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Chrilt, and obferved by thecuftome of the whole Church for above a thoufand
Jears, and untothis day of the Eaftern Churches. And ulthough the ufe of one
kinde came up abous 1he year 1300. yet the moft learned of thofe times never
taughe that it war mecefJary o to be obferved. Tonftal Bithop of Durbam, de
verit, corp, & fanguinis, p. 46. till the Council of Lateran it was free for all
7ien 1o follow their own conjeilure concerning the manner of Chyifts prefence in
the Eucharift. Polydor Virgil, de invent. rer. 1. 6. 13, afore the Index Expur~
&avorius put them our, had thefe words, By the teffimony of Hictom it appears
how in a manner all the ancient holy Fathers condemned the worfbip of Images
for fear of Idotatry. Cafland. con(ult.tit.deimag. It 7 verily manifeft out
of Auguftin, writing on Plal.x13. that in his age the ufe of Imagesin Churches
was not,  Claudiug Efpencaus a Bithop in T'r. ¢, 1. many hundred years after
the Apofties by reafon of the want of otherey Pricfts were marvied, Greg. de
Val.tom. 4. difp.g, pun&. 5. fe&. 9. with others confeffeth, that in the moft an-
gient times of the Church, and after the Apofiles death Pricfts bad their wives,
Harding in his anfwer to Fewel onthe third Article 3 Perily in the primitive
Church this was neceffary, when the faith was in learning. And therefore vhe
prayers were made then in & common known tongue to the people; for caufe "f
their furtber inftruction, who being of late converred to the faith, and of _Pai-
nims made Chriftians had need in al} things to be taughe, Fobn Hart in his
Epiftie to the Reader before the conference with Dy, Rainold in the Towers
In truth I think , that although the [piritnal powcr be more excellent than the
temporal, yer they are both of God, mcither doth the one depend of the other.
Whereupon I gasher as acertain conclufion, that the opinion of them whobold
the Pope 20 be aremporal Lord over Kings and Princes, is unreafonable and
improbable altogether. For he bath nos to meddle with them or theirs civilly,
much lefs to depofe them, or give away their Kingdoms 3 that is no part of bis
commiffion. He bathin my judgement the Fatherhood of the Church, not a:
Princehood of the world : Chrift himfelf taking no fuch title on bim,nor giving ¢
to Peter or any other of bis Difciples. Bifhop Fewels challenge and performance
isknown, Bifhop Mortons Catholick Apology and Appeal, befides many other
books are extant 3 by which it may be plainly difcerned, that Papifts have nok
the Fathers of the firft five hundred years for them, and that even the l.eamedf
writers of the Popifh party have vented fo much in their writings, as yeilds an
apology for Proteftants in all or many of the points in difference’ between Pro-
teftants and Papifts.
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: SECT. IIL iy -
Proteftants have bad [ufficient [ucceffion to aver their doctrin in the Latin
Churches.

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

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

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

ceflary.
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gcﬂary, 3. Tothe Minor,though P;otcﬁants have not a contiqued number of
Bifhops, Priclts and Laicks {ucceeding one another from Chrift and his A
poftles to this time in the profeflion of the fame faithor tenets, the thirty
nine Articles or any other et number of tencts c;pl‘silydh;)[d1ng and denyin

all the fame points 3 yet they do agree with Chritt an‘ﬂ s Apoftles in the
do@rin of the Chiiftian faith, and the Chriftian “.’ofl “P’l and there hath
been a fucceflion in all sges hicherto of Chriltian pro ‘:HMS‘ lolding the fame
points of fajth in the fundamentals, although lometimes niore purely and con.
{picuoufly than ar other times 3 and they have oppofed, though not with the

i t, or largenels in every age, the Popith errors now a.
like [uccels, agreemen > fourthghis Creed and che Treat Cancngs. - A (o

vouched in Pope ’};’ﬁfd:hc Major : 1deny, that the Major proceeds from the

3?}'(1"::;5;;71”:1; ft,;.lc::othing defined, [ a continued number of Bilhops, Pricfts gng

- ceeding one anothey in the profeffion of the 'j ame fauig from Chrift and
b",-‘j’f;oﬁ';ff to tb%: time] being not the definition of the continued fucceffion
neceflary to the being of the true Church of God 5 as hath been proved before -
in the anfwer to the former Asticle, Seit, 4. 5. Andtothe groof of the Mingy,
1 anfwer, that Proteftants may have true fucceffion from Chrift and hxs. Apo-
ftles, and may be efteemed Chriftians and Catholicks, though thcy differin
many material points, aslong as they hold the fame fundamental points, and
Proteftants, oppofing all or fome of the chief points ot Porery as they arole and
were difcoygrc‘r to them, though they did not difcern all their errors, nor re.
linquifh all their pra&iles, or the communion of the Churches [ubje& to the
Bithop of Romesrule: butthey were truely Protcftants, however otherwife
named, while they did hold the fame fundamental cruths we hold, and oppofed,
as they appeared to them, all or fome of the Popith corrupt worthip and errors,
which the Proteftants [now do, And for proof of this’ we rightly name the
Waldenfes, Huffires, Wicklevifts, Albigenfes, Puritan IWaldenfes, Beringarians,
Grecians, of whom writers teftifie they excepted againdt the Popes fupremacy,
purgatory, half communion, tranlubftantiation, fetting up and " worfhip
of Images, propitiatory facrifice of the Mafle for quick and dead, invocation
and worfhip of Angels and Saints deceafed, {even Sacraments, with other ep..
vors of the now Romanifts 3 and yet in the chief points of Ghriftian faith
and worfhip did agree with the now Proteftants; as may be gathered from the
confeflions, and writings of their own, either extant or acknowledged in the
hiftories and writings of their adverfaries, fuch as were Ruainerius, Aineas
Sylviusy, Cochlays, and others. See Samucl Morlands hiftory of the Evanges
lical Churchesin Piedmont the firft book, by which their confeflions angd
treatiles are brought to light agreeing with Proteftants.  WWhat H. T, brin s
againft thisis cither falfly afcribed to them by the calumnies of their adyer.
{aries, whofe recitals of their opinions to the worft fenfe no man hath reafon to
believe, efpecially confidering their works extant do refute them, . and it hah
been often complained of; that they have been mifinterpreted and mifreported
or elle, if true, 1s infufficient to invalidate our allegation of them, 2

H. T. tells us the Walden(es held the real prefence, that the Apoftles were
Lay men, that all Magifirates fell fromtheir dignity by any mortal finy that it g
%ot Liwful vo (wear in any cafe, &c. Illiricus in Catalog. Walden(. Confef,
Bohem. a.1." and Waldo an unlearncd Mercbans.of Lyons lived bus in the
Jear x160. Anfw, .
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Anfw. Sare he was not altogether unlearned, of whom it is (aid by fome thae
have feen his doings yer remaining in old parchment monuments, that it appear
eth he was both able to declare and to tranflite the books of Scripture, alfo did
collect the Dogfors minis upon the (ame.” Yet were he unlearned, fure he had
ﬁ.orcvof companions among the Romanifts, Friers, Bithops and Popes of thofe
times, by one of whom a Bithop was condemned as an heretick, ' for holding
that there are Antipodes 5 and Puaul the (ccond (aithy Platina pronounwd{bcm
bereticks, who fhould_ from thenceforth mention the name of the dcademy, cither
i earncjt or in jeft." The very decrees and Epiftles of the Popes in their
Canon law fhew, that few of them had any skill in the Scriptures or the
original languages competent to divines, and who fo readeth their writings
oblervingly, “fhall find that the ableft of their {choolmen in thofe dayes were
very ignorant of the Scripture fenfe and language. Nox do I think the Popes
an.d generality of Bithops and Driefts, and Preachers among the Romanifts at
this day are ‘men of much learning in the holy Scriptures. So thatT pre-

ume }¥aldys, as unlearned as he was, was comparable to the Roman Clergy
at that time in learning, and for holine(s of life, by the relation even of Popifh
Writers, exceeding them as much as gold exceeds lead , and therefore as likely
to know the mind of God as any Pope, or Bifhop, or Frier atthat time. Nove
clear itis by an ancient manuf(cript alledged by the Magdeburg. cent. 12.¢. 8.
that the Waldenfes held, that the Scripture #s the only vule in the Articles of

. faith, fathers and councils no otherwife to be received then as they agree with

the Scriptures, that the Scriptures are to be vead by all forts of men, that there
are rwo Sacraments of the Church, that the Lords [upper # appointed by chriff,
and to be received by all forss in both kinds, that Maffes were impious, and this
it was @ madnefs to (ay Maffes for the dead, purgatory to be a figment, the invo-
cation and wor]iip of dead Saints to be idolatry,” the Roman Church to be the
whore of Babylon, shat the Pope bath not the l‘[uprcmacy of all the Churehes of
Chrift, marriage of Pric[ts to be Lawful : with (undry more, which are agree~
able to Proteftant tenets againft Papifts : which is confirmed, becaufe muc.h
to the {ame purpole. Bneas Sylvius in his Bobemian hiftory writes of their
opinions. Noris it likely they held what they are faid by H. T' to have held.
For it appears by the dilpute berween them and one Dr. Autin, fec down by
Mr. Fox Atts and Monuments ac the year 1179. out. of Orthuinus de¢ grativs,
that their opinion was, that Chrift 4 one and she [ame with bis natural body in
the Sacramens, whichbe % at the right band of bis Father ; but nor after the
ame exiftence of his body. For the exiftence of bis body inheaven is perfonal
and legal : there to be apprebendcd by the fairh and [pirit of men.  In the Sa=
Crament the exiftence of bis body 3 not perfonal orlocal 1o be apprebended or re-
cezved of our bodies, after 2 perfonal or corporal manncy , but after a §acrd-
mental manner + that s, where our bodies receive the fign, and our firit the
thing fiznified.  And Ilyric. cas. teft. verit. tells s, shas it s [aid 1o be their
Opinion, that the tranfubftantiation is not made in the hand of the conficicnt, bue
En the mouth of him that receives it worthily, And though be (ets down the v
words of Raineriys as they were, yet he conceives the things obje@ed were

calamnices,  As for what is brought out of the B.hemian confeflion, Anne
1535. It fpeaks of their renct then, but not what thofe in Gallia held in’ and
about the time of Waldus, who from him were termed Waldenfes. 1tis Pn;:.
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y the Apofties were lay men not ordaincd_, or tradelmen, aq
Peter was a filher, Paul a tencmaker, not thereby dcrogaung_from the Apa.
‘funétion, when they were made Apofties, butendeavouring to abate the
fbles:fun of the Bifhops and Pr efts, who sppropriated to themfelves the titla
nn-olganlﬁ y (which Peter, 1 Pet.g. 3. gavero all the flock of Chrift) and the
ofv:;iclm\% to tran{lare, read, expound and p.rcth the Scriptures, whiqh the
I;‘aldcn fes held tobe free’ to all men, By Magiftrates falling from their djg._
T by lartale Fute: MR likely they meant Ecclefiaftical, whom they held Gy
nity vy O the excraife of their funttion, when they lived wickedly, e,
dl-'? fufpen f" cive, ani [s not 10 confbcrate, as T find ivin, Hlyric. carqy, b
betng 'Mhm ’;::ant i'r, that Magiftrates were not to be o!acycd i.n their wicked
pachaps t{‘f)” R moft 'pmbab]c they meant n) itwas juft with God
commam?ﬁll from theiv dignity 3 and that be by his providence did (o op..

: ] : : A
:;::yi:h?,:; that men might depole them, as Papifts have taught, nor that ipfy
3 a

¥; v ceale to be Magiftrates. The fame th!ng alfo H. T faith of the
{;Z‘o[:;‘_\;’); out of the couicilof Conftance, and 1}"]?“'“ to them and to the
Hu/fites from the council of Conftance, zlm.au tvmgsfcam; gg pafs by faral
nece[iry, milundedtanding necellity of event by realon of Gods deeree for fatg]
e iy and.that al the works of the predcftinate arcverties, which
avolc from their do&rine, that they could not fall from the faich, asif therehy
they muft holdy that then they could not fin. That the #Waldenfes beld ig pgy
Lawul to fwer at all, 15 RO {olikely, as that they beld the frequency of {weqp.

able they mighe [a

ing unlawful, which is made the occafion of their demying [wearing to be lawfuy,
by Ruinerdes himfel€ in 1lyr. catal, oy pethaps they reje@ed monkifh vows ang.

oaths of canonical obedicnce, and many other oaths impofed on men, toge.
ther with (wearing by the Mafs, Crofs, Rod, on'a Book.  But if they held 3]
fwearing unlawfuly they held what Sixtus Senenfis, 1ib.6. ‘Biblioth, Anno,
26. (aith is conceived to have been held by many, Fathens, Origen, Athanafiug
Epiphanius, Hilarius, A mbeofius, Chromatius, Hieronimus, Chryfoﬂ:omus’,
Theophyla@us, Oecumenius, Euthymius, whom he excufeth and endeavoury
to acquit from error, and o do others th‘Ilede.ﬂch', ;anew;i;, &c. as Birk.
bek in cent. 1 4. doth Wigleff out of his Latin expofition of the {econd Comt
mandment. b :

Thas the Huflites beld MafS, tranfubftantiation and [even Sacraments wivy
the now Romanijts, 1find.notin Mr, Fox , nor dath H. T, tell me where |
may find it in him 3 chat the Huffites or Wicleff' beld all the works of the prea
deftinare vo be veriugs, or that all things cometo pafs by fatal neceffiry (mean.
ingof a concatenation of two caules antecedent to Gods decree, and: bingip
him). is.no more to be believed, becaufe the council of Conffance condemneq
them, then that Wicleff held that God was to obey the Devil, becaule it wag fo
charged on him, from which his lealrne_d works yet remaining do free hiny
And it istound that the clamorons Jefuits endeavor to faften the like Odiou';
inferences on the doGine of predeftination taught by Calvin and other p;q.
teftants, which being rightly undeiftood infers them not,

What Bernard faith, and Koger Hoveden of the Albigenfes, and Raineriys
ofthe Casharifts might be true of fome of thole that went under their name, as
the Gnofticks did ot Chriftians, and perhaps fome Ranters or Quakers may do

under the name of Proteffants. But the errorp are contrary to the Walden(e,,
Widevif
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Viclevifts, Huffites confeflions and writings yct remaining, and Rainerius bis
(l;wn wo{ctis,, tha{rtbc Walden(es or Leoniﬁsgdid believe all tbmg{ well of Gocfé
and all the Ariicles which are contained in the Creed, do acquit them s an
they feem to be the crrors of fome rempant of the Manichces. But Pﬂ_l‘hal(’;
Bernard was miftaken in the charge on them, as he was in the acculation
Petrys Abailardus and others  The tenets zhat the univerfal Qburcb (mcau’l?-
ing the Catholick Church which we believe in the Creed) confijleth only of the
predejtinate, that they cannot fall fromthe faith meaning rotally or finally, are
the opinions of many learned Proteftants, and thercfore the Huffites holding
them, may notwith{tanding thole opinions be reckoned for Proteltants, Ne-
verthelefs were it true, that the Huﬁm:y and Widlevifts and Waldenfes taught
what H. I'. faith of them, yet we might alledge them as wictnefles againit the
now Popifh errors, which they then declared againft, and a catalogue of Pro=

;cﬁanr {ucceflors continued from the Apofties in the naming them, rightly
ormed.

$ ECTu V.

The (ucce[fion in the Greek Churches may be alleged for Proteflants, notwith-
franding H. T. bis exceptions, :

A'Ca:alogue of Bithops, Prielts and Laicks in the Greek churches con-
% tinued in the profeflion of the fame faith with the Proceftants againft
Popifh errors is alleged by fome learned Proteftants. Againft which H.T.
EXCCPEs. 1. That they rejedted the communion of the Proteftants, cenfur. ecclef,

‘This doth not prove they profefled not the fame faith' with
Proteftants againft Papifts, For they might upon (ome differences, upon
which perhaps they difagree with the Romanifts, reje& the communion of the

Proteftants, and yet profefs -with ProteRancs the fame faith, and oppofe the
fame Popifh errors.

2. Saith he, they were ar leaft feven or cight hundred years in the com-
munion of the Roman Church, a5 witse[s the firft eighe general councils all beld
in Greece, and approved by the Popes of Rome. - Anfw. To (peak exadly, a
Etneral council is ablack Swan, there having never been any council (o generaly

ut that there have wanted meflengers from many Chiiftian Churches in the
World. The four firft councils of the Bifhops of the Empire have gottena
great repute in the Chriftian Churches, .andhave beett accondted as. the foric
Evangelifts, though the canons extant even of the firft, Nicene council have no
fuch excellency in them, asto defcrve (o greatan opinion. Of the four later,
furcly the two laft lefle deferve the name 3 the later Nicene council being
affronted by the Carolin council about Images at Frankjord, and the eighth

Y another of the fame place of better note, by Michsel the Emperor and Pho-~
Iiws the learned Pawiarch of Conftantineple s ‘who [ure acknowledged not the
: OP¢s Monarchy, but lived and died in conteft againftthem. Bur neicher the
am:irf tft, nor the four laft did ever aferibe to the Pope of Rome the monarchy

Nd lupremacy, which.are now arrogated, nor did they ever receive what they

Profefled, becaufe they profefled it, nor doth the defire or acceprance, much lefle
H 2 \ the
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ing the Popes approbation at all prove any authority over them in hjpy,
;?%?i?é:gthing ulE:al K%P(eek approbation of men, Ylho have nti) authority_o_n;
the feekers, by reafon of their elteem for P\‘UdCUCC’k m:mg and other qualitics,
d for the more ready receipt of what they fec '-9 ave .a;l’_proved. But the
= ncils determinations, and that with Amtb_em.zl to the Eal" ayers,thewed thae
iﬁ:ﬂudgcd them(elyes ro have dﬁiﬁ‘?’ power P‘;{‘.‘:m“‘ the Pope, though pis
; I or lome purpoles,
confent ?lg) wcr; a%idﬁa,?tu:;ﬁh was mdg: by the Grecians denying the proa
: l‘;nsa;i:bC’;;U Ghoft from God t;eﬂfr;::trbcy were unived again 1o the Church
: ) ence [¢ff. cdjk, -
of Rome ml rbglc_?lt:r:;elf] ;{lglg?ms proceflion of che ley Gh(zfi from God the
Snf ’gn(’l}cwéd to be an erroonly in manner of (peaking, by Sir Richard Ficld
of the Church, ihird biok, 'k 1. 'and other learned men. 2. The revolt fo
Tong fhews the Protcftants had predeceflors for many hundred years togather
in (;’ppnﬁng the ufurpations and errors of the Roman Popes and Churches,
3. The reconciliation at Florence was but an impzrfe& thing, by perfong

whofe aéts were not avowed afterwards, nor did the union hold, " but wag

ickly diffolved. 4. The council of ! Florence was a council not allowed by
:]}Lnla: azy Bafil, as being only of a fa&tion to avoid the queftioning of Pope Ly gen
nius. Sce Platina in vita Eugenii. 4. !

4. Saith H T, they held tranfubftantiation, feven Sacraments, unbloody
fucrifice, prayer to Saints and for the dead, cenf, ecclel. orientali
12,1321, :

: An;f’w. The Grecians hold not any fuch tranfubfantiation as whereby the

) €75 10y

elements are abolifhed, and ceale to be that they were, but whereby they become
what they were not, and the tranfubftantiation chey hold is a change of the
communicants into the being of Chrift, that is partakers of the divine Nature,
as the Apoftle means when he (aith 1bey are the body of Chbrift, as Dy, Ficld
proves out of Damfven, Cyril and others in bis third book of the Church, ch y,
Bithop Fewel reply to Hardings anfwer, art. 10. Nor are the fpeeches of trane
fubftansiationy tranfelementarion and fuch like term:, ufed l_)y the Greeks, an

other than lofty hyperbolical fpeeches, fuchas the Apoﬁle‘ulcth when he (aith,
Chrift was crucified among she Galatians, Gal. 3. v which abound in Chry.
foff ome, Pfeudo, Dionyfius Areepagita ‘&c. mfomu‘ch, th_at. Chryfoftom {ome.
times expreffech che prefence of Chrift in the euc.harlﬂ’, as if it were fenfible, the
communicants touching Chrifts body, fecing bis blood, baving ihei, mouthg
made ved by it, [ucking bis bhod, receiving bim into our houfe, with more of the
like, as may be fcen in Chamier, Panfir. cath, tom.4.1ib. 11, ¢, 9. 'As for feven
Sacraments, the Greeks do not teach them robe o many, and no more, nop
the unbloody facrifice any otherwile, then by it tomean 4 commemorarioy of the
facrifice of Chrift, as Chryfoftum in his bom. on the tenth to the Hebrew, oy
prefleth it. It cannot be proved that the Grecks ufe (uch prayer ¢o $aints
as the Papifts do, dire@ing their prayers to cthem as hearers, and by vertue of
their merics helpers to them that call on them, Neitherdo they pray for the
dead fhut up in purgatory (which as I alleged out of Roffenfis, the Greeks dg
this day deny) and there enduring punifhmene of (enfe, for deliverance th
but commemorate the dead , even the moftjholy martyrs and confefiors,
pray for their happy refurre@ion and acquical in the laft judgemens, As

ence,
and
for

the
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the Egyptian Chriftians and Armenians,what they hold is not {o eafie to know
by reafofx of th:irﬁremotencfs from Europe, nor what Succcflion ‘hfﬂy ha"‘i‘.
had. But this is manifeftenough, that they did never (ubmit to the Bbl 1;)}},0.
Rome as their Head, exceps what was done at Florence (for which M“d ae -"I
lealogus the G reck Emperour was abhorred by the Grecks, and dcmeh Buu;,
and Ifidor Arch-bifhop of Kiovie in Ruffis depoled and putto death) 02 {1
fome obfcure perfons, whofe aés the Churches never owned, and yet there fllh
not appear {ufficient reafon to exclude themr out of the Catholick Qhu\c_,
notwithftanding fuch Brrours as are imputed tothem, nor to queftion their
Succeffion. Nor isthe Proteftants pretence to the Fathers of the firt five
bundred years idle, (it being not falfe, but moft crue, and fo proved !)y fr’cvw:'l
and others, and the An{wers of Harding and other Romanifts proved infuffici-
ent) that they werein the moft maievial points Proteftants, that is held other-
wile than the Romanifts now do. And.though it prove nota Succeffion of.ﬁx-
teen hundred years continued, yet it, proves a Succeffion of (o long continu-
ance as will make void the popith claim of Succeflion as peculiar to them, and
with any confiderate pecfon fo far take place as to juftifie the Prq:eﬁams oppo=
fition againft the modern Papift’s Errours and Innovations. 'Tis true, thofe of
the fixih Age muft needs know betier what was the Religions and Tencts of
them who lived.in the fifth Age by whom they were inftruited, and with whom
they daily converfed, than Proteftants can now do, in thofe things which they de-
livered by word of mouth to them, if they were heedlull, intelligent, and
mindefull of what they heard, But what they left in writing we may know
as well as they. And experience thews that oft times upon miftakes, and fome-
times voluntarily the (ayings of men (poken, yea.fometimes their very Wri-
tings, either by nnskilfalnefs, or negligence; or fraud, are mil-reported, and
therefore notwithftanding this reafon of the acquaintance of thofeof the fixth
Age with thofe of the fifth, yet it may be that Proteftants may know the
minde of the Fathers in the fifth Age as well as thofe that lived in the fixth,
But thac thofe of the fixth Age have protefted on their falwation that the Do-
¢Irine raughe by the Fathers inihe fifth Age was the very [ame with theirs in
cuery point, or the Doftrine now taught by the Romanifts was received from
them by word of mouth, and fo from Age to Age is nor true; yetif the
fhould, we have no more caufe to credit them, than the Church had to believe
the Millenarics and &Quartodecimans, becaule of Papiss and others their repors
of Fobn, with whom they converfed.

SR CT: V.

The Romanifts Dogfrine as it 3 now was not she Dofrine of the Fathers of

tbe firft five bundred years, mor # acknowledged 10 be [o by the learncd
Proteftunts, /

H.T. adds athird Argument to prove, that bis with other Romanilts Doflrines,
(in which they differ from Proteftants and are oppofcd by.them) are raught
and approved by the F athers of the firft five bundiea years, which be thinks 1o

H 3 prove
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i i " the Fathers, and the
rove by that he hath cited, and fhall cite put of ¢ ’ con feffi..
f;m ofybis Adver(aries, and rothar end ¢itcs fome §peeches of Fulk, Kemni.

tius,Whitgift, Calvin, Whicaker, Peser Martyty Duditius, Rainolds, Jewe] 5
and then infers triupsphantly, thereforc the Fasher: of the firft five bundred
yoars are not for Proveltanss, but for va s therefore Proscftants arc utierly a1 g

““lofi in the poime of ‘continued Suiceffions

i iced hath been thewed to be infufficient,
Anfw. 1. Ha 1151‘15:‘?:5 ;:t:&er,if God vouchfafe me time and ‘ﬁuenar:g
CE [fg es cited, the two laft are not to the purpofe, anq
to that énd, 2. OF the PRE d. “The Speeches, asthey ate cited,

A dly; and conuptly'clfc . P ) y cited, fﬂy
they are rmhf":;;f the popifh Doltrin taught and approved by the Fachers of 1ha
: E:& R{_ hundred years, but the unceitainty of finding out the truth by thejy
fayings without the Scriptures. And that the dc.almg of‘ this Author may
appears T fhall fet down the words as T ﬁndc them in Fewel's Apology, part.q.,
cap.2z. divif.3. For whore 'thefemen bid the boly Scripturcs away as dumb ang
vuitle(s, and procurc us to come to God bn_rn]elf. :'vbo [peaksin the Church and in
sheiv Councils, that 75 to [ay, 'to belicve their fancies and opinions this way, find..
ing oug the truth #s very uncertain, and exiceding dangerous, and in a manncy g
fantaftical and mad way, and by no means allowed 0 f she holy F.'az.ber:. Which
Speech is a moft true and favoury Speech, yet not in the leaft intimating a djf.
Gdence ¢f the Fathers of the firlt five hundred years being for the Papilts (the
conteary to which Bithop Fewel fhewed in his famous Challenge at Paul’s
Crofs, and his makidg iv good againft Farding) but onely vindicating che ho-
ly gc,riptures from the foul Speeches of Hofins, Pighius, and other Romanifts,
and afferting the authority of the holy Seriprures. ““The other paffage which g
cited out of Dr. Rainold’s Conference (in H, T\ itis printed Confeff.) cap.g.
divif.x. isas corruptly and maimedly cited, the words being thus at large,
Tndecd Vincentius Lirinenfis preferreth this mark (of truch the confent of the
Fathers) before the reft, as baving beld when they failed. Neverthelefs pg
[peaketh not of it neither, as that it may ferve for trtul and decifion of queftiogg
between us. For what doth be acknowlege to be a pointapproved, and (uch a5 we
are bound ta believe by this mark ? ‘even that which the'Fathers all with one
confent bave beld, written , taught , plainly , ¢ mmonly, continually. Ang
who can avouch of any point in quefiion, that ot onc or two but all the Fathers
beld it, nor onely beld it, but alfo wrotc it 5 nor oncly wroteit, but alosaughs i 3
not darkly,but plainly;not feldom, but commonly; not for a fhort [eafon,but cont;.
auallyswhich [o grear confent is partly fo rarc,and fohard to be found,partly (o yp,.
fure, though 1t might be found that bhimfelf (to fafhion it to fome ufe and ceypain_
“2y) #s fain 1o limit and refirain it, Which words were found, and are neceflary,
but not {poken out of any diftruft of his caule or imagination, as if the Fa-
thers of the firft five hundred years were for the Papifts. For in that very con-
“ference he largely ‘proves; that not onely the Fathers of the fielt five hundred
Jyears, but al(o the fucceeding Councils and Fathers till the fixteenth Century,
id oncly yield the Pope a Primacy among other Patriarchs, but not a Supre~

_macy over the whole Church, and that Primacy that was given him was by
~cultome'of the Church for the honour of the Imperial City (which was au-
“ferible) notbecaufe of -any grant of Chriff, which was irrevocable, Duditiy
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was one whom by Thranus his defcription of him,~ift Lg6 towards the end, 7
know not whether T may recion among Proveftants 1hough be were an mg‘””‘;’:" :
and learned man,yes there is no reafon bis words [hould be alleged Jwrlh'; corz{c.,.j»-
on of Proteftants, Perer Martyr’s Speech refpe@s onely the point f.v(vcvf3>wl}lfl‘
Is-notapoint of faith, 1#hitaker’s Speech is not of the Fathers of the it sco.
Yyears, but of the ancient Church, which might be afier, or onely in fome part of
thattime. The words of calvin, lib 3 inflic. cap s.parag vo. are not rightly
alleged, being not together as H. T'. cites them, but injurioufly pieced out of
&peeches, that ace diltant one from another. He doth not deny, nor yet exprel=
ly (ay, that iv was a cuftume thirteen bundred years ago to pray for the dead =
brt whereas it was objeéted by the Adverfaries, he urgeth, that if ir were fo, 1F
was without Scripture, that it came ot of carnal affection, that what we reade
inthe Ancients done thercin was yiclded to she common manner and gm0~
rance of the vulgar, be confeflech they were carried away into errour; but faith
not, they were all of that time carrie away into crrour, thar ('me teftimonies of
the Ancicnss might be brought which overthrow all thofe prayers for the dead,
that thiir prayers for the dead weve not withour befirancy, that they were dif-
ferent from the popifh in divers things. The words of Whitgifes Defenfe,
PiZ.473. are mil-cited, being not as H. T, cites them, .4l the Bifhops and
learned Writers of the Greek and Latin Church too, for the moft pars, were
Jpotsed with the Doctrines of Free will, Merit, I'mvocarionof Suints, hutthus,
How greatly were almoft all the Bifbops and learned Writers of the Greek
Churh, yea and the Latins alfo for the moft pare [posted with the Dodtrines of
Erceswill, of Merits, Invocation of Saints, and (uch like ¢ Surely you are not
able to veckon in any Age fince the Apoftles time any company of Bifbops ihae
taught and held (o found and perfcét Dotrine in all points as the Bifhops of
Eagland do ar this time, The words of Kemnirigs 1 finde nor, pechaps be-
caule the Edition is not named with the Page. But this I finde in'the third -
Pactof his Eximen, paz 628. Francof. Edir, 1609. thar he not onely afferc-
ed, but al(o peoved, that inthe Primitive Church unto rwo bundred years aftey
Chiift born, the Dofrine of the. Suffrages, Patronages, Inserceffions, Merits,
Aid, Help, and Invocation of Sainssin Heaven, was alvogether unkrown, and
therezfon or accoynt of the vénerarion of Saints wis then farother, as we bave
jbegved, than that - which was brought in. 1 have not Fulk’s Retentives againft
Briftow’s Motives by me, which I imagine is the Book which H. T'. cites un~
der the Title of Rio Briflon; but his citing with an ¢c. and fo (mall a
ﬂ““‘_i of the Authour makes me conceive thar he wronged Fulk'by that maim-~
ed citation, howeyer (ih the confeflion is but of three Fathers, and the Saints
whether living or dead, and theic jnvocation of what fort he meant being not -
exprefled, ir (erves not the turn to prove his confeffjon of the Fathers of the
ficlk five hundred years, holding Popith Invocation of Saints deceafed,

$SECT.
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SECT. VI

rhe Anfwers of Yo T. tothe objefions of Proreftants concerning their Suc.
ceffion are fhewed 10 be vain, and the Apoft

acy of the Roman Church proved,

i ¢ (cribling H. T. under the Titleof Objection folved,
F(;;::}:?}E,Eiﬁ ofc;:)l;g;" 7 agll the Ages before Luther Proteftants had 4
Church thou b a8 were invifible. - Anfw. Tbis 3 a meer Mid-[ummer nighys
Drca:n b ft 4. Church (which is a congregation of wifible mcn,dp: eaching, “ha.
e i Na,','om),jhould be cxtant for a fbou].m years,and yep
’I;c }u ﬁ:'k while invifible, neitber 10 be [cen or heard of in .tbc Werld.

1 reply; who frames the Objection as this Authopr fets it d'own I know noy ’
fure 1 am that many of ‘the Proteftants do frame it cthgrwlfc, that the Prow
teftants had Churches afore Luther, who did oppole popifh innovations, and
that thefe were vifible, though not to their Enemies, nor in {o conlpicuous a
manner a5 the Roman Senate or Common-wealth of Venice, and thisis ng
Mid-fummer nights Dream any more than that Papifts have a Church i
England in communion with the See of Rome, and that they have Mafies, Ba.
prizing, ¢ although it be not known to Proteftants, nor fo confpicuous ag
that we know where to go to them. And thefe Churches have been (een and
known in the World, partly {eparate from the Roman Church, partly continu-
4ng within the Ronan Church, but yet oppofing the papal ufurpations and cop-
ruptions, As for H.T'. his Definition of a Church, it is to me more like a Mid<
Summer nights Dream. For is the Church a congregation of wvifible men
prcac'.’irzg, baptizing, and converting Nations 2 Ace all the vifible men in the
congregation, whichis the Church, men preaching, baptizing, and convert.
ing Nations ? May nota Church be a congregation of men that convert not
any Nation if themfelves be converted, that baptize not others if themfelves
be baptized, that preach not if they have heard, received and profefs the Word
preached 2 Are not Women part of the congregation, which is the Church 2
Do they preach and baptize ? However it is well this Authour fets down
Preaching and Baptizing as a&s whereby the men who are of ‘the congrega~
.tion, which is the Church, are vifible ; which is all one with the marks of
the vifible Church given by the Proteftants, to wit, preaching the Word and
adminiftring the Sacraments,

H. T, adds, Objec. The Church in communion with the Sce of Rome
was the true Church till (e apoftatized and fell from the faurh.

Anlw. If [he were once the true Church, [he is and [ball be fo for ever ; e
cannot fail, as bath been proved, nor erve in faith, as fhall be proved bereafter.

Treply. Itis, teue Proteftants yield that the Churches in communion with
the Bithops of Rome were true Churches while they held the faith of Chyigt
entire, and did not by their innovations (ubvercit, which was in proce(s of
time done by altering of the rule of faith, the Apoftolical tradition of the
holy Scriprure into unwritten tradition, the Popes determinations and canong
of councirs as the {enfe of the Scriprure, or the revelations of the Spirit of God
and by bringing in the invocation and worthip of the Virgin Mury and orhe:
Saints; altering the Sacrament of the Lords Supper inftituted for a commemo.
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ration of his death into a propitiatory facrifice for quick and dead, afferting
tranfubftan:iation, and adoring of the btead, worfhipping images _and reliques,
perverting the Gofpel by bringing in the do&rines of humane _fausfn&xon&_f;or
fin, power to fulfill the law, juftification by works, and meriting eternal i e(,l
inftead of free remiffion of fins to the penitent believer only through the bloo
of Chyift, and jultification by faichin Chrift withour the works of t!‘c law.
In which points that the Churches now in communion with the See of Kome
haye apoftatized, isapparent by this argument. Thofe Churches have a-
poftatized, who have left the faith once delivered to the Saints by the APO{HES
of Chrift. Butthe Churches now in communion with the See of Rome, have
lefe the faith once delivered to the Saints by the Apoftles of Chrift  therefore
the Churches now in communiont with the See of Rome have apoftatized. The
Major is evident from the teems, apoftafic being no other thing than leaving
the faith once delivered to the Saints by the Apoftles of Chrift. "The minor
is manifeft by comparing the do&rine of the council of Trent, and Pope Pius
the fourth his Creed with the Apoftles writings, efpecially the Epiftle to the
Romans by Paul, which fhews what once the church of Rome believed. Eor
inftance it is (aid, Rom. 15, 4. For whas focver things were written aforciime
were written for our learning, that we through patience and comfort of tfn' Scri-
prures might have hope. 2 Tim.3.15,16;17. And thas froma child tho
baft known the holy scriptures, which are able to make thee wife unso falvation,
through faith which is in Chrift Fefus. Al Scripturc # given by inpirasion of
God, and s profieable for doctrine, for reproof, for correclion, for inftruction in
"gbtcou[nc/s, that the man of God may be perfect throughly furnifbed unto alt
Zood works. Bph. 2.20. And are built upon the foundarion of the Apoftics
and Propbets, Fefus Chrift bim{elf being the chief corner-§one, which plainiy
rrovc the Scriptures ufe for all forts, fufficiency, and divinity, and the need-
elnefs of unwritren traditions to guide us to {alvation. Rom, 12, 5. We being
many are one body in Chrift, and every one members onc of another. 1 Cor,
Xx. 12, For as the body i one and bath many members, and all the members of
’b:ﬂ one body being many are one body : (o alfeds Chrift. Ver. x3. For by one
[biricwe are all baptized into one body, whetber we be Fews or Gentiles, whether
we be bond or free; ver. 27. Nowye are the body of Chrift and members in par-
Yicular, ver, 28. And God bath (er fome in the Church, firft Apoftles, &c;
Ephef. 1. 2. and gave bim tobe bead over all things t0 the Church which is bis
body, which prove the Catholick Church to have extended to all believers of
_]cws and Gentiles, and that they (and not the Reman only, or thole that are
In communion with it) are that one body or Catholick Church, and that
there is no other head of the whole Church ‘but Chrift, norany Apofile above
another 3 and confequently the Romin Church and Pope have no {upremacy
over the reft of the Churches, Rom. 10 14- How [ball they call on bim 1n whom
:gcyciage ;wz belicved, y Tim, 2. 5. There i{ one God and one Mcdiaror be~
Ao G and men, tb‘e man Chrift Fefus, w!nc'h prove they then received not
¢ Invocation' of Saints, nor made the Virgin Mary or any other deccafed
Saint, Mediators between God and men, 1 Cor. 11, 23,245 25, 26,27, 28+
> 18 blaming them for diforder about the Lords fupper, e faith thusy/
Lardr have receivgy of the Lord thar which alfo I delivered unto you, thas . %
ord Fefus, the fame night in which he was berayed took bread : and wl;c: b;
| I ba
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" ¢ brake iv and [aid, take, caty this is my body, which is byoge,
;{:;1 g;ge.n :’l;znﬁsi’; remembrance of me. Aftcr the fame manner alfo he tﬁoz
the cyup ohen be bad fupped (aying, this cup s the New Tefbament in vy blogg ;
shis doye a5 oft 05 ye drink it in remembrance of me.  For a5 oft a5 ye'ear thy;
byead and drink this cup ye do fhew the Lords destlysillte comee i Boheve fore
rbofowcr [hall eat this bread, and drink this cup of vhe Lord unworthily, fhalg
1’;‘; guilty of the body and blood of the Lovd.  But let a man examine bimfelf,” jnq
vlet bim cat of thas bread, and drink of that cip. x Cor. 10. 16,17, The g
is it nov the communion of the blood of Chrift ? The

ich we blefs, ] L
g{eﬂegf;li%bﬁ break, iffif not the communion of the body of Chrift ¢ for we pe.
dng many are ons bread-and one body ¢ forwe are all partakers of that one byeg 4.

< 5 i in the Bucharift is bread
4 ts plainly fhew; thac what is eaten in the Eu read;, and
YI‘x/eI:g'gret;xot ﬂ';(h, and confequently no tranfubflantiation, that the aéion,
are commemorate figns of Chyifts death; therefore no propitiatory facrifice.
that bread was to be broken and eaten, therefore not to be whole and [wallowed

down, Heb.9.26. But now once in the end of the world bath he appeared 19

put away fin by the [acrifice of him elf. Heb. vo.30. By the which wili_ we gre
fanctified through the offering of the body of Fefus Chrift once for all, which fheyy
there is no more (acrifice or offering of Chrift in the church of Chrift to be
continued by a Prieft. Rom. 1.25. who changed the truth of Ged into a lye,
and wor (hipped the creature befides, or morethanthe Creator. 1 Thel, . 9 ye
furned vo God from Tdols to [erve the living and the true God, therefore they
worthipped not bread, nor croffes, nor reliques as Papifts do. Rom. 3, »g,
Tbcrefgrc we conclude that a man is juftified by faith without the decds of the
law. Rom. 4. 5. Bur tobinm thar workesh not, but belicveth on him tha juftin
ﬁétb the ungodly, his faith f: counted to bim for righteoufnefs. Rom. 51
Therefore being juftified by faith we bave peace with God."Rom., 8. x. Therg
is no condemnation to them that arein Chrift Fefus. ver.3y 4. For what the
law could mot do in thar it was weak through the flefh, God (ending bis own
Son in thelikenefs of finful flefb, and for fin, condemned fin in'tbe flefb, that 1hg
righteoufnefs of the law might be fulfilled in ws. ver.18. For I reikon thar the
fufferings of this prefent time, are not worthy to be compared with the glory which,
fhall b revealed in ws. Rom. 9, ¥1. For the children being not yet born, ne;.
ther baving done any good or evil, that the purpofe of God according to electipy
mighe [tand, not of works, but of bim that calleth. 16. So then it isnot in biy
that willeth, nor in him that ranneth, but of God that fheweth mercy. Rom. xg,
3> 4,5, 0. Forthey being ignorant of Gods righteoufnefs, and going about
eftablifh their own rigblcoz;{ncf.r, bhave not fubmatred themfelves vo the righte.
oufnefsof God. For Chriftis the end cf the law for rightcoufnefs to Cvery ope
thar believesh.  For Mofes deferibeth the righteoufne(s which is of the law, thys
the man which doth them [hall live inthem, For with the heart man belicyer
unto righteoufnefs, and with tlge moxth confeffion is made nnto (alvation, Rom,
1.6, Andif by grave,then is it nomore of works, otherwife grace is no more
grace: but if it be of work, then it is no more grace, otherwife work .is no moye
work. 1 Cor, 3.30. But of him are ye in Chrift Sfefus, who of God is magde
unto us wifdome, andrighteoufnefs, and (anctificarion, and redemption, y Cop

4 4 I know nothing by my (elf, yer am I not thereby juftified. ver. 4, wh,

maketh thee to differ from another 7 and whav baft thou that thou didft not v
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ceive? now if thou didft receive ity why doft thou glory as if thou badft not re-
ceived it? Gal, 2.16, 17, 21, knowing that aman is not juftified by thelaw,
bus by the faith of Fefus Chrift: we feck to be juftificd by Chrift. I donot
fruftrare the gracc of God : for if righteoufnefs come by the Liw, vhen Chrisi is
dead inwain : to which may be added, Gal.3.6,7,8,9,10,11: & §. 45 5.
Ephef. 2.8,9. Phil.3.8,9. Tit.3.5,6,7. 1 Fobn 1.7. which overthrow
forgivene(s of fins for our fatista&ion, meric of glory by any Saints works,
righteoufnels by works and fuch other tenets as whereby Papifts extol man,
and debafe the grace of God, which will more fully appear by refuting the fhifts
of the Romaui{gt: in the difcufling of the following articles,

As for what H. T. f{aith herey zf the Church in communion with the Sce of
Rome were once the truc Church, fheis and fhall be (o for cver, if meant of the
vifible Church militant (of which alone is the queftion) it muft reft citheron
this propofition, every true vifible Church militant “is and fhall be a true
Church for ever, which is proved falfe by the inftances of the Hierofolymitan,
Antiochian, Alexandrian, Epbefian, Corinthian and other Churches, Where
there are not now churches of Chrift, but Mahometans, at 1eaft by this authors
own doirine, they were not true churches while the Greek churches revolted
from the communion of the Roman which he mentions, p. 47. andit is mani=
felt by Chrifts threatning, that be would remove the candleftick from them ex=
cept they did repent; Revel. 2. g. Orellcic refts on this, that every church in
communion with the See of Rome is, and ever fhall be a true church s but
there is no priviledge in Scripture to the church of Rome more than to other
churches, ‘much lefs to every church that is in communion with the See of
Rome 3 yeait is faid to the Roman church as well as other churches, Ronr,
1X.20,2%, 22. well, becaufe of unbelicf they were broken off, and thou ffandeff
by faith. Be uot high minded bus fear. For if God farcd not she natural
branches, take heed left be alfo Sarc nat thee. Bebold therefore the goodnefs and
feverity of God : on them which fell feverity 3 but towards thee goodnefs, if

- thow continue in bis goodnefs 5 otherwife thou (even the Roman chutch to whom
be then wrote) alfo Jhalt be cut off. Hawever if ic be proved that the church
ce_nholi.ck invifible of the ele& and true believers cannot fail, and that a church
vifibleindefinite fhall not fail, but be in fome place or other more or lefs con-
fpicaous, in greater or maller numbers ; “yet it is not proved that the church
militant definite of this or that place fhall not fail, nor is there 2 word in
Scnp:urc_to prove this the priviledge of the Roman church, or thofe thacare in
Sommunion with the See of Rome that they cannot fail nor erre in faith’z nor
do the words of Fathers rightly underftood prove it = But Scripture and ‘ex-
perience do plainly refute ir.* What hath been alleged is examined, the reft will
bejin its place. I Proceed to that which remains in this Article.

Obje&. The Catbolick fucce(fion was gne {ucce fion for the }ﬁr[t frve cepturies.
”“:W' Youmay a5 well sell me of & white blackmore : & Catholick is not a Pro-
‘Pfot:[tt’ nor & Cagholick fucceffion a Protelant (ucceffion.  W/bo ever beard of @

iy ant Pope > The Catholick church was always governcd by a Pope in the
Yours V;"""‘"TW,M now it is, and bath defined our tenets 'and, condepinecd
$o0rdie youbave [een, It is the ery effence of @ Proveftant (a5 a Proteftant)

’fr {:ﬁﬂdmﬁ the Catholick church,as Lutherans and you haye done.

O this Leeply, Toan objetion of fuch moment as this is the anfwery is but
47 S meer
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meec teifling. Fot he knows, that we mean by catholick (uceefiion, not that
Which he calls catholick (ucceffion, towit of Popesof Rome, but that the
ceachers, who are reputed catholick, whether of the Greek or Latin churches,
who have fucceeded one after another in the five fuft centurics of years from
Cheifts incarnation according to the account now ufc‘d', taugh; not the do@rine
now profefled in the Bull of Pope Fius the _fm"f!l’)’ orin the Cridentin capons,
buc that in all or motk of the points i d’xﬂyﬁmcc ceween Pmtcﬂ'ants and Pa
ifts they raughe the dodtrines whxcl.I P‘t&)‘rgtant.s. now hold, which hath been
proved by Fewel and many other ﬁmei 2:1:! ”f}‘;ersﬂ Andin this fenfe e is
ore ablurdity to call a Prore ant & catholick, then. to call a (pade a (pade
nc&m R haw. Proteftants are cruely Catholicks, Papifts are but fajfly called
%aiivc:l;cks affe@ing the name, as fome' ‘that were of the Synagoguc of Satan
~id vhey were Fews, and were not, f’”’ did lye, Revel, 3. 9. and imP“demly
claiming that whichthey have no right to, that they may by itasa (alkip
horfe catch ignorant people;who are taken with {hews and confident tall, bein
unable to fft out truth and difcern it from pretences. A Catholick fucce(fion ;
in rrue conftru@ion a Proteftant fucceffion,and the Popes of Rome i (el Protcs |
ftant Popes, teaching in (uchwritings as remain_not the now Papal do&r;n;
but in the main the Proteftant, though by fome of them exceffively m-';gnif s
ing their See, and promoting rites of mens invention way was made fop ti;;
after corruptions of the Papacy. The term Pope was in former times give
_to other Bifhops, Presbyters, yea and Deacons too befides the Bifhop of Rgm:
though now the title is appropriated to him, who delerves not the name of Papg
or Father, as it was heretofore ufed as an honourable title of the reverend and

godly teachers and officers in the church of God, nor any other w
_ except it be in the fenfe in which an Itatian faid - 1,,,,03; S eiszz{fnow’

Ofto nocens pucros genuit totidemaque puellas «
Hunc meritopoteris dicere Roma patrem :

Many of whofe predeceflors and fucceflors have made it thei

their baftards, rgthér then beget children to God by pfeachg:fg':gikézagfance
is a nororious falfhood, that the carholick church was alwayes ga'vcrncd' b e
Pope inthe firft five centuries, it he mean by Pope a Bifhop of Rome { g
manifeft by many inftances, thatthe African and Afian churches wn.-e o
governed by him in the [econd, third, fourthand fifth centurics, Gth they 295
oppole him, as appears by the contentions between Piéfor and Polyerates a;;d
others. '_I‘ha: which we have [een in H. T', or Bellarmin or any other write
of the Dopifh party, hath not yet made itfo much as probable,that the Gathol; A
cbur_cb.» bath now defined the now Roman tenetsy or condemned the Prorefta ;
nor is it of the effence of & Prateftant, as fuch, to Proteft againft the Cah, ;"t:'
church, but againft the errors and abominations of the now Roman part N,
hath H. T'. or any other proved, that the Proreffant teachers proteft aga,‘y,,'ﬁl::gf

nifeft revealed veritics, and the very fundamentals of the Chriftian faith,” howa
3 -

ever they do proteft againft the fundamentals of the new Popith fai
monarchy, tranfubftantiation, ¢. pith faith, the Popeg

H. T.adds, st. Auguftin, s#*Hierom and many others are divided in theiy

:(“‘”i“m: whether Linus or Clement immediatcly (ucceeded Peter. A
% [0, yet they all agrecd in shis, that the [ucceffion was morally com;‘:,?:j, lf:

which
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which it is a thing indifferent whether Clement immediately fucceeded him, a5
be wellmight being bis {cholar, or firft Linus, then Cletus, and vhen Clements
which 7 now the mere common opinion of the church.

I reply, what he means by [morally. continued] 1 underftand not, nor
know I any fenfe of that (peech, which ferves to take away the force of the ob-
je€tion, which is, that ifit beuncertain who (ucceeded = Perer 1m_m€dl,3td}'a'
then the tradition of the church unwritten; or not written in the Bible isun-
certain, and that tooin a main point which is fundamental with the an
manifts, the (ucceffion of their chief Paftors, upon which the truth of theic
church and the rule of their faith dependss, - and confequently the rule of the
Romanifts whereby ta know what we are to believe bath a meer fandy founda-
tion, not being {ufficient to build a divine and firm faith upon 5 and the
Proteftants are no more to be blamed than the Romanifts, if they do notfo
exaltly (er down and prove their fucceflion of Bifhops as the Papilts require,
fith the Papifts themfelves are deficient in their.own catalogue, and if the
Proteftants can prove their faith out of Scripture, though they prove not f{uch
a fucceffion as is demanded, they may as well be concluded a true cfiurch as the
Roman, which anfwers the two firft Articles of H, T. his Manual of contro-
werfies, Belides the moft ancient tradition they bave,to wit Irenaus L.3.adver.
baref.¢c. 3. faith that Peter and Paul founded the churchin Rome, and then
delivered the Epifcopacy of the church to be adminiftred to Linus, which was
done in theirlife time, and {o Linus did not fucceed Perer as Bifhop of Rome,
for he was Bifhopwhile Peter lived, and fo if Peter died Bifhop of Rome there
were more Bifhops together, and Ireneus makes them fucceflors of Paul as well
as Perer 5 nor were they {ucceffors to them as having the fame office with
them. = For they could not be Bifhops of particular places fixed there as now
the term is ufed, it ftood not with their commiffion, which enjoyned them
20 go into all the world, and to preach the Gofpel to every creature, nor were
they fucceffors to them in their Apoftiehip, for that particular office ceafed
with the firft Apoftles.  So that the truth is, this conceit of fucceflion is but a
vainconceit, -though it be much magnified by H. 7. and other Romanifts for
want of folid proof of their feveral do&trins out of $eripture or primitive antin
quity. I goon tothe next Article. ; 3
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VARTIC. III.

PopithChurch vifibility not neceflary.

Such vifibility of Succeflion, as the Romanisgs
" require, 1s not proved tobe neceflary to
the being of a true Church.

v e Yy

Exteriouy Confecration and Ordination of Min{ﬂcr: #smot neceffiry to the being
of aw}ible Church : what H.'T. requires of Minifters preaching and .
adminiftring sacraments is moft defeitive in the Roman Church.

Our Tenet, faich H, T. 3, that the Catholick and Apoftolick Church of Gog
bath bad not onely a continued, but alfo & vifible Succe fion fom Chrifk tothis
time, (5°c.. which we prove thus, x. A Socicty of men which bath always
in it cxscriour Confecrarionand Ordination of Minifters, proaching, bapti.
ging,and adminiftring Sacramenrs muft of neceffity be always vifible, Bys
the Church of Chrift % 2 focicty of men which hath always in iv exteriony
Confecration and Ordination of Minifters, Therefore the Church of Chrift
mu[{ of neceffity be always vifible, The Major 7 proved by cvident veafon,
ecaule thofe are all outward and [enfible aitions, which are inconfiftent with
an invifible fociety of attors. The Minor 7 proved by Scripture, Go re,
Teaching all Nations, baprizing them, ¢oc. And, Bebold, I am with you gl
days,¢o%. St.Matth.28. w20, Hegave fome Apoftles, fome Prophets, (ome
Evangelifts, and other [ome Paftors and Doltors, vo the con(ummazion o _{ the
Saints, Ephefi4.x1,12,

Anfw; He Tentet and che Conclufion of the Argument differ,the "Te.
. net aflesting what hath been,the Conciufion what of neceflity
multbe; the Tenet baving for its Subjeét the holy Catholicl

and Apaftolick Church of God, the Conclufion the Church

of Chrift indefinite, and both Tenet and Conclufion is granted, but not in
this Author’s and other Romanifts fenfe, Yt is granted, there hath been a Suce
ceflion, but not a continued number of Bifhops, Prielts, and Laicks, fucceed-

in
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ing one another in the profeffion of the fame Faith, (meaning the now Ro-
man). from Chrift and his Apoftles to thistime, which H. T. in the former
Auticle makes the Definition of Succeffion. And vifibility of each par_tlfﬂhl'
Church s granted,but not of theCatholick asCatholick,which as fuch is to be
believed,not feen. And this vifibility it is granted to be of fome at fome times,
not in the (ame [plendor or confpicuity at all times, nor to all p:'.('gns. Buc
Proteftants deny it vifible always to all in (o glorious and confpicuous an
eftate, as Bellarmine afferts, when he faith in his Book de Ecclef, Milit. 6ap. 2.
That the Church 35 an A(fembly of men [ovifible and palpable as # the Affembly
0{ the People.of Rome, or the Kingdom of France, or the Common weqllb of
o Venetians : fo that we mighe grant his Tenet and Conclufion,were it not

_that fraudulently there is more intended than is exprefled, which is needfull to

be difcovered. For anfwer to it as it is the Major is granted, if i”?e under=
ftood of vifibility imply, but if meant of fuch a confpicuous vifibility as the
Romanifts affert, it is to be denied. In the Minor it is to be obferved, 1. Th“
a diftinction is made between exterdor Confecration and Ordination, which I
judge to be done, that thereby may be implied the diftin&ion of Bifhops (who
are conflecrated, not ordained ) from Presbyters, gwhom they ordain, not confe-
crate)-to have been always in the Church o Chrift, which is not right.
2 That it is afferced that the Church of Cheilt 7 a focicry of men, which atl
always init extorionr Confecration and Grdination of Minifters, which is, be-
caulec he holds a true Church hath always fuch Minifters. ‘But as 1 (aid be-
fore, that is not true, no not in the Church of Rome in the vacancy of the Sec,
which-hath been fometimes long, and therefore ic is not neceflary to the being
of a true Church, that always  the exterior Confecrition and Ordination be
continued, and if it may be intermisred, one, two, or ten years, and yet the
Church a true Ghurch,ic may be an hundted; and therefore t he Minor i not to
be granted, if meant of exterior Confecration and Ordination of Bifliops di-
ftin& from Presbyters, and (ucha perpetuity as is without the leaft intermiffi-
on, not do any of the Texts proveit. For the Precept Matth.28.19,20. proves
oncly it ought to be, not that it thall be 5 and the Promile, if itdo prove that
@ Succeflion fhall be, yet it doth not rove {uch a Succeflion as fhall have ex~
terior Confecration and Ordination, bug fuch affiffance in Preaching and Ba-
ptizing as fhall uphold and profper them in that Work : nor is this aflured to
any one place, but indefinitely to any perfons inany place where this Work

hall be continued, And the ather place Epbef 4.x1,12. proves not a certain=
17 of the evenc, which isaffeted in the Miner, but if the G ift be meant of

nfficution of what ouzht to be, it notes onely a certainty of Duty, if of Do
nation of Abilities it jiotes not an exterior Confecration and Ordination,
but.an a& to be immediately from Chrif bimfelf, o by. his Spirit, and fo doth
not prove a futurity of [uch Succeffion by outward Confecration and Ordinz=
Hon as H. T' brings it for.

Neverchelels this Author doth difadvantage his own party by this arguing,’
For, 1, by this arguing he plainly makes the marks of the Church by which
118 vifible, Preaching, Baptizing, and adminiftring Sacraments, which doth"
by good confequence infer that the Proteftants do rightly make the Preaching
of the Word, and the adminiftring of the Sacraments the notes of the vifible
Chuich 3 which will make wellfor the Proteftants, by whom ;hcfc(?rc o‘li)-

: cryed 3




i Popifh Church vifibility not neceffary.  Avy UL, °
ferved 3 but ill for the Minifters of ttge Roman Chuycl_x{,{ ChS“ﬂ‘y thF Bifhops o
Rome, who neither preach, nor baptize, nor aqmml er Sacraments, but dg

Al i fpeak truth, isalmoft any of their Preach.
o a&Ps Ofcgti‘:\er:f‘ nt?lces.(}olggr)tl?uf the Rites of the Roman Church, extof
4 rea 3 3 5
ﬁgﬁ;Wmm5aLaMomﬂ&mWHWMMwlmkﬁﬁkqm@,W“

ng 2 1 s lneely the Hiftory of the Gofpel in an hiftorical fafhion
any part of it, it is/likely t s ftead thereof fuch Do&rines of humane faeic
liccle of the myftery 5 k;m o;‘d works, are preached, as do overthrow the Gofpe}
fa&tions for ﬁr},r_rlt\'xtilo Eh Bellarmine tells us,lib. . de bonis oper. in partic, cqp
And for Baptizing,t ‘ﬁ"’cu Jtome is not abolifbed of Baptizing the Catechyme.
17. thatat Roﬂ:i‘,:i:g the Papifts chicfly inthe City of Rome there & ng yeq
ni :tb 5;[:;;' ybcl;tt’ﬂbitm perfons arc not baprized ar Bafter = yer the trueh is,
:;crc is no right Baptilm almoft throughout the Churche.s under the Papge :
there being nothing but watering of Infants with fome frivolous Ceremonicg,
no immerfion or plunging into the Water after.l’rofeﬁ‘lqn of Ffuth, as Was i
the primitive times , and is theonely Baptifm Chrift appointed , Infant.
Ipeinkling, perfufion, or dipping, being meer Innovations begun after the Apo.
ftles ages, and being onely by unwritten tradition (as their own learned me
confels) conveyed to the Church, not inftituted by Chrift himfelf. And for
adminiftring the Lords Supper, he thacreades their Miffals or Sees, their Mafs,
may eafily difcern, there is not that done by them which Chrift appointed, bug
fuch a change there is in it from Chrifs inftitution, as tlla.t it cannot be termeg
a $acrament of Chrift, but a meer ridiculous or abominable device of men,
more like a Play than a religious fervice. 2, When they (ay that the Churcl
hath always exterior Conf(ecration and Ordination of Minilters, they neceffa-
rily put themfelves upon ir, to prove that it hath been fo in the Roman Church,
which they can never prove to bave been always in the Roman Bifhops, much
lefs in their Pricfts, the Records of their Gonflecrations and Ordinations be.
ing in many relpeéts either none or very doubtfull, at beft but humane teftimo
ny which is fallible, and if thefe were certain, yet their own Canons mike ma«
ny things neceflary to their Sacraments, fpecially that foteifh conceit of the
Trent Council, that the Minifter of Sacraments muft intend to dowhayehe
Church doth, without which there is a nullity in what is done, and yet it is iy
poffible to be proved 5 and {o many things according to their Canons nullige
their Ordinations, as Simony, and other irregularities, of which neverthelefy
their own Writers acculc a great number of their Bifhops and Priefts, ang
fometimes one Pope hath made void the Aéts of another, and in defpite hach
cut off his fingers which did ordain Pricits, as Platina relates in the [ife of
Stephan the Gxch concerning the ufage of Pope Formofus ; befides thig the
OMmMudmmPMMBmﬁmmdmqumwmmwmmhmmn
of the Minifterial Office which Chriff required, Matth.28.19,20, which be-
ing confidered, if this be the note whereby the true Church muft be proved R
Church in the World hath lefs proof. for its cruth than the Roman ; bye the
EmwﬁmmwmbﬁbmmygﬂMlmdmxmkadmmhndemﬁqu
on, as will by their own Canons and arguings prove the Roman Church tq be’
no true vifible Church at all 53 and fothis Argument will be retorted on H,.T
Let us go'on to his fecond Argument, onely taking notice that he uferh :hé
serm [Minifters] which other Papifts do deride in the Proteftants.

SECT,
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SECT 1l

§(ai 2.2, Matth.g,1 4. Plal.18. (with # 1 9.) 4. provemnot fuch aChurch-via
< fibility as H, T, afferts, nor vhe words of Ireneus, Origen, Cyprian,
Chryloftom;, Auguftin, '

« Light, laith H. T. always [hining to the World, and a City fo feated on &
- Hill shat it cannor be bid, muft needs be always wifible. Bus the Church of
Chrift # a Light always [hining to the World, and a City [o feated on a Hilly
that it cannot be hid, thercfore the Church muft needs be always wifible. The
Major i manifeft by the very terms,.  The Minox 7. proved by Scripture s
The Mountain of the Haufe of oup Lord [hall be prepared on the top of Moun-=,
tamns, Iai 2.2, Tou ave the Light of the World, aCity [eated on a Hill can-
ot be bid, St. Matth,5.14. He hath pus b Tabernacle (bis Church) inthe
Sun,Plal.18.4, : ;

Anr TH"“gh the Conclufion might be granted in fome fenle, yet in the

aps o lenfemeant by the Romanjffs it is denied, and in the Argument the
Aznor.is to be denied,ahd po the proof of ic,it is denied that the Texts produced
prove it. Not the frft. For though the Prophecies,1f.2.3,3 ..be meant of Chrife
end the times of the afeffias, yet, whether by the Mountain be meant Mount
Sion properly, or the Church, o Ghrift, or the Apoftles ; it is certain, that it is
meant of that time, wherein the Gofpel was at firft preached, to which fenfe
Hicrome expounds it and the exaltation of the mounsain of #he Lords boufeis

in relpedt of the firft promulging of the Gofpel, (in refpe@ of which, neither
at firft, nor now is Rome exalzed above the Hills ) and therefore it is not meant
of ‘every particular Church vifible, nor of fugh confpicuity in government and
outward appearance as the Romanifts maintain. "The fecond Text Marth.s.
4. 18 particularly meant of the Apoftles, and’ {uch Preachers of the Gofpel
as continued that Work with them, or after them, and doth not foretell what
fhall be, but declares what they were in exiftence or'duty rather, and their
conlpiracy is in refpe@ of the Preaching of the Gofpel. *But - this is not {po-
ken of every particular, or the whole Church militanc at all times; as if it were
{ovifible, as that every Chriftian might know where to addre(s themfelves to
them, and have refolution from them in their doubts. The other Text'islels to

. the purpofe, (; eaking of a Tabernacle for the Sun, not a Tabernacle injthe Sury

the Suns Tabernacle,not Gods,put in the Heavens, (noton earth) as Hicrom
reades according to the Hebrew, although the Scptuagint and Vulgar reade,’ ag
H. T, and Auguftin in his allegorical way expound it of the Church. But it
i frivolous upon Augwftin’s conceit in his Enaryasion on the Plalms to infer
2 Tenet from a place that hath quite another grammatical {enfe; which is onely,
argumentative, ' ]
As for the {ayings of Fathers, the words of Irenaus lib.4. adver(.Here[-
“©4P:a5 . are not, that every true Church of Chrift hath{uch'a ¢ontinued Suc~
£eoton> and fo vifible, as shat every Chriftian may difcern where to répair'to its
but oncly in oppofition to heretical Teachers tells us, God puth fex viber Toach-
ersin the Church, than thofe bethere oppofech. AL ori
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. s words Hom.3. on Matthew, fhew what was in his time, not wh

muﬁrgg‘zeigﬁ:y be, anc%,are meant of brightnels of do&rinc or truth, noy 2:-
outward glory in a confpicuous rule and ftate like fome ﬂour_xfhing Empire,

Cyprian’s words de unit, Ecclef. are le(s to the pt}rpofc_, being not concerning
¢he vifibility, butthe unity of ‘the Church, A‘buc in neither for the Romani/;,
purpole. The words are thus, Cut off the River fiam the Fountain, and bejy
aut off it will be dry 5 [oalfo the Church cloatbed_ zgub tb.c light of .the Lorg
fpreads its beams shrough the whole World, yer it i one light, which is cvery
where diffufed, and_yer the nnity of the body not feparated.

Chry[oftom’s words Hom.3. 0% [{ai 6. are, that the Church i more rooted 1y,
1he Heaven, and then adds, let the Greeks learn the power of truh, hoy gy
7 cafier that the Sun fhould be extinguifhed, than tha the Church fhoutd don

yiliw, that isnotas H. T. renders it be obfcured, but vanifhaway, BSth::
words following fhew, which, ares #ho bad thefe things ¢* He that preacheyy,

bath founded, the Heiven and the Eart fhall pafS away, but my words [hall noy
afs awiy. Whence it % manifeft, thas be there [peaks ot of the Churches.
wifibility, bus permanency. 4s the Sun. 50Ty
Auguftinlib,3. cont. Parmen, cap.§. ton.7. againftthe Donatifts faich thus,
Wi therefore would not it in, the affembly of wanity, ket bim not become vain
in the type of pride, feekmg the Conventicls [cparate ﬁ_"om the unity of 'the jlift
of the whole world, wbz_cb he cannot finde.  But the juft are through the wohgla
City, which cannot-be bid, becaufe it is featcd on & Mountain, that Mountaiy I
(ay of Danicl, inwhom that [tone cut out without hands grew and filled gp,
whole'earth. - And after, There is no fecurity of unity but in the Church, de
clared by the promifes of God, which being feated, as was [aid, on a M our:m' 5
cannot be bid : and thereforc it 4 nece(Jary thar it be known to all parts of ”;'.
carth. By which it is manifeft, that in oppofition to the Donarifts, appmpr;
ating the Church to their party,he afferts it to be manifeft, not by its outmri
fplendour;but its extenfion to all parts, The words L2.cont. Perilian.c.104.are
thus:Te are not in the Mountains of Sion, becaufe ye are not in the City [eated
on the Mountain, which hath this cersain fign that it cannot be'hid, theye T
it 7 kmown to all Nations, but the part of Donatus # unknown to many N“r.e
ans ; therefore it 3 not that Church. Tt is evidentHe fpake of the Church ;‘-
that time, which was known or manifeftly vifible to ail Nations, not from ;
potent Monarchy in one City, buc its diffufion’ through all parts of the
world. }

S Colisiist

H, 'T. bath nos [olved the Proteftants Obft&iom againft be vifibilis
Churih. by of she

H.T, adds, Objeltions [olved. ODbje&. The Churchis belicved, therefo
not feen, Anfw, Sheds belicved in the fenfe of ber Doctrines, and 1 ;c
guided to all truths by the Holy Gbogt, but [een in hey Paftours, Governmen :
and Preaching 5 wherefore I deny 1he Confequence, b

I rep_lly.
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Reply, Though Proteftants deny not the Church militant to be vifible in
I thcpoyltward Gbove,mmcnt and Preaching of thePaftors, yet they deny that it
is always (o conlpicuous as that it may be known to every.Cbrzﬁmn: as an Af-
fembly of the People of Rome, or Common-wealth of Venice, to which all may
refort for dire@ion. Ner by this Argument do they prove that the Church
militant'is not vifible, but that the Church in the Creeds A?Oﬁ(ﬁlcal ‘f“d
Nicene, which is one Catholick and Apoftalick, as fuch, is not vifible, but in=
vifible, being the Objeét of Faith, notof Sight : neverthelefs the Anfwer
takes not away the force of the Obje&ion, if it had been alleged againft the vi-
fibility of the Church militant, Forthe Church is believed, not as teachings
but as being, it is the exiftence of the Church, not the Do&rine of it thast is
believed, as even the T'rent Carechifm expounds it ; now that being Catholick,
that is according to the Catechifm, confifting o[[ all believers from Adam ¢ill
now in all Narions, cannot be the obje&t of fenfe, but of faith 3 and therefore
the Catholick Church in the Creeds is the invifible of true Believers, not the
meer vifible now militant. . :

H.T. adds, Obje&, The WWoman (the Church) fled intothe WildernefS,
Apocx26. Anflw. Bus i followed and perfecuted by the Dragon, vi1 7. there-
fore vifible, :

Treply, this Anfwer is ridiculous. For whereas Proteftants hence proves
that at {ome times the Church is hid from men, this Authour (aith, It was not
bid from the Dragon, that is, the Devil, which is nor in queftion. $o thatit
appears he had nothing toanfwer this Inference;, from the Womans flying into
Ehe Wn!dcmefs,and being hid,that fometimes theChurch is fo hidden as ic were
in a Wildernefs, that though it be, yet it is not (o vifible or confpicuous as that
im‘g can dilcern it (o as to repair to ic, howbeit the Devil knows where they

urk.

Yetonce more H, . Obje&. The Church of the Predefiinate  invifible.,
Anlw. There #s no fuch thing a5 a Church of she Predeftinase. Chrilt’s Church
% the congregation of all true believers, as well Reprobate a5 predeftinate.
Therc isin bis Floor botly Wheat and Chaff, St.Matth.c.3. and inbis Field both
orn and Tares, which (bt} grow togetber till the Harveft (the Day of Fudge-
ment) St. Matth.c.x3. “The Predeftinate are a5 vifible a5 she Reprobate ; It 7

true indeed , theiy Predeftination % invifible, and {0 is alfo thefe mens Repro-
ation,

L teply, To falve their main Tenet of the Popes being Head of the Church

O Chrift, who is often (o wicked as that, if the Church of Chrift be determin-
ed to be of ele petlons onely, many Popes cannot be termed Members, much
lefs Heads of the Church, is this audacious Affertion invented, that there is
70 _{ucb thing a5 & Church of the Predeftinate, contrary to exprefs Seripture,
Which mentions the Church of the Jirft-born written in Heaven, Hep,y 21234
and tb_e Church elegted together with Peter, o thofe he wrotcto, 1 Pet,5.13,
and Gith {uch things of the Church in many places, to Wity Ephefis.23 24,
:-&'\46,7.7,:.8,;9,3 0,31,32.Ephef,1.22,23 ,¢0°¢. . as cannor agree to Reprobatcs,
! :ocat)not be (aid 10 be Chrilt’s body, bis fulnef$, 2o be loved, [anilified, whom
Chuu;llljbetb’ tntends to prefent without fpot, as he faith there of Chrift’s
~ ; - He that defires more proof may reade Dr, Fobn Raineld bis fourth
onclufion, where pe proves it fully, both from Scripture and Fathers, thatb the
K 2 oby



6 Popifly Church vifibility not neceffary.  Arr. {1
boly Catholick Church which we belicue # the whole company of Gods eleit jna
chofen, which hath not been yet an{wered thac Tknow. Nor do'l fe¢ how the

fourth Lateran Council could mean otherwife, which determined, as fy. ¥

s 1 here, dPE.T. pag.30. that the univer[al Church of the faishfull isone o

I;:‘;,ti!:/? o man m: b% fawd, which tan be true onely of the Church ofu:;._'
Predeftinate. As for what H. T. faith here, The Chirch of Ghrift is the fon:
gregation of all true believers o well Reprobate as Predeflinate, it {uppofechy
true believers may be rej)mbate : but this is falfe, meanir;:g it of the truth of
being oppofite to feigned, counterfeit, orinfhew onely. For our Lord Chys

hath (aif, Fobn §5.24. ¢2* Fobn 3.1 §16,18,36. that fach a5 belicve on bim
fball not perifb, come nok ¥9 condemnation,are paffed from death to life; bave evey.
Tafting life. Nor dothe Texts Marth,3.x2; Whete the Floor is not Chrifts
Church, but the Fewifh people, or Matth.x3.30. where the Ficldis exprefly
futerpreted ver[.38. tobe the #World, not the Church, fpeak to the Conttary,
It is srue, The Predeflinaseare as wifible a5 she Reprobate, but they are noy
meerly vifible believers as fome Reprobates are, who profefs faith, which the

have not.. But the true Church of Chrilk againft which the Gates of Hell Thalt
ot prevail, Marth.16.18. contains onely fuch believers as have thatfajth
which is true, and that Ble@ion of God, which with.their faith are invifible
and foare rightly denominated the invifible Church from that which is moge
exgellent, and the Reprobate have not. T R e i S e
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AR TY
OneCatholickChurch nottheRoman

The Church of Rome is not that one Catholick Chutch,.
whichin the Apoftolick and Nicene Creeds is made
the Objet of Chriftian Faith.

. SECT I

#inity in non-fundamentals of Faith and Difcipline # not effentially prefuppofed
. vovhe Wniverfality of the Church Milisans, - 4

H.T. to his fourth Article gives this Title, The true Church ;{cm_onﬂratec_i by
her #nity and Yniverfality s and then (aith, Hnity being effentially prefup~

pofed to Hniver(aliy, I thought it not improper to joyn thefe two in one Ar-
ticle,

us what Ulnity is effentially prefuppofed to Umiverfality, and how
the true Church is demonflrated by her Unity and Univerfality.
Unity in general is-fo far from being effentially prefuppofed to
Univerfality in general , that the contrary feems more truey
univesgal, Unity not confiftent: with Univerfality, it beingin
effedt as if it were faid, ©ne is.many or all; yer T deny not fome unity in
[pecial may be effentially prefuppofed to fome univerfality in {pecial. Thereare
many forts of unity which Logicians and Weriters of Metaphyficks reckon up,
in refpeét of which'it is certain, that the true Church of Chriff cannot be faid
tobe one, asit cannot be faiditobe one with-generical or (pecifical unity ;- for
that is not effentially prefuppofed to univerfality of time and place; but is ab-
ﬁra_&cd from it.  But he feems to mean unity in Dotrine, Dilcipline, and
atth, by the words following. Univer(ality likewife is manifold, ag Logici= .
ans and Wiiters of Metaphyficks'fhew, asthere isan univer(ality of predica-
e OF.““@“CC: and exiftence.  Now this Authous (eems to mean univerfali=
ty of exiftence for time and place, and his meaning is this, that unicy of Do~

@rine, Dilcipline, and Faich, is fﬁmi:x:ully preluppofed to wnivesfalicy of exi-
3

Atfw. IF this Authout bad meant to deal plainly; he fhould have told

ftence
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fot time and place ¢ that4s, that Church which hath not the fame
gi?:;,{:aich,and Dilcipline, which all Churches of Chrift in all times 3:\’:1
places have had, is not the true Chutch of €hrift, and'that which hath is the
true Church of Chriff. Now ‘thefe Propofitions 1 grant, lg meant of PDo.
&rines and Faith ia the Fundamentals, bue not if meant of meer outward

$(2 i .Faithi i fundamenta) :
~hurch-difcipline, or Do&tine, and-Faith in points not fund »havin
ﬁ:,l:::;d from t%eA;;oﬁlegl Cor.3.1k.12, 1_3,14_‘th‘at fome may build Hay "'dS‘IubE
ble,that is,{ome crrors upon the foundation Chrift;who yer may be {aved; which

: not of the true Church of Chrift, or,tha ;
iher cous r;lozf céllJfri;ih.cywﬁggx confifts of {uch. Inlike manner, the AF::(?]:
sne CHiE exprelly tells us in the Church of Rome,one did belicve be might egs
J;lmtnh!” 4;1;,,41 Ena:bcr did eat berbs, one e_ﬂeemed one day above another, otheyy
ﬁ/mmegd every dayalike, and yet God r:ca‘:wed them both, and they were Gods

(poants, v.3.4,5. And that in Difcipline there may be difagreement, yea,
Schifm, and diforder,is apparent from the Church of Corinth, ¥ Cor,1.1 Aina
s 1. @67 L1176 1426, ¢ 15.12, who are termed the
Church of God,x Cor.x.2. And th_crcforc.wu!)out diftin@ion and due limita.
tion (which this Authour omits) his Pofition is not true. Bu let’s view whar

he writes.,

SEC.T .IL

The anviquity of H. T. his [aying of the Roman Church its anity and univey.
[ality is fhewed.

Now, (aith H, T. that the church of Rome 7 both perfeitly one, and alfo un;.
verfal for time and place is thus demonfivared,

Anfw, Ere again this Authour deals fophiftically, putting the Roman
church for the truc church, as if they were the famey and nog X~
plaining what he means by the Roman church, which may either {ignifie the
church thar 7 in Rome, which is the expreflion of the Apoftle, Rom L7500
the Church where ever it be, which holds the Roman faith, And this Ro;nm
faith may be either the faith in all points which now at this day the Bifhop
and Priefts, and People, dwelling at Rome hold, or which the Chriftians o
Rome held in the days of Paul, and fome Ages after. 1f it be meant in thig
this laft fenfe, the true Church is no more the Roman church than Corinthign
nor o much as the Hicrofolymitan, whence all churches received the fajth i:’
in the former fenfe, the term is nor according to the ancient ufe cither in S‘cr'
pturé or ancient Ecclefiaftick Wiriters, though I conceive it (o meant by th;Q
Authour, T be perfectly one is allo ambiguous : it may be meant cithep :h;,:
they have not the leaft difagreement in Do@rine, Dilcipline, and Faith, o
they hold the (ame Faithand Do@rine in the main,or points fundamenta] T;
beuniverfal for time and place, may be eicher meant thus, that the Perﬁ.ms

now termed the Roman church are niverfal for time and place. But this is
coatr_ary to {enfe, it being knowa by it, that they were botn within a certain
cunite time, at cereain definite places, not in all times, and every place exj

L ﬁcnt .

T R~ o o R

i

R

=
=

ST

==

=
=




Mot in the Minor, thoy

Art IV,  oneCatholick Church not the Roman: 7L

*fent s of that the faith which now the Romanifts hold, is that whic.hai.n all,
times and places the true church of God hath held. And this we deny if it be
meant of the Articles in Pope Pius the fourth his Creed, and are willing to
puac. all our contsoverfies to this iffue. But H, T locks quite awry, from this,
a6 will appear by view.ng his difpute, which is thus.

S'B GITy LIL

Hnity under onz vifible bead without divifion in LefJer points and difciplin, ¥ no
proved from 1 Corsxo.17. Ephel. 1. 22,23. John 10, 16. 1 Cot.
1.10. A&. 4. 32. Jobn17.11. and the Nicene Creed,

B, T (aith, Theargument for unity. The church o f Chrift i one body, one fold
or fiock (of which he bimfelf is the (upreme invifible head, and the Pope his
deputy on carth the vifible or miniflerial ) But the Roman Cathulick church
and no.other i this one body, one fold or flock 3. therefore the Roman Catho-
bick church and no other # tbe church of Chrift, * The Major i proved, We are
9%¢ bread and ong body 4s. many as participate of one bread, x Cor, 10, 18,
He bath made him (Chrift) bead over all the Church which i bis body, Ephel.

© 13, 22,23. There fball be made one fold and one Paftor. John 1o.16. 1 bee
{cech you, that you all [peak onc thing, and that there be no Schifms: among
you, but that ye be per fect in one fenfe and one judgement, v Cor, 1. 10, The
multitude of bilievers had one heart one Joul: A&.4.32. Chrift prayed that
bis Difciples might beone. §t. John 17. x1.. I belicue one holy Casholick and.
Apoftolick church. The Nicene creed: ; '

'An'[.x; - He thing pretended to be demonfirated by he unity, was the true:

churchyafter he changeth it into this,that the church of Rome #s bath:

perfectly one, and alfo univer[al for time and place 7 thus demonftrated, here the
conclufion is the Roman Catholick church and no other i the church of Chrift.By

Comparing of which it is apparenr,_that this Author fuppofeth the true church,
the church of Roome, and the Roman Catholick church to be f[ynonymous or di-
verle names of the fame thing, which is {uppoled but not proved, nor yeilded,
norcan be.true, as fhall be fhewed after. ;2. This Author pretends to de-
monfirate by this argument, the church of Rome to be perfeitly one, which
ould have been his conclafion, whereas not heeding his words he makes ic the
Minor. 3, He putsin by a parenthefis in the Major many words which are
5 gb they belong to the middle term, which fhould be the
ame_ in both premifes ; nor is any .proof brought for them here 3 to wit, that
tbe:Popc 15 Ghrifts deputy on earth,the vifible or minifterial head of that chugch,
wbhichis one body, one fold or flock. 4. That the Major might be for hijs pur-
Pafe it thould haye Been thus ; that church which is one body, one fold or
ock (of which he himfelf i the fupreme invifible head, and the Pope his dé-
puty on cacth the vifible or minifterial) and no other is the church of Chrift;,
r"“ 4€ s the church of Rome, ergo. But asitis now framed it isinthe
econc} figuce of ] affirmatives, which is againft Logick rules, and makes the

Iyl OBlm naught, as che very frefhmen know.  But to it as it is now framed
1
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 1fthe words and she Pope his deputy on earth the vifible or ming .
It::‘zf:lv;r be{étt out, the Major is granted in this &gl}e’. tg‘“f'hc univetfal churcly
of Chrift are onebody by unity of one fpirit an aK of the ﬁ.mdammtals,
and one flock by unity of one head, and uPrCm.chI?a iz in H.T, big
fente ic is moft falle, chac i¢is one by the (ame faih in c_vtery P%‘m;-? ’.dllfm" an
difference in leffir points, or without any dmfif“‘ "‘g;_‘. ﬁ“ deppabif  and
: 1 {ubjc@ion to oncuniver(al Bifhopon carth, 35 GINIlts deputy and the:
L Feathed 2d.  Nor doany of-the texts prove it in this (enfe. For th
churches vifible head. 3 iftians were in refpe@ of their Rate s by
&ift doth not expre(s what all CEcithans X0 femgs els BAICS b

! 4 the anity is not derived from cither fubjeftion toone uniyerfy]
profeflion, ?::r!h or ageeement in all points but from participating of one
B‘ﬂ‘;i’i:?he Lords Supper, Foritis notto be read asthis Author after the
S::l:;ar eranflazion reads it [as many a5 participite of one bread but [for we al]
parrake of one bread] it being in Greck of 78 wdyreg and infome copieg
of the vulgar [nam omnes] as in the Plantin edition by the Louvain Divineg
1574, 1andeicin the margin: fothat the meaning is chis, we do thew oy,
{elves one body, one bread, forafmuch as we all partake of one bread in ¢,
Lords Supper. ¥ir

The next text, Epbef. x.22, 23. proves only that the church is one body b
unity of one head, to wit Chrift, as H. T. rightly interprets it. - And the thirq
text, Fobn xo. 16. allo makes the whole church one flock (as it fhould be
read) not one foldy in reflpect of oné Paftor, which the very words, wer.1x, i
15,16, do fhew plainly to be Chrift himfelf; who gave his life for them, anq
00 other 3 ‘and therefore none of thele textsderive the unity of the church frop,
fubjeétion to the Bifhop of Rome as vifible head or chief Paftor, Thé negy
gext, 1 Cor. x. 10. dothonly prove’ thatthe church ought to be of oné ming
and one judgement without Schifms, not that they are, or muft be, ifthe
the true church, but the text proves the contrary, that'they may be'a troe
church though there be Schi(ms, and difference of judgement among themy
“The fifth, Ai¥s 4.32. only proves that the church at Ferufalem once were (o
(at which time they had alfo all things common, which doubrle(s H. T, wil| o,
fay muft or dothagree to the whole church ac all times) but notthat o,
whole church fhall be (o ftill. “The laft, Fobn 17. 1 x. isa prayer of Chrigt tha:
it may be (o0, and fo'will be accomplifhed, but by the words, wver. 21, 2253
it feems moft likely not fo be till'they be confummate in glory 3 o 'if afore, yes
certainly the unity cannot be meant of unity in every thing 5 for fo Peter and
Paul did not agree, as Gal, 2. 11, 12,13, 14. it appears, iu: of {uch unity 3,
tommunion with God, and aiming at his glory, asis only in the elect by v
tue of Chrifts indwelling by his Spirit: which is nothing to the unity whi N
H.T. here fequires as peculiar to the Roman ‘chiurch. The ‘paffage of 1;11
Nicene creed proves only an unity of the church, but not an unity by a Ry
ment in all points and fubje&ion to one Catholick Bithop on earth );‘.og:;“
#, T, after his fathion cites many texts, but not one for his purpofe, il .

SECT
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Art V. 0ne Catholick Church not the Roman.

SECT., 1V.

I8 35 notorionfly falfe that the Romanilks are perfeétly one, or have better unity,
or means of unity than ProveSlants, and K. T, his argument for the truth of
the Roman church from itsunity proves the contrary.

T. adds. Theminor is made evident (cven to the weakeft underftandingy

* by the prefent manifold Schifms and djwﬁom, which are now among Pro-
teffants and all other Sectarics, as'well in doitrine as government, wheress
Catbolicks are perfectly onc both in difciplin and dotrines all the world over,
even to the leaft Article or point of faish,being all united toone fupreme invifible
bead,Chrift Fefusy and all [ubordinascte onc vifible and minifterial bead | the
Pope bis Vicar onearth 3 we all refolve our [clves in points of faith into one fafe
and mof} unchanggeable principle, I belicve the holy' Catholick church, we lovk on
ber a5 the immediate and anthorized proponent of all revealed verities, and the
anfallible Fudge of controverfies 5 God himfelf being the prime Autbor, and bis

_ authority the formal motive and object of our faith,

Anfw, 1.” The Proteftants are not SeGaries nor divided from the Catho-
lick church, but from thenow Roman patiy, who are really a fa@ion divided
from the Catholick church holding a new faith never eftablithed rill che T'ri-
dentin council, though with an impudent face H. T. avouch a moft palbable
falthood of the Romanifts univer(ality, and arrogates tothe Roman the title of
Catholick church.  Nor are the now diviions of Proteftants in do&rine or
government {uch as cut them off from the unity of the Catholick church, they
own Chrift their head,and faith in him, which is fufficient to (ave them, and
even by this Authors ‘next argument, enough to make them members of the
Catholick church, 2. The Schifms and divifions of the Papifts have been
and are as great as the divifions of the Proteftants. In former ages there were
many Schilms even in the chutch of Rome between the [everal Popes at on¢
time, and the faGions among the people about Popes and Emperours and
other quarrels. Onupbrius reckons up thicty, Bellarmin himfelt twenty fix
Schifms one after another, (ometimes one Pope condemning what another had
done, and excommunicating and perfecuting  Emperours, Antipapes, and all
Ehat have adhered tothem. Befides the contentions about the Virgin Marzes
immaculate conception , about the {uperiority of a council above the Pope,
about Priefts marriages, eleGtion of Popes, inveftiture of Bifhops have been
fo great, and frequent, and of long continuance, as their own hiftories fhews
that they far exceed the Proteftants divifions. The divifions in this laft age,

“and (ome at thisday, to wit; in and fince the council of T'rent between Catha=

vinus, $ot0, Vega, Andradius abourt certainty of falvation 3 Pighius and others
about inherent righteoulne(s, the Spanifhand other Bifhops and the Papalins
about the divine right of Bithops and their refidence, not deriving their Epil-
copacy from the Pope; the French churches not acknowledging the Bifhop of
Rome abowe a council, nor yet receiving the r'rent council : the two Popes

- Sixtus the fifth and Clement the cighth, about the yulgar tranflation both en-

joyning each of their editions and noother, as the right copyto be received
undes penalty of a curfe, though one in many places contradiét the other (a8
i .

.
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Dr. Fumes in his Bellum Papale fhews, from which no Papift Y
vind?cate the two Popes) the divifions in England and 1r(?lani( Il;:tv\:/eocl can
(ecular Pricfts and the Jefuits about Epifcopal jurildiction and vig; t" the
perween Papilts in Traly, ac Venice, and in England aboutthe Popes ations,
remporal things over Princes, in France and England about the law ucl)wefl. n
killing Kings excommunicated by the Pope, in Eungland and 'F':mccm; of
Jeluiical equivocation, at this day between Dominicans and Fefuirs ,__;_‘1 out
nifts and Molinifts about Gods predeterminations,  efficacious and e "fe-
£race, and mans freewili have been .and are at this day as great or grca:m?t
re(pet of the things in which they differ, the continuance of them, theer in
ties differing and their bicternefs one to another, then the Proteftants divig oy
and therefore the bragof H. T. conctining the Popifh unity, that Cah llqns’
are perfectly one both in difcipline and doctrine all the world over, ewno isks
lcaft articic o point of faith, is-a falthood apparent to all well read rhzo th
though the imple £ nglifh Papilts, from whom the truth of thefe thin cholars,
cealed, are made to believe by their Pricfts difguiles and pretenc i gs_f:_s Cons .
fo. Nordoth that which H.T . here (aith, (alve the matter anfis'?? ld."wm
Proteftants have as good a plea for themfelves,notwithftandin the‘irl:-r id, v

in re(pe& oPmeans for unicy. For, 1. ‘The Papifts all theg e ivifions,
not fo [ubordinate to the Pope as to acknowledge ‘his fuperiorit over are
but that they have and think they may appeal from the Pope to ¥ toacouncj],
cil, which may judge the Pope an heretick and depofe him, y eaaaﬁf{‘e"‘ coun.
the Pope altogether if they {ee it neceflary, nor do the Fanfenifis ac;i‘;:(awe
the late Pope Innocents determination at this day, nerdo the Sarbom‘]ctc, i:

France acknowledge the Popes power in temporals, or the Penetians the Pop
Cs

awer to interdi& theit ftate and meddle wich thei s
B Nicks from their jurii@tion. 2. That which he folth.of he Gatpeins
church a5 the immediateand anthorized proponent of all revealed we Vi olick
the 1_nfalhb_lc Fudge of controverfies is either nonfenfe orfalfe, ot :;:m;’ it
Papifts rejedt in Proteftants. If they mean by the Catholick’church :[t; Y""”h
or the Pope with his Cardinals, or a council, it is ridiculous nonfe, ['ﬁ Pope,
- anyor all of them the Catholick church, which;according to their o iy
sin Catechifm, contains all belicvers from Adam tothis day, orthar !ZZ ',} Tridon.
after, and according to this Author, p. §9. iscoexiftent with all tim;,fJ g
j})rfad or diffufed over all places ; or itic be underftood according to 005’ and
it is maft fallc. For the Catholick church properly To called as %t' i)
Creed, is neithfr mediate nor immediate proponent of all reveal dls I the
much lefs-authorized thereto, nor do Papifts {olook on them "Foﬁ Verities,
the Papifts go no further than the prefent Pope or council "o th Mg,
{who only are_tomoft the immediate proponents) but reft in the"m Pricfts,
nations and adhere to what they determine  withan implicite fa\ivhlr determi 8
obedience, never enquiring what all believers have held or done b ;‘,nd bling
Noris it poffible they fhould bave refolucion from the Catholick ; ore thepy,
paly underftood as in the Creed itis believed : forit is invifibl church praa
did rogether-exprefs their decermination in all points of fajch 16’ they neyey
many, nor could it be known to others of their own time if th’c 1}1{:116 yaricd %
;ot.hc bt:hgvcrs of this age. Wor is the Catholick church fit tyo be .r:hmllch.le[';
o8 dmmcdiate proponent of all revealed verities, nor fit for fuch.an :&‘f‘d"?‘f
Ol'l[y
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as o be infallible Judge of controverfies + for to fay the Catholick church is
fuch, is to fay the univeifity of believers is fuch; of whoma great part are wos
men; a greav part ignorant perfons alrogether uncapable of fuch an office : yea
it is contrary to the Apoltle Puils ve(olution, 1 Cor. 12.28, 29 ,Wh" tells us,
that God bath [et fome in the Chitreh, firft Apoftles, then Prophctsy thivdly
Teachers, ‘ot the church o be teachers, which is all one with proponents of
tevealed verities, but teachers in the chiurch : and thefe are denied tobc.all the
church,when he (aith, ver. 29. Arcall teachers @ And to make them infalli-
le is contrary tothe Apoftle. Rom. 3. 4. whete he (aithy ler God be true, and

- cveryman a byar, {urely then not an infallible Judge of controverfies: yea
fhould this be geanted, it would bring all confufion into the churches of Gogi.
Nor can the {peech haye any goodfenfe, that the Carholick church i $adge in
eontroverfies, but this which Protefbants indecd rightly teach, that every man
is to judge for himfelf; not for others with a judgement of dilcerning Yvhat
do&rine or points of faith he hears, and receives, yet requiring upon pain of
damnation that they be careful in exsmining what they embrace, which the
Papifts do fo much inveigh againft falfly, asific were a leaving every’ man to
§ . his privace (pigic, thoughi they do in this ne otherwife ‘than: Papifts muft of
y  neceflity, yeild toeach man when the determinations of Popes' and councils
are ambiguous, as they were in the council of T'renr, and'are often inthe De~
crees, Breves and other edi@s’ of Popes, as is manifeft by the writers on the
i Canon law, and difputes about the councils and Popes meaning, in which are
i [omany ambiguities that there is fcarce a point in which  there are not many
oppofite opinions,  1f Puppus have overcounted, who reckons ‘outof Bellirmin

alone two hundred: thirty [even concradi&ions in Popith writers ; yet he-thar
reads Bellarmins convroverfies, fhall finde very few queftions, in which' the
Schoolmen and other Papifts do not gainfay each other. ‘And: asfor cheie
refolution into the principle, I belicve the Catholick church. They are not agreed

# What the church is from whom they'may have refolution, whether the Pope,
{ whois with thent the church virtual; or a general  council, whicH is either never,
gl or'very rares which they call' the church teprefentative;  or the uniform conféne
" ofthe Fathers’, ‘according” to which only the profeflion of faith of Pope Piyx
. the fourth requires all Papifts to receive’ and expound  the holy Scriprures: and:
yet'this urtiform'confent of Fathers is'eithes a nullity; it being fearce found in

any point; or it is impoffible to be known, H. T, by his words p2g 108, refolves
gl bis faich into the next precedent age and fo upwards, and here pag, 30, into the
- church, and this church is, p4g. 70. not the whole ‘church- (which yec isall ona
with the Catholick) e 2 council approved by the Pupe;, into whofe authority
they finally relolve their faith ; for though they pretend to' refolve it intg the
Scripture, yet as it is expoutided by the church, pag. rog, 113. whichs the
2OPe.  §0 that whatever pretence they make of refolving their faith intothe
hurch as the proponent, or God as the Author’; inconclufion they acquiefce
n whar the Pope dittates by himfelf “or with a council approved by him. As
ot the Scriptutes the Papifts are not all agreed  which: bé the Canonical Seris
Ptures, which not: nor can they fet down certain rules 1o know what are the
;“;_"".“‘tn t;aditiops of the church, which they are to admit and embrace with
£ Dlr’i:a:lﬂ":hézloz of piety as the written Word, as the Trent council decseed, f¢f]’ 4.
y have any bottom to reft on by their principles ; fometimes one
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L4 ouncil crofling another, fome having l_accn com!cmned in gener.
;;Oc%cuat?ccil?;ichcreticks : no;g can they tell, butt’ 'bl)u' lf\formauo‘n. ’;,f others, g
Pricfts or Carriers,of their Bulls or Breves (whic axe'm_an)crlo :} ¢m not on)

fallible, but alfo falle, as (orhe oft‘hurown‘have comp.z}lllneo.)BYv 1at the Popey
determin, and what fraud is ufed in procuring I o};})t):;ﬁ?: $ l: .1'evts ("mftimes
is many ways teftified, as that che Bull ot Pius the fitch, wherein Queery g5

abeth was excommunicated and deprived, was 8Otten i q
: ent way by Morton and Webb 5 there is p

Watfon  quodlib. f’?r‘:[‘]“]ftg,; th)e’ rrl))’orrs of others what the Pope detel;ic;:-
p- 252, 260, 343- :::CEPYE a man hear him preach, or pronounce fentence, >
: he muft rely on the teftimony of thofe that may ang’
ffﬁ hl::,r rli,tfoaggcgjt eNur if a man [ee or hear the Pope decree, c):m hde g
cleriacin w%lc[htl' he [paje from Deters chair, or dctc'rminc.what is to be believeq
by the whole church (out of which ga(:c they [ay he is fallible) or give his
opinion as a private Do&or. So th_at it is moft falle, that either apilts agreq
as H. T. faith, or refolve themf(elves into one {afe and moft unchangeable_ rine
ciple, .or have any infallible judg_e of controvcrﬁes,_ or have God himfelf £,
the prime Atthor, and his authomx t}lc formal obje@t and motive of thejp
faith: but their faith in wllatthpy differ from us refts only on mens fayings,
for the moft part ignorant and wicked (for fuch have been moft of the Popeg
for a thoufand years) whom they follgw againft the pl:u_n and confefled Words
of the Scripture, as in thei communion under one kinde, WOl'ﬂlipping of
Images, and alcribe to them powes by their authority to declare new Scriptureg
and Articles,of faith, and make the Sciipture only to be believed becaufe of the

chuzches decermination, thatis the Popes,. which in re(pect of us they make
of more authority than the Scripture, and fo make the churches, not Gods
authority, the formal motive and ob]c_& of their faith, So that if unity be g,
note of the church,of all others the Popifh church can lay leaft claim to it,.and
H. T. bisargument may be retorted. The Catholick church is one, the
Roman church is not ane,. therefore the Romen church .is.not, the Gathalicy’
church,, .- On the other fide  the Proteftants have. batter unity and . meaps t
unity than Papifts. For however they differ in ceremonies and difciplin, yet.
in points of faiththey differ llttlc,_as may appeat by the blrma)?] of their ¢on..
felfions, which fhews agreement. in their: churches howcyer in explication
of points private Do&tors differ, and they have a more fure piinziple and (afe in
owning: one Mafter even Chrift, and one.certain rule. to know, the minde of
God, to wit the holy Scriprure, which the Papilts themfelyes make the obje& of
faith,: and. che tranflation; intothe Englifhrongue amakes ?Iam inthe chief
points to be believed, (o that every, ordinary man may be certain. what jg dej;
wers concerning them, and this tran{lgtion appears to be cerrain !D-thorc_things,
by comparing it cven with the Papifts own Englifh tranflation at Rhemey and,
Dowsy, which had they left out theic corrupt Annotations and permiteed i, X
beread (as God requires) by all forts of perfons, the falthood and errors of B
pith Pricfts would (oonappear, and be reicéted Ly all that love truch,
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The argument of Y. T from she unity of anatural body, is againft bhim and for
Proteftans,

But H.T.adds a fccond argument for the unity of the Catholick church ””’;7"
As anaturalunity and connexion of the pares among themfelves, and 1o
bead is neceffary for the being and confervation of a natural body : fo the [pi-
ritual unity and conncxbon of the members among(t themfeluves and 10 the
bead, is mecefary for thebeing and confcrvation of a myftical body. Bub
tho-church of Chrift (as I have proved) is a myftical body, Therefore a [pi-
ritual unity and connexion of the members amongft themfelves and 1o the
head, is neceffary for the being and confervation of she church of chrift.
The Major is proved by 1he parity of reafon, which is berwcen anatural and
myftical body 5 for as a natural-body muft necds dye, if alliv's parts by which
3t [hould (ubfift be torn and divided one from ancther 5. foalfo a myftical body.

" perifbesy if all iv's members be divided from one another, and from the btad
(whenceit bath ivs [piritual lije) . by Schifm and berefic..,

Anfw. THough it be that this argument is only from a fimilitude, which
doth only.illuftrate not prove , as Logicians, {ay. truely, and

there be fuch difparities between a natural body and a myftical, asare fufficient
to fhew the weaknels of this arguing ; as namely, that there are no parts vital
in the myf{tical body befides the head, as the heart, liver and lungs ate in the
natural, thas (ome parts of the head it felf may be cut off, as the cars, and nofe,
and yetthe being, though not.the integrity of the body continue, that there
are fome parts that have not life, as bair, and nayles, (as{ome conceive) that.
the' parts receive not life from the head, but the head and the reft from the foul ¢
yet fith the conclufion is true, and the argument.with its proof many wayes
again{t the Popifh tenets,I.grantit,and obferve, . x. That the unity which ‘is:
proved hence, is not of the univerf{al viible church ; the truth of which Papifts,
and this Author go about to demonftrate by it’s unity, . but of the myftical,
For in this myftical body the unity is {piritual by faith, and the members have
Ipititual life from the head.. But in the Catholick church (of which the di-
fputes ave) accarding to Bellarm. L. 3, de cccl milit, ¢, 10 &c. are many. dead.
metbbers, fecret infidels : (o that this atgument proves not the Catholick vi-
fible by iUsunity, but the Catholick invifible of true believers. 2. This ar-
gament: 1s. not to.prove. the unicy of the church by fubjeétion tothe Roman
Bifliop, -bywhich H. T, would demonftrate the unity of the church, but by.
the unity to that head whenge thebody - bathi’s, fpiritual Jife and motion,
Wwhich fure is Chrift only and not the Bifhop of Reme. 3. This fimilimde, if
by [head ] were meant the Rope,cannot evince the purpole of this Author, For
there have been' Schifms in the Roman church of one Pope and his party againft:
another; and yet the unity of the Catholick church injthe profcflion of .the

lame fa;

vith continued. - Whence: it follows, that Schifm doth not takeaway
the: unity of

Mty of the church Cacholick without herefic, but only diorder, diftempez -
a‘?“‘.“l““ 16 And cherefore thongh it we e granted (as is is not) that Prow.
L
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-mg  one Catholick Church not tht Roman,  Axr.1y,
teftants were Schilmaticks in dividing from the See of Rome, yet they mighe
be united to the Catholick church, :u'xd i’s being and confervation oontinued
as long as the unity of faich is com_mucd, and untill it beproved thar pro.
tefbants have departed from the unity of faith once dcliveted: torthe §yineg

which he can never do) in vain doth H. T'. go about to prove they are nog ypj.
ted,to theCatholick church.

S S S S e et
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e univerfality, which Matth. 28. 20. Eph. 4. 125 17. Luk. 1. 33. Johy PR
5 :5, xs.ffor timey Plal. 8. 9. Yia. 2, 2. Matth. 28 20, for plage 4 mcan:.
agrees not bo the now Roman church, bus betrer to she Proteftants, 3

Ut H. T. proceeds thus. T'. be z{niverfal for time and Place ig nothing
“elfe but ro be coexiftens wirh all timey and to be fpread or diffufed pyep all
places.  Bur the churcly of Chrift from the time hebath founded it ' bagp been
coexiftent with all time, and’ fhall be vo the worlds end, andhath and Jhalt pe
Jpread over all nations, thevefore the church of Chrift is univer(al (or Catholick
for time and place. The Major is proved becaufe the definition and the thin
defined areconvertible. The Minor 2s proved by Scripture for time, 1. Marth,
28. 20, Ephel. 4.12,13. % John 14. 15,16, 8¢, Luke x.33v For pige
Plal. 85. 9. Tfa, 2. 2. §¢ Matth, 28. 20, ’ H
Anfw. x.' The conclufion fhould have: been, the Roman Catholick church:
and no other is the church of Chrift, and the' argument chus. That church
which is univerfal for timeand place; and noother is the church  of Chri.l:t
But the Roman Catholick church and no other isuniverfal for time ang place,
therefore the Roman Catholick church and no other is the church of Ch;'cp:'
But fo the Major had not been true of any churchrexiftent: in one age, noy tlh'
Minor true of che prefént Roman church 2 'bue it is contrary to all fenfe ani
hiftories which 'relate the occurrences of the world,, (pecially in the churcheg o
Chrift: 2. As the'argument is framed here by H. T'. ‘the conclufion is oy A
ed being thus underftood, that the church of Chrift is notconfined to gI;rm‘
only, but extended to all Nations indefinitely and aptitudinally, thouph :d
definitely ‘and a&ually extended to every’ Nation,  For fome nationsgnc b
were altually the church of Chirifty norany church of Chrift amop .
though'there was no reftraint by Chrifts command of preaching to them, 'p
if it be underftoed ‘of a&ual coexiftence withiall times and all places  (, ;:t
Minor is not true & nor the Major, as I conceive the meaning of the term (e v
tholick] in the Acticle of the Creed, I belicve the holy Catholick church . s
is thar the definition of the church Catholick, ' that itis altually n:oex'iﬂrmr
withall time, and to be (pread or diffufed over ali places s - bue it jg termed Cent
tholick; becaufe it is'not 'confined to-one Nation, -and comprehends all %
Believers of any Nation,Jew or Gentile : nor dothetexts he brings: proye .
other univerfality. For Masth. 8. 20. proves not fuch an univerfalje %
that there fhall be no interval of time or particular place, 'wherein the cl);:x iy
Ga}'l tllot be exiftent. © But that Chrift would be ‘wich them  that preachr;:,h
ofpel all dayes till the end of :h,c world;. ‘(o asthat they had liberty - to prea:I:

the
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he Gofpel in every place, -and fhonld finde his affitance while they did pl'eachg
Mot that alwayes in each day there thall be a Church of Chrilt on carth, _mu.cof
lefle that there fhall be a church viGble con(picuoufly to all in every N"“oﬁ“.k
the carth.  The like is the fenfe of Epbef. 4. x2,13. whichis, that C ”0:
hath given various gifts till all come to the unity of faith ¢ -but this Prgvle?]'n(o
there fhall bea continuance of the Church on earthin every age, much i¢ ‘;r

confpicuoufly vifible as that it may be known to all, much morc'le_ﬂe in eYcu?-'
flacc. Fobn 14. 15, 16. is yetfarther from the purpofe as comaining ?(&c of

iar promife to the Apoftles = if it be meant of any Church it is the invih

true believers, not of every or any meer vifible Chuich, wherein many have
Rot the (pirit of Chrift atall, much lefleabiding wich them for ever, The text
Luke x. 33. doth not prove that there fhall be in every age or time a Church
on earth, but that Chrifts dominion fhall never end. . The texts Pfal. 85. 9
Ifa. 2. 2. arethus meant, that not only the Jews, but alfo all Nations ) that
s, all other people by faith fhallbe admitted to the Church of God by faich as
well as Jews 5 now this proves not, that there fhall bein every place on carth
8 Church of Chrift. But H. I, adds. ; .

L refume the Argument and make it thys. 1. That church which ¥ not unie
verfal (or Catholick) for time and place ds not the church of Chrift. 2. But the
Proteflant church Cand the like may be faid of all awber Scéaries) # not uni-
verfal\(or Carbolick)) for time and place. 3. Thercfore the Proteftant church
7 10t the church of Chrift. The Major hash been proved before,  The Miner %
proved, becaufe before Luther (who Lived listle above fixfcore years ago) there
werc no Proteftants to be found in the whole world, a5 hash been proved by us, .
and confeffed by onr adver[aries. To which you may adde, they have ncuer yes
beenable to convert any onc Narion from infidelity to she faith of Chrift, nor
ever bad communion with all nations, morindeed any perfeit communion among
shemfelves : thercfore they cannos be the Catholick Church,

Anfw. The Major, That church which is not univer(al for time and place #
not the Church of Chrift, if meant of a&ual or aptitudinal uniyer(ality is not-
teue. Forwhe chusch of the Jews afore Cornelins was converted by Peter had .
been no church of Chrift, whick was aGually, yeaand sptitudinally, that is
according to Perers and other Chriftians circumcifed their opinions and in-
tentions to be confined to the Jews: and therefore no other church than on
earth were or was believed by Peter and thofe who contended with bim, A&.
1.2, and yet there was a Church of Chrift before, as is manife&t from Aéls .
247, But it the Major be underftood of univerfality of faishshus, That church -
which % not univer(al for time and place by bolding tbe faith once delivered by
the Apofties o the Saints 35 not the church of Chrift, itisgranted ;. busin that
fenfe the Minor is falle, abe Proteftantsichyreh is uuirucrﬁ%l fortime and place ;

that is, holds the fame faith, which was in all places preached by the Apoftles .
and Apoftolical teachers.to believers. And in this fenfe Proteftants have been
ycvery age before Luther, and have as really converted Nations from in6de-
Lity vo the faich of Chrift as the Popifh church or Teachers, and haye had more
Pefed communion with all Mations and among them(elves then Papifts, as

fuch shave had
embraced by
not for many

» and the Papifts have not been (o, but haye held a new faith, not -

agreatpart of Chriftians, nor inall places received or known,

hundreds of years taught in ghe churchics, but lasely by the ;‘g{{m -
; ~ fadtion .




8o  one Catholick Church not the Roman. Art.1V.
fa&ion devifed to uphold the Popes tyranny and their own gain, And there.
foce T retort the argument thus, That church which is not univerfal (or Ca.
tholick ) for che time and place, is not che church of Chrift. But the Popig,

h is not univerfal (or Catholick) for time and place, but is of laze

om1n churc L ¢ t
3 is not the trie church of Chrift. 3

{(randing therefore it’

R

SECT: VII

Whe words of Trenazus Origen, La@antius, Cyril of Hicrufalem, AL,
wi’: Ju z{c univerfalizy of H.'T: which be afferss the Catholicifm of the 1{:
- man church but agat(x[t ir.

S for the words of the Fathers, which H.T. allegeth on this Asticle
_A they are not for H. T, his purpofe to prove,” that that is che only tru;

‘¢hurch  which is {ubje to the Bithop of Rome, or that the Roman church jg «

the Catholick church, but they prove the contrary.  For the words of Trenay,
L. 4. adv. barcfesc 43, arethele. WWherefore we ought to obey thofe Prespy,
ters which are in the church, thofe which bave fucce(fion from the Apoftles a5 yyq
bave fhewed, who with the fucceffion of Bifboprick bave received the ceyygiy
gift of eruth according to the pleafure of the Father : but to have the reft fufpect--
ed eithey as bereticks and of evil epinion, or as renters and lifted up and pleafin
themfelues, or again as bypocrites working for gain and wvain glorics (ake, wbg
depare from the original (ucceffion and are gathered in cvery place, For all zbef:
{allﬁ:om the truth. By which it may be perceived, x. That H, T\ omitted
undry words which would have fhewed that Presbyters and Bifho
one. 2. That Irenzus requires that thofe to whom he w‘ould havepsbw;fc "
given, be fuch as have not only fucceffion of place, butalfo the “n:inc tence
sruth,  Whence it follows. 1. That this (peech doth not prove tha gift of
to obey only the Bifhop of Rome, or the Roman Church, but any Pr:sl:ﬁ/e are
2. That the {ucceflion required is not confined to Rome, but extended t)'ters.
pl?,c? 3. That fucceflion toany of the Apoftles as well ‘as Peter {5 4
original fucceffion. 4. That Presbyters who in any place depart not f termed
truth are in the church, And therefore this place is {o far from provin r?t’,n the
ceffity of unity with the Roman churchyor that it is the Catholick church g
it E;Jt;res the dcontfrary. » that
e words of Origen are not for H.T. which reguire n j
be kept, but that which is by order of {ncceffion from the %PO ﬂlc:,o:":fz rd:’t:;;nc to
the church to bis time. For neither do they fay, the church is only the Rn; in
c_hul.ch, nor that dorine to be kept which remains in it, or that zvhi h \UMmap
livered from Petcr only, or by order of fucceflion from his chair, or 5 ]." de~
by unwritten tradition : but that which is delivered any way ’fro S delivered
ftles by fucceflion in any place. m the Apo.
The words of Lalfantius are lefle for H. T. which do not at
man the Catholick church, nor fay in it only is Gods true worfhip and fures
“and hope of life, but in the Catholick chuxch, that is the Church of 53? b ftﬂnfxcc
all over the world, as the words of Cyril of Hierufalem next alleged d t’lzcw.r:
‘Which is nothing for H. T oragainit us, ged 4o fhew, in

all call the R,.
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And for the wards of Auguftin in his Book dewvera religione, cap.7. We
wmuft bold the communion of that church which s called catholick both by ber own
and frangers, they are maimedly recited, Auguftin {aying, that we are 10 hold
the Chtiftian Religion and communion of that church, not oncly which % named
catholick, but which s catholick, and 7 named vatholick ; and\mp‘ﬁ. hc; eX~
plains what is meantby Catholick church,per totum orbem valide lareque diffu-
fa, [pread over the whole World firmly and largely, and of the Religion w}u_ch
he terms the Hiftory and Prophecy of the temporal difponfation of t{n divine
Providence for the [alvation of munkinde o be reformed and repazrcd unto

. eternallife.  Whereby it may be perceived; that he neither accounted that

Chriftian Religion, which is about the Bifhop of Reme’s power, or any of the
Popifh Tenets which Proteftants deny, but the Doérine of Salvation by:
Chrift, nor the catholick church the Roman onely, buc the Chriftian church
throughout the World, which confifts of them, who are named Chriftians,
Catholicksy or Orthodox, thatis, Keepers of integrity, and followers of the
things which are right, as he fpeakscap.s. And for the words of Augu!tzne,
Epift.xsa. that whofocver s divided from the catholick chureh; bow laudable fo-
everbe feems to bimfelf to live,¢’c. he frall be excluded fiom life, they are
impudently appropriated to the Roman church. For afew lines before Auguftine
declares whom he calls the catholick church, thas which 3 [bread over the carths
which s defigned by the divine tcftimonies of boly Soripturcs, which beginning
[fiom Hierufalem increafed in places in which the Apoftles preached, and bave
written the names of the (ame places in their Epiftles and Aéts, and was [pread
over the other Nations, So that clearly Augnftine tells us it was not the Ro~
man Church onely which he meant by the Catholick, but alfo the Gorinthian,
Ephefian, Theffatonian, and all the reft in the world., And cherefore it is appa-
rent’ that neither this nor any other Father underftood by the  Catholick
Church, the Roman onely, and thofe who acknowledged the Bifhop of Rome’s
Supremacy, nor did they hold a neceflity of union with it,

$'BCT.¢VIIL !

That it #s non- [enfe or falﬁ;aod to term the Roman Church the Catholick Cburcvb,
and the [hifes-of H,'T. to.avoid this Objection are difcovered,

H.T. adds, Obje&.. The Roman Catholick Church i a particular Church,
<1 thereforedt is mot Carholick or yniverfal. - Anlw. I diftingnifh your Ante=
cedent, the Roman Church as taken onely forthe congregation of Rome or

- Xealy, dsa particular Church, I grant: as taken for. the whole colledtion of
Churches holding communion with the Sce of Rome, I.deny it. For (o it i
an univer (al Church containing all parvicular Churches, as all the parts are
contained in'the whole, and inthis acoeption alfo it % called the Roman
churdh, becaufc the particular Roman church is she mother church, and bath &

- bower of beadfhip and jurifdiction gver all the reft, Obje. Howcan 4
chureh of ong denominasion be wniverfal 2 - Anfw. I bave told you alrcﬂ”g'
M 4
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