways according to the Hiffory, Aetiology,
Awnalogy, Allegory; he thenadds, Think memot a Fool, ufing Greek names.
Firft, becanfe I have fo received, neither dare 1 intimaie vo thee atherwife than

 Ahavereceived : which is nothing at all about Apoftolical traditions unwrit-

ten as the Rule of Faith befides the Scripture, but of certain rerms ufed by
Expoficours of Scriprure. Bur that which a little after :he adds is juftly
charged on the Romanifts, and among themon H, T'. Notbing. {cems 10 me 20
be more impudemily faid by them (the Manichees) or that 1 may [peak more
;:;’ed;ly, more carelcfly, and weakly, than that the divine Scriptuves are corriptods

ey cannot copvince it by any Copics extantin fo frefh a memorys

BU:
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at H.'T in his forifh vein adds, As to your difficulty of frecyiar:
Pc?nu, T anfwer, that the whole frame of nece(fary Points of ({hgmm‘g;”f
Erine wasin a manner made fenfible and wifible by the external and unifoep,
oragtife of the Church, The incarnation and all the My/?crzc: thercof by the
boly 1mages of Chrift erccted in all_facred places, the Paffion by the fien o 1h
Crofé ufedin the Saraments, and (et up in Churches. The Deash of Chyig by
the unbloody Sacrifice of the Mafs, which ¥ a lively Commemorarion of it,
The Trinity and Hnity by dot‘ng all'thing in the name of the Fatber, ang of the
son, and of the HOly Ghoft, ¢c. mow who can doubr but thar oral Tragirjy,
thus (cconded by the oniward and yniform praétife of the whole World js g gy
afer and more infallible Rule ‘for conferving revealed werities than Books gr
dmd,Lct ters, which cannot cxpltmzq themfelves,

I reply, werenot thisman bewitched, or as the Prophet (peaks, Ifi 44,54,
Fed on Afbes, having a deccived heart that turneth bim afide, [0 as that be cgp.
not [ays Is there not a Lie in my right pand ? he would never have preferred
oral Tradition feconded by ereéling and ufe of Images made by idolatrous Sots,
and termed Teachers of Lics by the Prophct Hz.b,z._) 8. asa(afer and more in-
fallible Rule of Faiththanthe bely Scriptures inlpired by God, and his great

tft to men, though impioufly cermed by this Wretch dead Letters, Bue it i
the juft judgement of God that they that rfmkc Images and adore them Thoutd
be Likethem. Pfalm 115.8. that is, as blockifh as the Images are. How uncer.
¢ain oral Tradition is hath been fhewed, and how impoffible itds tobe acrue
and right Rule fince the departure of thole who could preach infallibly. 7p,,
shere # any fuch uniform and outward praétife of the Roman Church, which can
econd oral Tradition, aud make any Point of Chuiftian Doclyine, much lefs the
whole frame o} neceffary Points of Chriftian Ductrine in a manner vifible gyq
fenfible #s a Lic with a witne(s.” Chriftian Do&rine doth not confift in ha
Hiftory of the things fenfible to the eye, but in the opening of the trye caules,
and ends, and ufes of things done, which can onely be appichended by the yp.
derftanding, and is brought to it by hearing and reading, whence™ Fah
(aid to come by hearing, and hearing by the Word of _Ged, Rom‘“’"‘hly,x-;_
¢ is moft falfe, that t_be ercéting of Images ‘n[ Chx.xlt and of the Croff bath
been the uniform prattife ?f tbc. Church. 1t is certain by many Writers the
Chriftians had no Tmages in their Churchesfor many hundred years, yea, j¢ is
cevtain that the beft Emperours and Bifhops of the Eait and Weft were againft
the having them in Churches, however Gregory the fift Bifhop of Rome by his

fuperftitious oppofing Serenus his taking them down couminF them Lay-men’s '
fola

5, opentd a Gap to that Deluge of Ignorance and Idolatry, ‘which b
gngffprc:d over the Weftern Churchés, which have gone a whoring after théi,:’.
"This Authour calls them boly Imager which the Scripture counts abominable,
as defiling places; and making them not facred but polluted. He faith, The rn..
carnarion and all theMy[teries thereof are made (enfible by theImages of Chyift
erected in all facred places, the paffion by the fian of the Croff ufed in Sacra-
‘ments, and (et upin Churches, Butwhata gxotorlous-falﬂnood isthis ? One
Myftery (ure isthe Holy Ghoft’s overfhadowing the Virgin Mary, another the
Union of the two Natures 2 Can any Image of Chrift teach thefe 2 VWhae
can the fign of the Crofs teach, but that chere was (ucha kinde of punithmene
to put men to Death 7 1f Images did teach chelc MyRReries, then Image-makers

; would
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would be Stewards of the Myfterics of God, and Succeffouts of the Apofiles,
and Michael Angeloand fuch like' Painters and Carvers more truly Perer's
Succeffours and Bifhops of Rome than Popes, as doing more to teach the My-
fterics of God than Popes do, The unbloody Sacrifice of the M4f8 is a meer
figment of a thing prefent, whichall the fenfe of all the men in the World con-
tradi&s, full of apifh geltures and toyifh fafhions, firter for a Stage-play than a
fpiritual Service of the Chr#ftizn Chucch, and being in a Tongue not com-
monly underftood, without reaching, informs not the Hearers or Seers in the
Myftery of the Death of Chriff, nor makes any lively Commemoration of his
Paflion, buc pleafech fuperftitious and womanith or childih (pitits, which are
taken with (uch fhews 3 the Sacrament opens no Myftery thereof without the
Word written. “Accedar Verbum ad Elementum ¢ fit S acramentum, was the
old refolution, Put the Word 1o the Element then it is made a Sacrament. Nor
isittrue, thae the praifice hath been uniform therein, the variety of Miffals,
and the corruptions purged out of the Roman Mifial, as is confeffed in Pope
Piys the fifth his Bull according to the Decree of ‘the Trenr Council prove the
contrary, ‘The Trinity is known by the inftitution and pra&iie of Baptilm ,
but that is learned out of the written Word,not oral Traditien. None of thefe
practifes doac all open the Myftery of che Gofpel, as experience fhews, it being
manifeft by conference that none of the People in Italy and elfewhere, who 20
to Mals, and look on PiQutes, and have nio other reaching, do underftand any
thing of the Myftery of the Gofpel, the end, reafon, ufe of Chrifi’s Birth, or
Death, but content them(elves with a meer theatrical fhew without any true
underftanding of the grace of God, inward feeling or effe@ual change in their
fouls thereupon. Perhaps it is better wich Papifts in England, where their Su-
perftitions are not altogether fo grofs, and their ‘underflanding bercered by
neighbourhood and converfe with Proteftants. But that Images thould con-
ferve revealed verities, or oral Tradition feconded with Images more explicate
them than Books, which this man again impioufly terms dead Lerters, unlefs
the Images be animated, as that was that iv’s faid told Thomas Aquinss,
Thou haft written well of me, which was fit to be filenced by telling it, thar i¢
had'no allowance vo [peak in the Church, is to me unintelligible, And if thefe
be fuch a {afe and infallible Rule or'means to teach and conﬁwe‘tbe whle frame
of Chriftian Docrine, then fure Chrift“did’ inconfiderately appoint Writers
and Preachers to teach and guide the Church, #ill we all meet 1n the unity of
the Faith, Ephef.4.11,12,1 3. he fhould rather for the times after the Apoftles
haveappointed, Maffing Pricfts and Painters to have taught the People ; nor
were the Council of T'rens and fome of the Popes fo adviled; as they might
Kave béen, in appointing the unnecelfary bufineffés'of framing a Catechi m,
and'amending the valgar Latin Edition of ‘the Biblg;' and much'more foolifly
have been all the leathed Papifts, who have ‘in late'years and formerly made
large Commentaties and other Treatifes to conlerve revealed verities, there bew
ing a more compendious way by oral Traditions with the ufe of Images, and

- Mafles, and fome other things, it this impudent Scribler (ay true .
by RPL T A i i ; i

.

) Yet H.T. continues thus, Obje&. Tf all things neceffary 80 (atvation be
wo¥ contained'in the whole Bible, how fhall a man EVer come to know what i ne-
' Ef ceffary

’
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s0 be known, eisher by the whele Church in general, or bi

;;?‘;rl Anlv}. For the whole Cburfb in general, fhe is obliged to y

yevealed verities, which are nece([ury to the falvation of all mankinde, [be beiy

mfelf dn particy,.
know all divine;

hrifk the Dep fitory of ali, and baving the Promife of diving it s
zzf{;,b)ACnd for cach pfr{icul.zr man (o :’ﬂuﬂb oncly is neceffary 1o be behw{l{ £ ;
{ufficiently propojed ro himiby the Church and ber Minifters for the 1Word of God,
or wauld at the leaft be fo propofed, it be b”ﬂf'-’ff wEre NOLin fault 5 gl yh; p
swe may eafily come to know by means of Apofolical tradition, without yop;,), 4
can have no infallible affurance of any Pointof Chriftian Defrine,

ither the Church not her Minifters can {ufficiently propofe ¢ gt
k r;‘:.[!:ﬂcr\l;:xd of God any other than the Scr:pr?;-c, b.y whicgws may hav};
En?'nll‘((;le affurance of any Point of Chriftian 'Qu&rmc withour oral “Fradition
infa .lrten. And to fay that the whole Church in generaliand not each man in
unr‘;fclu[ab is obliged to know all.divincly revealed veritics which are necefary
t; the falvation of all mankinde, is to fpeak contradiGtions.

Yet once more (aith H, T', _Obicﬁ'.. Tou dance ip 4 vicious Circle, prowin
the Scripture and the Churches infallibility by Apoftolical tradition,and tradition
by the scripsure, and the, obur:'bc: infallibility. Anfw. No, we goon by 4
right Rule towards Heaven, We prove indeed the Churches in fallibility gnd
she credibiliry of she Scriptures by Apsfolical tradition, but that is evident o
it felf, and admirs no other proof, When we brzng Scripture for either we ufe i
oncly @ a [ccondary seftimony oy argument ad hominem.

1 reply, if this be fo, then doth H. 7', in his Title-page pretend demon g
tion ot his falfly called Catholick Religion by Texts of holy Scripture in the
firlt place onely as a (econdary teftimony or argument ad hgminem, but it ig
otal Apoftolical tradirion which he principally relies on for his demonftration,
as being evident of it (elf,- and admits no other p-oof 3 which oral Apoftolical
“Tradition being no other than what Popes and Councils approved by him have
appioved, it follows,  that what Papifts call Catholick Religion is not whar the
Scriptures teach, but what Popes and their Councils define,  into which their
Faith is ultimately refolved. No: marvel then they decline Scripture, or if
they ufe it do it onely becaufe of Proteftants importunity, not becaule they
think it is to be refted on, and if fo, fure H, T, plays the Hypacrite in pre-
tending to demonfirare his Religion out of Texts of holy Scripture. If otheg
Papifts would fick to this which H. T', here faith, we fhould take it as a thin
confelled, that Popery is not Scriptuse do@rine, but onely unwritcen Traditi.
on, and to have for its bottom foundation the Popes determination, and fo 1o
be imbraced upon his credit 3 which fure can beger no other than a humane
faich, and in fine doth make the Pope Lord of their Faith, which is all one as
to make him their Chrift, and that is to make him an Antichrift, Therefore I

conceive other Romanifis will difown this refolution of H, T. and feek other
ways to get out of this Circle, and hercin they go divers ways. Dr. Holden
a0 Englifh man -and Do&or of Paris, in bis Book of the Analyfis of divine
¥ aith, Cb,dP-ygj. reje&ts the common way, and fticks to that of univerfal Tradj-

tion
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Jtion, which by natural reafon is evidenc and firm : But when he hath urged
ttzns as far as he can,this muft be the evidence, that what all fay and was {o ma=
mf_e{tly know by fo many Miracles as Chriff and his Apoities wrought muft
be infallibly true. Buc the being of Chrift the Maffiab, and his Do&rine from
God, as the holy Scriptures declare, isavouched by all the Church and mani-
teftly known by Miracles, therefore it muft be cruc : which is no other than
Chillingworth's univerfal Tradition, confirming the truthof the Scriptures,
and deriving our Faith from thence, which if Papifts do relinquith and adhere
to the P?fes vefolutions, whether they be with Scriprure or without, they do
exprefly declare themlelves Pspifts or Dilciples of the Pope, not Chriftians,
that is, Dilciples of chrift. Iconclude therefore that H. T’ and fuch as hold
with him according to the Drinciple he here {ets down are not Belieyersin
Chrift, whofc Do@rine is delivered in the Scriprure, butin men whether Popes,
or Councils, or the univerfal Church, or any other whodelivers to him that
oral Tradition, which is his Rule, as being evident of it felfy and admits no
mcr proof, though I have fhewed ic to be uncertain, yes, not fo much as pro=
dable. I goon to the nexe Article,

Ff 2 ArT]
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Schifm andHereffe are ill charged on:
o " Proteftants, " ioim

proteftants in not holding Communionwiththe Romsar
Church, as now it is, in their Worfhip, in not {ubje&-
ing themfelves to the Pope as their v;ﬁble_ Head, in
denying the new Atticles of the Tridentin Council
and Pope Pius the fourth his Bull, are neither guilty
_of Schifm nor Herefie. But Papifts by rejecting them
“for this caufe, and feeking to impofe on them this
Subjeétion are truly Schifmaticks, and in holding the

Articles which now they do are Hereticks. »

- U 1

s 2C 1.k
H.T. bis definitions of Herefie and Schifin ave not righ.

H. T'. intitles his ninth Article of Schifm and Herefie, and begins thus,  Alo-
thing intrenching merc on the Ruleof Faith or the Authority of the Church
than Schifm or Herefie : we [ball here bricfly fhow what they are, andwho gre
iuftly chargcable therewith, _Onr Tenet ds, tbat.nar oncly Herefie ( which 5.4 -
wilfull [cparation from the Doifrine of the Catholick Church) but alfo Schifm
(which is a [eparation ffom her government ) 7 damnable and (acrilegions, and
shas moft Sectaries are guilty of both,

Herefie, and Herefie may be where there is no intrenching on the
Authority of the Church ia this Authour’s own fenfe, as when a
man living in communion with the Romen Church, and ownin
the Pope, or being the Pope himlelf is an Arian, as Pop, Liberius, or a Mono-
thelite

Anfw, I Think Infidelity doth more intrench on the Rule of Faith than
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Arr.IX. Schifm and Herefie, &c. 22T

thelite as Pope Honorius. "And for his definition of Herefi¢, itisin mineap-
. prehenfion too obfcure and impeife@. For it neither fhews what is the Catho=
ilick Church, the fcparation from whofe Dotrine makes Herefie, nor what
Do&rines of it the (cparation from which makes Herefie, nor what leparation
in heart or profeffion, or othier a&, nor when it is wilfull when not, nor how it

*'may be known to be wilfull, Nor doth this definition agree with their own

Tenets; who acquit many from Herefie; who wilfully eparate from the Do=
&rine of the Catholick Church, as they define it; to wit, that which is defined
by a ’gencral Council approved by a Pope. As for.inftance, The Popith
French Church is acquitted from Hercfie, yet they hold a Council to be above
the Pope, contrary to che laft Lateran Council approved by Pope Leo the tenth.
Nor is this definition: at all proved by this Auchour, but taken as granteds
though it may be jultly queftioned. And for theufe of the terms [Herefic]
and [ Hererieks] in the Ancients it is certains that many are put in the Cata=~
logue of Hereticks by Philafirius, Epiphanius, Auguftin, and alfo by other

“Writers elder and later, and thofe opinions termed Herefies, which were not {0,

“Ehie like faults are in the definition ot Schi{m,in not fecting down which is the
Cathelick Church, what is her government,, what [eparation of heart, or out-
ward profeflion, or other ad it is which makes Schifm. Nor is this a defini=
tion, which doth agree with their own grants 3 For the Councils that depofed
Popes {eparated from the government ot the Popes: and the French in theip
pragmatick Sanétion, and the Penerians that refufed to obey Pope Paul the
fifcth his Monitory, deny themfelves to be Schi{maticks, WNor is ic fhewed how
either is damnable or (acrilegious, nor how Proteftants are Se&taries, or which
Sé@aties'are:guiley of both oreicher. So that in this Tenet there is nothing
but ambiguity and imperfe&ion ¢ yet fith by what follows we may ghefs his
meaniog : :let’s view his difpure,

TERCEN /:$ BEICT. 1L
fgIINe 10 100 200 34 )
Proseftantsiare mot ptoved to be Seiiaries by the firft beginning of Reformation,

The Argument, faith H. Tv Al -fuch a5 are wilfally divided both from.sbe
“wDagrine and Difcipline of the Casholick Church are Schifmaticks and Here=
weicks, and'confequenrly in 4 dumaable flate.  But-moft Proseftanss.ind otber
1§ 6staries are wilfully «divided, both ffom the. Doctrine and. Difcifiline of she
- Garholiiki @hurch, - Therefore shey ‘are Schifmaticks.and Hevericks; and gone
[fequcntlyinadamnable ftate. The Majov s manifeft ous of the very notion,
and. definition‘of 1 Sehifrvand Herefic : The fequel of iv-proved thus by Seri-
~ture, Fitus 310, 2 Peter 2.1, Fude 13 Rom16.17. Masth. 18.7,17,18.
Uiy Tbefﬁ;,_x FARE \1ad ‘

An{g.f

? BIY denying.hg Definition. tobe good, .and that any of the
i ol Do Mexes pioveit. 2. By granting the'Sequel of them that

ate truly termed Schifmaticksand Hereticks, sbut not of (uch as hé calls fuch,
vo wit;aehatdo wilfully divide from the Do&rine and Difcipline of the now,
) Ffg Roman
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8.2 Schifm and Herefie Art.IX,
falfty by him called Catholick. Thereis no need of exae
fn;l:‘:g?::lgc'}"c:t qyu d);cy are (hewed to prove what is denied, e

T'he Minot, faich hes # proved, becaufe Luther and bis feilove Proteftants di.
vided themfeives from the Communion of all Churches, therefore from the Come
sunion of vhe Cathelick Church, and thas @ well in Points of Doitrine as
warrers of Government, a5 plamly_ach.m by all we have faid, and ¥ yet con~

firmed, becaufe when they began sheir Separaifon Luther in Germany, Tyndal
in England, goc. 1he catholick Ghurch war inmoft quict poffeffion of her Te-
in Eng, r‘jcﬂ peace and unity, ber Dotlrine and Governmens being rhe fame
nees ;7 z: ge 2 noronely £0 the time of Gregory the Great (as Proteftant s con.
hey Z ce che very sime of he Apoftles, a5 i mamlc/t both by the publick Li-
feff) u‘é:unc""’ and Records of all Ages, in which no one Doffrine of Faith,
_‘“’-‘4;;;;“”,“; Point of Difcipline , then profeffed by she Roman Catholick
:b‘{ vch, and oppofed by Proteftants, bad ever been cenfured and condemned a5
bcre:im,l or [chijmazical, bus all for ihe mogd purt a.t?uall,_r. defined and eftablifhed
againft ancient Herericks, as you bave feen inthe Counciis,

Anfw. 1. The Minor fpeaks of moft Proteftants, but mentions none bue
Luther and his fellow Proteftants, an(} Tyndal in England ; now it is no good
proof againft us, that weare Schifmaticks, becaufe Luther and his fellow Pro~
teftants were fo, and Tyndal began Scparation in England. Itis told them |
Chillingworeh ¢.5.p 1 .againft Knos that there may bcap unjuft Separation begun,
and (o 4 Schifm in the Leadcrs, _md yet no Sc{nfm in the Followers in aftep.
Ages; wina Common-wealth it may be & Sedition and Rebellion so fet up ane-
ther Government and Governour in the firft Auhosrs, and yet none in the Po~
flerity to convinue them, but rather their dzfz] $0 maintain them in order to the
peace and liberty which was nmjuftly obtained at firft. 3. It is denied thae
Luther or Tyndal divided them[clues wilfully, thatis, without nccc(ﬁ:y. Itis
known in the Hiftory of Sleidan, and others, that Luther ac fiift (pake ho-
nourably of the Pope, and was willing to have continued in communion with
the Roman Church till Leo the tenth did by his Bull condemn his Do&rine,
afore he had heard him, and e (aw plainly (as the World found by expetience)
thax the Popes and Courtof Rome did never b_y good proofs out of Scripture
go about to refuce them, but by Excommunications, Fire, and War, (ta
which Emperours and Kings were flirred up by them) endeavour to root them
out. And for Tyndalit is manifeft by the Book of A&s and Monuments of
#he Church written by Mr. Fox in the Reign of Henry the eighth, that Tyndal
was perfecuted by the Popith Bitheps, and his body burnt in Brabent. Now
fure were the Proteftants never (o erroneous, yet the Law of Nature ties them

to run away from {uch cruel Wolves,as in ftead of teaching them with love,eq. -

deavour to deftroy them with crueley. 3.1t is moft falfe,thar Lusher and hisFel-
lows divided themfelvs from the communion of allChurches:It is certain thae
they aGually joyned with the remainder of theHu/fiscs in Bobemia,and the ¥ al-
.denfes about theAlpes,who were true Churches of Chrift,however the Rom.niffs
term them : nor did they ever renounce communion with the Greek, Eaftern
or Southern Churches, though by realon of dina'ncc, and the Power they were
under, they could not have attual communion with them. And by their defire
of a free Council in Germany not called by the Pope, but the Emperour and
Chriftian Princes, nor of Bifhops fworn to the Pope, but of men that were

equal
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equal Judges by whom their Do&rine might be examined, and by their often
Colloguies for Reconciliation they plainly fhewed, that they tried all mezn®
they could wich a good confcience to have prevented the breach between zhcnl ’
and the Popith party, who were certainly the caufe of the Schifm, and tru y
the Schifmaticks (as may be gathered from their own ftories, (uch as Thuanus,
Brier Paul's Hiftory of the Tcent Council, and others, who rclate the pioceed-
ingsof thofe times) and not the Proteltants. 4, It is moft fal(c_, that they
{eparated from the Catholick Church in point of Do&rine. Itis n_l"ﬁ Cer=
tain, that the party from whom the Proteltants [cparated had relinquifhed the
Catholick Do&rine of the Scripture, and Primitive times for five hqndrcd
years at leaft, and had brought in a new upltart Doe&iine of Invocation of
Saints, worfhiping Images, Tranf{ubftantiation, half:communion as fuffi-
cient, denial of Pricft’s Marriage, Popes univerial Monarchy, Purgatory-fires
Indulgences, Sacrifice of the Mafs, Juftification by Works, and many more,
which were unknown to che firft ¢briftians, nor hath the contrary appcared_ by
any thing H. T, hath {aid before, as the Reader of this Anfwer may perceive.
5.1¢ is moft falfe,that they. feparated from theCatholick Church in the point of
ber Gowvernment. The Government of the whole Church by one uniyer(sd
Bilhep was.never the Government of the Catholick Church. It is manifeft by
the ficft general Councils that che Pope of Rome was not acknowledged (upe-
siour to other Patriarchs, and the Greek Churches have always relifted bis
claim of Supiemacy, and many, as Nilus Arch-bifhop of rheffalonica, Bar-
Laam and ochers have written a:ainft it as an unjult claim, = 6. Itis falle,
that the Roman Church (fa!fly by H. 7, called Catholick) was in moft quiez
poffc(lion of her Tenets, when Luther began his Separation in Germany,
Tyndal in England. It is manifeft by Cochlans bis Hiftory of ‘the Huffites,
that there were a remnant of them in Bobemis, by Thuanusand Mr. Morland
that there was a ‘remnant of the Waldenfes in the Valleys of the Aipes, by
M. Fox that there was a remnant of Lellards or Wiclkevifts in England, who
did reje& the Roman Do&rine then and fince taught, in many, it notall the
points; in which Proteftants do naw oppole.it. - 7. Itis falle, that the Roman
Chuich was.in perfe& peace and unity when Lusher and Tyndal began their
Separation. For the conroverfies about the Virgin Marie’s immaculate Con-
ception, about the Popes Supremacy above a Council, and fundry other were
tather {(uppreflid than compofed, as the event fhewed, no party relinquifhing the
holding thei ‘Tenets to this day, buteach when occalion is offered contending
for theie way. © 8. Trisfalle, that the Do&iines and Government of the Ko-
man Chusch had been the fame from that time Luther and Tyndal began theic
Separation to the time of Gregory the Great, or that Proteftants do confefs it.
It is moft certain to the conuary, that fince Gregory the Great his time the
Popes univerfal Epilcopacy, the Worfhip of Images, Tranfubftantiation;half-
ommunion in the Eucharift, and many other points were brought into the
Roman Church, as BithopMortonin his Appeal from Brereley’s Apology to King
Fames hachy proved. 9. Xris allo moft falfe, that cheir Do&fine and Govern=
ment were the (ame that now they are to the times of the Apoftles, 'The'con-
frary. is proved out of the Epiftle to the Romans, by Bifhop Robert Abhos
againft Dodtor Bifhop, and by Bithop Fewel againft Harding outof the Fa-
shers. 30, Yo ia tallc which £, 7', faich, 1t i manifet both by she publick L.
v :  rgIeyy
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Councils, and Records of all Ages, no‘one Dolfrineof Faith, or (up.
ftantial Point of Doltrine profeffed thenwhen Luther and Tyndal began !]bcir

turgias,

i by the Roman Church, and oppofed by ProteSlants bad ever been cen.
mﬁmﬁmﬁumned as berctical or [chifmatical, but all for the moft part 4ty a; ly
defined and eftablifbed againft ancicnt Hercticks, as may be feen in the Coungily,
The contrary is moft m;nifeﬁ, that the Council of Chalcedon and of ¢ay..
thage,in which Auguftine was prefent, oppofed the Popes Supremacy ag (chif-
matical, that the Synod of F rankford oppofed the worfhiping of Tmages a5
heretieal, befides many other, as hath been fhewed in anfwer to what £, T,

here allegethe

SECT. IIL

" irbe Sayings of Fathers prove not Proteftants Hereticks or Schi [maticks,

Ut H. T (aith, Fatbers for this Point, though there is not onc of the Fa-
B thers Sayings which he brings that (peaks at all to thar point'of the Pro=
teftants being guilty of Schilm or Herefic, or that the Church of Rome is the
Catholick Church, or that her Do&rine and Government have been the fame
in all Ages, or that in no cafe there may be dividing from it, or teaching con
trary to it without Herefie or Schifm, yea, it is certain, that Irenaus, Cyprian,
and Auftin, thought the clean contrary, Irenuaus O}Jpoﬂng Pope Victor his Ex-
communication of the Eaftern Bifhops for not holding Eaffer with him, cy-
prian oppofing Pope Siephanus about Rebaptization, Augu(tine oppofing Popes
Boniface, Zoyimu, and Celeftine, about the Appeal of Apiarsus. But ler’s
yiew their Sayings. '

The firft is thus cited by H.T.. In the fecond Age Trenzus 3 God wif)
judge thofe who make the Schifms in the Church, ambitious men, whobave nog
the honour of God before their cys, but rather embracing their own interefts than
the unity of the Church, for fmall and light caufes divide the gredt and glovioys
body of Chrift, ¢, forin theend they cannot make any Reformation [0 im
portant as the evil of ‘Schifm i prejudicions, lib.g. cap.62. It is likely H, 7,

ignorantly put [prejudicious for [pernicions) or his Authour whence he had

it, for it is in Ivenaws, Quanta ¢ft Schifmatis pernicies. But it appears,
x. That he hath cither not read the place, ornot confidered ir, becaufe he purs
in [God will judge whereas it is manifeft out'of the words following '[Bus e
will judge alfo all thofe who ave out of the truth, that %, without thé'Church, bys
be bimfelf ¥ judged of moman?] and ftom chap.§3. and following to be meant
of every [pirstual Difciple of Chrift that bad ‘received the Spirit of God, and
the Apoftolical Doctrine, chap.s2. alluding vo Paul’s words, 1 Cor,2.1g. and
he alters [ the love of God ] into [the hanour of God before their €.
2. That the place makes nothing againft Proteftants s for it condemns onely
them that make Schifms for [mall and light caufes, which was moft true'of 7.
élor then Bifhop of Rome, in excommunicating the "4 fian Bithops for not
keeping Eagler as he did, reprebiended by Irenraus in'his Epiltle recited by Eu
febius, bift.x. lib.s. cap.24. but is fothing againft Protefants; who neither

make
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ue Schilms, and that Scparation which they make, _:hcy do it
fes. And he faithy No Reformasion can be mada/a importans

make nor contin

for very great cauf ) 1t 5
by them who divide upon light caufes, os is the mifchief of the Sehifm they make,

but this hinders not but that the Proteftants Reformation, or correption
-(which is Irenaus his word) is (o neceflary, thatic countervails theevil of the
Schifm confequent. I add, thewords of Irenaus [the fpiritual man who ¥ &
Difciple of Chrift will judge all shem who are out of the truth] do juftifie the
Protéftants in judging thePopes and Popith Doctors,and Churches a5 Schilme=
ticks and Herericks, who by their Do&rine of Popes Supremacy,Invocation of
Saints,humane Satisfa&ions,inherent Juftice jultifying,Merit.of Condignity,

- have departed from the Apoftolical Faith, and by their cruel tyranny and ba-

tred of Reformation have the moft horrible and pernicious Schifm thatever
was in the Church of God, and the Proteftants are warranted thus to judge by
the holy Scripture.

The words of Cyprian de unit, Ecclef. in the third Age againft the Nova-
tians of the inexpiablenefs of their crime of Schilm, that it could not be pur=
ged by fuffering for Chilt, nor they be Martyrs, though they died for the Con~
felfion of bis Nlame, is too heavy a cenfure, yet if it were true is nothing againft
Proteftants, who are not guilty of that Schifm.

The words of Chryfoftom bom.xx. in Epbe[. fhew how grievous an evil
$chi(m is, but prove not, that they are all Schi(maticks, that {eparate from the
Roman Bifhop and Church, nor that the Proteftants are guilcy thereof, or the
Romanifts free.

The words of Optatuslib.z. are not to any of the points now in contro-
verGieexcept he mean by the unity of the Epilcopal Chait holding communion
with she Bithop of Rome, and affert that to be the one Epilcopal Chair to
which all other are to be {ubje® ; which if fo meant, the words are not true 3
if meancas Cyprian meant, that there is one Bifboprick of which each Bifhop
bolds a part intirely, in relpe@ of unity of Do&rine, the fpeech is good, buc
not againft Proteftants, who hold the unity of that Epifcopal Chair.

. The wotds of Auguftine lib.4. de Symb. fidei ad Cavech. cap.1o. if they
were true, yet are they nothing to the purpofe, unlels it were faid, that by the
baly Church he meant the Church of Rome, ot thac he who is found out of tte
Ghurch of Rome is-a ftranger from the number of [ons, that he hath not God
for his Father, nor will have the Church for his Mother, noneof which are
faid by him, It is true, there arethele words in Auftin’s {econd Expofition oR
Pfalm 2x. with us 22, ver.x8, He whobath charvity is [ecure or fafc. Noman
movesh it out of the Catholick Chureh. But thefe words are not againft Pro-
teftants, but again( Papifts, who move it out of the Catholick Church, and
confine it to the Roman, and moft uncharitably damn them, who are not of
theiv party;-therein following the Donatiffs, whom Aufiin there condemns,
who confined the Church to the part of Dopatus in Africa. And there is an-
other paffage in the fame Expofition which' doth juftifie the Proteftants and
condemn the Papifts in, the main point gf controverfie between us, what fhall
determine controverfies between us, they fay the Church, when the greatcon=
trovefie is which is the Church, we (ay the Scriprure, and fo doth Auguftine in
shefe words. The Teftament of .our. Father (thar is, the Scriptures, as the wards
a Jittle before fhew) 7 come ous of any holc, T know nor whar Tbicves wonld
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sake it away, I know not what Per[ecttonrs would burn it. " Whence(vever it
brought let it be read. Why firiveft thon? We are breshren, why do ,{f: }chrrt::'c?
“T'he Father dicd not withous a Will, he made bk will and (o died, be i dead and
rifen again, Solongthereis contention about the Inberitance of theDead unrill
she Will be publickly produced, and whenthe IVill i brotight invo she publick aff
arc filent, that the rables may be opened and'tecited. ‘The Fudge béliys wizbianl
the Advicares are filent, the Criers make flence, all the People is fuspended. shy
the words of the Dead nos percerving ir in thé Tomb may beredd. wy 'lzé:
withoat [enfe in the Monument, and bis words are in' force, Chrift its in He af
wen, and i bis Teftwment contraditted ? Open, le¥"us vead, we are Bréshren,
why dowe contend ¢ Let our mindebe pacified, our F asher bash ot left us Gady
out 4 Jill. He that made whe Will lives forever, bearsour viices, acknow.
ledgeth bis own. Letusread, why do ‘we contend ¢ Where the Inberitance it
felf i found,let us bold s, Thele words were (poken by Auffin sgainft Dos
natifts, and may rightly be applied to Papifts; who are the true canfe of 3| ¢k
hortible Schifms and bloodfheds among Cbriftians, becaufe they will nog ¢ e
who hath the Inheritance of the Church by the Scriptures, which are Godf’);
Will, but ufurp the name of the Catholick Church, as the Donatifts did, ‘and
under that pretence trample under foot all their Chriftian ‘Bréthiren i’n p
{World, who have as great and better Pottion in the Inheritanice of Ggg t:\c
Father and of the Chirch than themfelves, ' ’ ) their
The words of Auguftine in his Sermon (uper geftis Emeriti, ave niot, that sus
of the Church an Heretick may bave all things but Salvation, For hefaich, He
may bave the Faith, which he would not fay of the Heretick, but he chaixs i
of the Donatifts, which whether ‘it be true or no i§ ndthing''to I’mreﬁam‘;“.
who are and may be in the true Church of chrift, and have Glvation, “they *:
they be not in the Roman Chutch, ' iy iR v U
The wordsof Auguftine Epift.48. concérning the Donatifts, that they were
with ether Chriftians in Baptifm, in_the Creed, and in the othér Sucraments of
the Lord, but in the (pirit of unity, inthe bond of ‘peace, and firially i 1hé ¢4
tholick Church you are not witbus ;. do not at all touch Proteftants, who a4 in
the Catholick Chutch with other Chriffians, though niot with the Romian: i
ty, who are moft like the Dongtifts 5 and the Proteftants hold ‘with Augu};;;;
in the fame Bpiltle, that that kinde of ‘Lestérs (towit, of ‘Bithops, (Weh as Fiz
lary, Cyprian, ¢oc.) ¥ 10 be diftinguifbed fiom the authority of ‘the'Cinon'o f 1he
Scripture. Eor they arenor (o véad as if seftiniony were brought oiis of shem,
shat it may not be lawfull to think to the.contrary, if perbapsitbey shoughs el
wife than she drushyequires, - = Lt Al A
Ay : o
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1.7, bash ot folued the, Objeliions ag wifting Biréfiants' fom scbi e
et gyt prie p L

Y follows 5 1. ‘objedtions foved.. "OBjeR W Fhersitlt oniy Bossrbe,
Chirsh of Rome's exvours, Ao, Tes, from ber Casbolick and 25;‘}3.1’5
Doltiines..

*
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Doglrines. Shadorh ny erre in Faib,ias bashbeen praved. X anfwer there-
fore with s¢. Auguftine to the Donarifts; 1 objuit to you the crime of
Schifm, which you will deny, and* I will prefently prove, becaufe you do 1ot
communicare with all Nationsy cont. Petil.: Add, nonor with any Natien
before Luther, bosiad :

Reply,-that we feparate from any other than the Church. of Rome's errours,

and fins, is faid, but not proved, and that fhe, thatis, the Bifhop of Rome
and his party do not grre in. Faithis not proved, butimpudently faid againft
plain eyidence of Scripture;  Councils, and Fathers, and I reply by retorting
Auguftine's words. I object to you the crime of Schifm, which you will deny, and
I will prefently prove, becanfe you do nor communicare with all Nations, particu
larly you Englifb Recufant Papifts H. T\ and the reft are manifeft Schifma--
ticks, for you feparate from the Catbolick Church in that you do not communicate
with the Proteftant Church of Chrift én England, Itis falfe, that thofewho
held the fame truth with Proteftants under other names, held nocommuniod
with any Nation before Luther ; For as far as they couldy and ought, they
held communjon: with all that called 'on the Name of the Lord Fefusin
France, Bobemia, England, and elfewhere, under the names of Walden|es,
Huffies ; Picards, Wiclevifts, Lollards, and fuch like. :

H.T. adds. - Obje&. Werefufed oncly she Church of Rome's Ingovations
and Superftitions.  Anfw, You flander. Her Difcipline and Dodirines were the
fame then that they have been in all precedens "Ages. Did the Church perifl
([aith $t, Avguftine to the Donasifis, or did fhe mot 2 If foedid, what Church
brought forth the Donatifts ? (orthe Proveftants ? ). If fhe did not, what mad-
neS moved you to (eparate your [elves from ber, on presence of avoiding the com=
munion of bad men 2 lib.x. conr, Gaudent. cap 7. And again, Weare certain
no man can juftly (eparate bimfelf from the communion of all Nasions (yet Mar-
tin Luther and Mr. Tyndal didir) Epift.48. And in another place, All Se=
paration made before the drawing of she Nes onhe [hore (as the Day of Fudge-
ment) #s damnable and the Sucrilege of Schifm, which [ urpaffeth all osher
grimes, lib,2. cont. Epift: Parmen.

I reply, it isa Scolds trick to {ay we flander,and not to prove it. We prove
out of Paul’s Epiftle tothe Romans, that the Roman Church then held Jufti-
fication by Faithwithout Works,that every Soul even Popes were to be [ubje&t
to Princes, that the Scripturesare to be the Rule of Faith, tharthe Church of
R?me might fail, that the Roman church is but a particular Church, that it is
§V11 to judge Chriftians for not obferving difference of Meats and Days, that it
is Idolatry to do, as Papifts now do, worfhiping the Creature with fuch Wor-
" fhip as belongs to the Creatour, that we are not to invacate Saints in whom
we believe not, with fundry more, in which the prefent Roman church hath
fwerved from the primitive.. We prove out of Gregory the Great himfelf, that
the Dofrine and Dilcipline of the Roman church is not the fame nowas it
was in all precedent Ages, for he reje@ed the Title of Univerfal Bifhop now
ufurped by the Pope, and difavowed the Worfhip of Tmages, with other things
now received at Rome, and before him Pope Gelafius termed the denying the
Cup to.thc Lay-people facrilegions. - Augujtine him(clt hath taught U5 t0aC~
<ount his words below Scripture-canon ¢ yet bis (peeches touch not us, who do

Gg 2 not
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not feparate our (elves from the church of Chrift on pretence of avoiding com.
munion of bad men, but from the Papacy on full proof that the communion of
the Popith church is impofed on conditions of acknowledging fich Etrours,
and practifing fuch Idolatry as are damnables  We do not [ay; ‘that the ehiitch

erifhed, buttharit was continued in a remoant of perlecured Saints. We
need not allege any Church for our Mother, ) but the Jerufalem which is abey: ,
which #s the Mother of ws .zll.,_ Gal,g 26. .I judge it no better than an inconf(i-
derate (peech to fay, any vifible church “is the Mother of Chriftians, i isin
g appvchenﬁ""_““ one ias to (ay, the church is the Mother of the charch,
Ul}-iﬂﬂ” or believers being all one with the chukch, ‘and thesefore counvt fuch
“.Fe‘c\ms,whacvcr Father or Prelate he be that ufech chem, nobeteer than 1idieu-
Jous non-{enfe, and much more to call Bithops our Fathers in Chrift, “and yer
to te'm them the Chur‘ch_algo nm:l our Mother. Nor need we allege a Chiurch
that brought us forthy it isfufficiend we can prove our Faich to be accordiy to
the Gofpel, and allege that we have been l?cgpt{cn by it, which way (oever j¢
be. Were not the Iherians a church of Chriftiuns who were converted by g
caprive Maid when there was no church there before; and the Indizns by Fru-
mentizs without a Church to bring them forth ? Maynot a'man have Faith
and Salvationin a Wildeenels where he knows of no church 2 Neither did
Luther nor Tyndal (eparate tbemfelt{c: from all Nations, buc were expelled and
pe.[ecured by the devilifh Popes and Popith Clergy of Rome, when they en.
deivoured to reftore the purity of the Golpel to the Germans, Englifh, and
other Nations, If Auguftine meant Gmply, thar all Separation made before
the Day of Fudgement 3 damnable, he wrote that which is not truie, it being
cotrary to Paw’s pradtile, Aéls 1 8‘9.‘ God’s command, 2 Cor.6:x7. 2 Tim,
3 5. 2 I'hef]3.8. Revel. 18.4. He himfelf acknowledgeth fih.2. cone Epift,
P.rmen, cap.a1. A man ¥ not to affociate with others when be cannot have (o
ciety with them but by doing evil with them. But if he meant it of fuch S¢pa-
ration as the Donatifts made (as it is likely he doth) it toucheth notus, ‘whe
feparate not from the Romanifts; becaufe fome evil men avevolerated, ‘but bes
caule Errour, Idolatrys ‘and other evils are urged on us by them; ang fuch is
their tyranny, that without yielding te them there is no communion, by in
ftead thereof Banithment or Burning. ; -

Once more faith H. T'.- Obje&. We did bat [cparate ﬁ'o_m the particulyp
Church of Rome. Therefore not ffom the whole Cburcb._ Anflw, T told you in
the «Qu [rion of the Ghurches univer(ality in what [énfe ibe Chirch of Rome 7
univerfal or Catholick,and in what [enfe fbe is particuia ,rukeit in which accepri-
on youwill your Confequence is falfe, for whofocver (eparates fromy an acknom-
ledged true Member of the Catholick Church (and [uch the Church of Rome
shen was in ber particular) he confequently feparates from the whole, and i an
Heretick or Schifmavick. ;

I reply, neitheras it is taken for the congregation of Rome or Ttaly, nor as it
notes a colle@ion of all the Churches ‘holding communion wich'the Sce of
Rome is the Roman Church rightly termed ‘zhe Catholick Chureh : the non-
fenfe and falthood thereof is fhewed before Art.5. Seif.8, Nor isit true thas
he that (eparates from the Cathalick Roman Church, in cicher fenle & an Here-
sick or Schifmatick, Aad tohis proof [ fay, 1. "That many Proteftants de
oy the Romga Chirch a wue Member of the Cacholick Church when Luthey

fes
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{eparated, but call it an Antichriftian and malignant Church 3 and they thae
acknowledge it:a true Church, in refpe& of the trnth of being, yet not of Do
Guiniey. and chey chat [ay it had the truth of being,  (ay it not of the predomi- -
nant partybut of the latent, conceiving, it was with them as it was with Ifracl
in the day} of Elijub, -that they. did not-own thofe Erroursand evils which
were pra@tif d in them, or avouchied by them, though living among them, or if
they did yield to them, or fome of - thém, they had pardon, asdoingit in igno-
rance, resaining the old Creed of the Apoitles : And they accribute the truth
of it to the few fundamental Articles which they held, who were in ir, though
very unfoundly by reafon of the errours and corruptions mixed with them,
which made the Church among the Rominifts as 4 leprous man unfic for
converle and communion, with whom though they might continue for a
time in expetation of their repentance, yet they might fay to Rome being
found ur curable, as the Fews to Babylon, Fer, svi9. We would bave healed Ba-
bylon, but fhe is not healcd : forfake ber; and let us go ‘every onc into bis own
countrey ;- for her Fudgement:reacheth unsothe Heaven,and is lifted up unto the
Shies.” 2, Thatitis not univerfally true, that be who feparates flom an ac=
knowledged true Member o{ the Casholick Churdh [epartes from the whole :-there
may be a Separation partial not total, privative not . pofitive, out of prejudice
and paflion, in heat not in heart, as between Faul and Barnabas, Ads 5.3 9.
Chryfoftome and Epipbanius, temporary not perpetual, inprudence though not
out of abfolute neceflity, neceflary not voluntary, juft and not rafh, withous
revolt from the Faith; or petlecution of thofe from whom itis made. In many
of thefe fores there may be a Separation which may be from an acknowledged
true Member of the €atholick Church, and yet no Separation from the whole.
And therefore this Pofition of H. T. will not be yiclded bim without better
proof. and demonfiration, .that the Separation fiom the Church of Rome which
Proteftants have made cannot frand with union with the Catholick Church in
Dogtrine and Difcipline.. Which fure he hath not yet proved, nor is it likely he
ever will : butas the fathion of thele Scriblers-is, fing over again and again
their Cuckoes Song of ‘the Catholick' Roman Church, and that Proteftants
are Hereticks and SeQaries, with other Popifh gibberifh, though the folly and
frivoloulhefs theréof ‘hath been a thoufand times demonftrated,

1 have thus at laft examined thefe nine Articles; being moved thereto out of
hepe to do fome (ouls good by recoyering themoot of the fnare in which they -
are held by Satan ‘and Romifh Emiffaries. If they fhut their eys againf the
light, theic judgement will ‘be of themfelves, I fhall add prayer for them,
that God Would opentheir eys, and, if time, health, and other concurrences
fuit with my ‘aims, dilcover the vanity of theveft of H, T. bis Manual, In
the mean time, not as fome Romanifis blafphemoufly Praife be to the Virgin
Mother, in the end of their Writings, butas Paul concluded his Epiftle to the
Romans fo do I, To God onely wife be glory throush JESU S CHRIST

FINTS
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pof 2. The .zmbi]ghui‘] Zf H. T. bis [1ying of the Roman Church jts unity and
niver(ality is [rewed. X e
e 3. It;nit] of Difcipline undcr one vifible Head,ind of Faith withous diviﬁa?g
in [effer Points,is not proved ffom v Cor.ro.17. Ephelix.22,23. John 10,16,
3 Cor.1.10. A&s4.32. John x7.11. and the Nicene Creed neceffary to the
Churches being, .

. t !
4. It dsnotorioufly falfe that she Romanifts are perfeclly one, or baye bct;’cr

] ans of unity than Proteftants, and H.'T. bis Argument from ¢
::ig 2} ”:/fe c;bufnb is better againfe than fa( the Roman Church, & 7” ;
" The Argument of . T. from the unity of a natural body is againfe bi
for Proteftants.

6. The univét[ality which Matth.28.20. Ephel.4.12,13. John ‘4-!5,1767.
Luke 1.33- for time, Plalm B . (86) 9. I(ai 2.2.. Matth,28.20. Plalm 19.4.
or place, dgrees notto the now Roman Church, but may be beteer (aid of she
Proteftants. K 7 78
7. Thewords of Irenzus, Origen, Laantiug, Cyril of Jerulalem, Augu-
fine are not for the untvcr]alu) of_ H. T. by which he afferts the Catholicifm
of the Roman Church but againft it. : 8o
8. I+ is non-fenfe or falfe to term the Roman Church the Catholick Church,
and the fhifts of H. T. 10 avoid this Objection are difcovered. 31

e

ARTICLE V.

THe Roman Church is neither proved to be the Catholick Church, noy the
bighe(t vifible Fudge of controverfies, nor is it proved that fbo is infallible
both in ber Propofitions and_Definitions of all Points of Faith, mor. 1o have
power ffom God to oblige all men to obey ber .under Pain of Damnation, but ol
thicis ‘a mecr impudent arrogant claim of Romanifts that bath no.colonr of
proof from Scriptures or Antiquity. : o 85

Sec.1. The decit of H. T. in afferting an Infa.llib'ili!y and ;didture
tontroverfies in the Church, which he means of the Pope, is jhewed.y Li ibig{
r-),. Luke Yo.x6. proves not the Roman or Catholick Churches, Infallibi-

ity. '

3. Matth 18.17. or 18. x John 4. 6. Mark 16.15,16. make nothing ?Z-
the claim of the Roman Chureh, or Popes, or occumenical Councils In fallibili.
ty.

4. Noneof thefe Texts Matth.28.20. 1 Tim.3.15. Matth.16.18, ]ogg
1426, Johnx6.13. AQsus.28, doprove the Infallibility in Poings of Faith
;j ’:bc (;.:gbolulg or Roman Church, or the Pope, or a general Council approved

5. Theremay be good affurance of the Word of . God and iss meaning, 'ahd%:}
our Salvation without (uppofing the Churches Infallibility, 3% g
- ®. Neither ¢anthe Church oblige'men under Pain of Damnation to belies-?c

her
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ber Definitions of Faith, nor is there any fuch Fudicature o5 H. T, affertado be
afcribed vo ey, nor do any of the Fathers words cited by H. T. fay iv 4, the
words of Trenzas, Cyprian, libix. Bpift.3. Auguft. coner. Epift, Bundam,
cap.§. &ec.. are fhewsd not 1o be for it, but fome of them pliinly againft it. 97
7. The Objiitions from Scriprare and Reafon againft the Injalliility which

¥1.T. aferibes to the Church are made good againft bis Anfwers, 106
8. The Objectionsof Proteftants againftsbe Churches Infallibility from Fa-

thers and Councils are vindicated ffom . T. bis Anfwers. 124

ARTICLE VL

THG Roman Church is nos démonftrated tobe the true Church by ber [anctity
and Miracles, 131

Se@.v. The Texts brought by H. T, to prove that the truc Clurchis known
by [anétity and Miracles arc fhewed 20 be impersincns. ibid.
2, The fanctity of men in former Ages proves not the holinefS of the prefent
Roman Church. , ' , L3R
‘4. The imagincd bolinefS of Benedi&, Auguftine, Francisy Dominidi,
proves not the verisy of the now Roman church. = 134
4. . The Roman church is not proved tabeshe rrue church by she balincfs of it
Doitrine, but the contrary is trut, : : 136
"''§. The Devotion of the Romanifts fhews not the baline[s of the Roman
shurch, it being for the moft part will-warfbip and Pharifsical bypocrific. 139
“ 6. The power of working Miracles is wo certain mark, of thetrue ‘b"l'i";'
.. The Popifhpretended Miracles prove nov the truth of their church, nor the
Miracles velured by (ome of the Fahers. * .~ 144
8. The Objections againft the proof of the verisy of the Roman ¢hureh from
the Power of Miracles are nat folved by H. T 147

: AR TICTLEANIL
THC Pope’s or Bifhop of Rome’s Sdprcm:ic; ar Headfbipof the wh.church
8 'i.fﬂl'p‘rovfdbjﬂ. T. " . et | Lo : l,x'

Sc&.x. Neither is it proved nor probable that Petex was Bifbop of Rome, oF
that be was 1o have a Succeffour, ibid.

_ 2. From being the Foundation, Matth. 16.18. and feoding the sheep of
Ghuift, Johny yrya Gy, neitber Peter’s nor the Popc’s Supremacy 3 proiﬁ;
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be Text Matth.16.18. proves not any Rule oy Do;
; :lnt3 :4;;{”6!, but a Promife of [becial fuccefS in bis Preaching. 56
4. John 2x.16,17,18. proves mot Peter's Supremacy over the whole church,

minion in Perer over
I §

’ ; ; 159

§. Deter's charge 1o confirm bis Brethren, Luke 23.31, and bis priovity of
Inusd , prove not his Supremacy, : Pe,
xorzl’l"r’;::'z:tpc Popes of Rome are not Succeffours of Peter, 164
7. The Sayings of Fathers and Councils prove not Peter's or the Popes Sy

: 165
Pregm;_-hc holy Scriptures John 1g.17. A&s25.10,11. Luke 2.2 §. 1 Cor.,
1 ;' o{;mbrow the Pope’s Supremacy, : : 165
3 9 : Cyprian, Hicrome, Gregory, the councils of Conftantinople; €halce.
. Nice, are a ainft th'Pogc’:supre;.Mq_ : & 176
do?"’Nol;"b $ E’g”f crours calling Councils, Pope Joan, Papifts killing Princes
txcwr;munimt, not keeping faith with Hercticks, *os

; P \ >
ARTICLE WIIL

THe unwristen Tradition which H, T. teyms Apoftolical is wot the tyye Rule
of Chyiftian Faith. 187

Se&t.x. The Argument for Apoffolical tradition as the Rule of Faith fror
the means of planting and conferving F aith a firft is anfwered, ibid,

2. Hnwritten traditions are not proved to be the true Rule of Faith from the
affrance sheveby of the Dogfrine and Books of Chrift and his Apoftles,

3: Tbe obligation of the church not to deliver any thing as 2 Puint of Faith
but whas they received proves nos unwristen Tradition a Rule of F aith,

4 - Counterfeits even in Poinss of Faith might and did come into the church
under tbe name of Apoftolick tradision wishout Juch a force as H, T, imagines
peceffary thereto,

B ; 19§
" §. The Romanifts can never gain theiy ¢aufe by referring the whole tyiq) of
Faith to the arbitrement of Scripture, bus will be proved by s 30 bave revolred
From €hriftianity. 3 198
q.b Sayings of Fatbers and Councils prove not unwritten Traditions a Rule of
Faith, ; B s o 0 B ey e 203
7. Objeitions from Scripture for ite [ufficicncy wishous unwritten Tyad;.
tions are -umdfzcated fromH. T, bis Anfwers, . ot agy
8. H.'T. [olves not she Objedtions from Reafon for the Seriprures (y jens
“without unwritten Traditions, i ] [vhie 31:
Ta 85043 DWW a2
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ARTICLE IX

Roteffants in not holding communion with the Roman church, as now it is,
in their worfhip,in not [ubjecting themfelues to the Pope as their wifibleHead,
in denying the new Articles of theTridentinCouncil and PopeRius the fourth his
Bull,are neither guilty of Schifm norHevefie.But Papifts by cjecting them for this
cau[c, and feeking to impofe on them shis [ubjection are truly Schi[maticks, and
jn bolding the Articles which now they do are Hercticks. 220

Sect.t. H.T. bés Definitions of Schifmand Herefic are not right, ibid.

2. Proseftants arc not proved o be Secarics by thefir[t beginning of Re-
232X

formation.

. The Sayings of Fathers prove nos Proscfeants Heresicks or Schifma«
zicz:. 234

" 4« H.T. bash nos [olwcd the Objeitions acquisting Proteftanss from Schifm
and Herefie, and condemning Papifss. 226
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