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SECT. V.

Peter’s chargetoéonfirm bis Brethren, and bis priority of nomination, pr e not
4 :
pis Supremacy,

. T. isthis, He that is by Gods a ain;mc
TH° fccon:ibA;gil;T;: }:if;br:land #s generally fer bofore others in f}fc Scrip:,,:,teo
confirm : L’:Mm than thof orhers in power and digriry. But sy, Peter b]‘
muft needs i g»m appointment wis to confirm xbe Apoftlesin tbe fairh, and i,
our Sawaur’;ﬂtn d before them all in the boly Scriptures, therefore St. Perey Wag
52:5?:1}?;%/1' of the Apoftles in power and dignity, and therefore the Heqy and

Primate of tbereft.

he Conclufion ic felf might be granted, and yet the fupse

Héf é"{’: m;lt. proved. Tbe power ((aid Hart Conf, with Rainold, chap.x %;xﬁ
2.) which we mean to she Pope by this Title of Supreme Head 7, that the G-
wernment of the whole Church throughoit zb_c World doth depend of him : in
bim doth Lie the power of judging and deermining all Caufes of Faith, of ry.
ling Councils as Prefident, and ravifying their Decrees ; of ordering and ¢qp
firming Bifhops and Paftours ; of deciding Caufes broughtbhim by Appeals from
all the coajts of tbe Earth,of reconciling any that are cxcommunicate, of excop,,
miinicating, [upending, or inflicting other Cenfures and Penalties on any th,e
offend, yea, on Princes and Nations ; finally, of all things of the like fort for
governing of the. Church, even whiatfoever :oucbctb. cither preaching of Doilrine
or praglifing of Difcipline in the Church of Chyift. Now a perfon may pe
above others in power and dignity, yea, the Hefxd and Primate of them 5 and
yet not have this power, The Lord Chief Juftice of one of the Benches, the
Speaker of the Parliament, _Chair-m;m of a Committee, Duke of Venice,
Prefident in'a-Council of Bifliops, the Head of a College,

Cathedral, may have power and dxgniry al?ove other Juftice
Bench, over Counfellours in the (ame Council, over Knights and Burgefles in
the fame Patlisment, Prelates in the fame Gouncil, Fellowsin the fame Co|_
{epe, Canons in the fame Chapter, and ina fort Primates and Heads of the
relt, yet not fuch(upreme Fl¢ads over thereft, as the Popes claim to be, Yea,
notwithfanding (ich power,he may be limited (0 as that he cannot ad wi
them in makingany Laws, or pafling any Sentence binding,
a& without him, and legally proceed againft him. So that ¢
might be yiclded, and yet the Popes Supremacy not proved,
the Pope claims fuch a vaft and monftrous power in Heave

s of the famea
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he Concluﬁox{
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and Hell, as exceeds the abilities of any meer mortal man to dii’cha g

r
is, as experience fhews, the Introduétion to a world of mileries ang’egpsr'c‘g
ons. But let us view his proof of the power of Peter, which H. T, alctibes
to.him, ; .

The'Major, faith he, # proved, becaufe the [rronger i pot confirmed by the
weaker, nor the lefs worthy to be (et before the more worthy, generally (beakin 2.

4nfw. This doth not prove his Major, for a perfon may be weaker and g
worthy, and yet above others in power and dignity, Qu s
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Wotnan, and (o weaker in refpect of her Sex, and perbaps le(s worthy in refpect
of parts than fome of her great Commanders and Privy Counfellours. Will
H. T, (ay fhe was below them in power and dignity ? Many a Father and
Mufter may be weaker and le(s worthy, and yet fuperiout in power and dignity.
Many a Drelate is fironger in knowledge and wifdom, and mote worthy in re-
fpect of holy life, than many Popes, I will not oncly fay, than Pope Foan and
Bennet the Boy, but alfo than Piws the (econd or any other of the beft of their
Popes 3 and yec H, T, will not yicld fuch Prelates tobe above Popes in powWeE
and dignity. Me thinks he fhould yield .4thanafius to be ftronger and of more
wocth than Liberdus, Hicrom than Daw fus, Bernard than Eugenius, and yet
he would be loath to afcribe more power and dignity to them than to the Pope.
Nor is it true, that the ftronger i not confirmed. by, the weaker, whether we
mean it of mioral or natural firength or weaknels and confirmation. Apollq:
was confirmed by Prifcilla, David by Abigail, Naaman by his fervant, Nor if
by [generally [peaking] be meanc very frequently, is the fpeech true, thatthe
more worthy is [cs beforctbeiefs worthy. I think in the Aétsof the Apoftles
Barnabas ismore often before Paul than after, as Affs11.30. ¢ 1225 &
13.7. ¢ 140284, @ 15.12. I amfureinthe Holy Ghoft's Precept, Aéts
13.2. whereupon they were ordained, and in the Decree of the Apoftles, Adts
15.25, Barnabas is fcft. 'Will H..T. [fay Barnabis wasmore worthy than
Puanl? Mg thinks a man fhould beathamed to ucter fuch frivolous toysin fo
weighty a matcer, and fear toalcribe to a finfull man (o great and immenfe a
Doininion‘on fuch flight pretences. :
But how doth he prove his dMinor:? ‘The Minor, faithhe, # proved, I have
prayed for thee Peter, that thy faithi fail notyand thenbeing at length conuorted,
~confirm thy Breshren, §t. Luke 2231, ‘The names ; of .the twelve Apoftles are
thefe, the firft Simon who s called "Petery¢zc.  St.Matth.ao.z. 8. Matk 3.
St. Like 2. and AGsthe 1. §
Anfw. The Textdoth not fay, Confirm the Apoftles in the faith, no do
we finde that they did, but that hie doubted as well as they, M, ark 16,14, yea,
- thiere is mention of -another Difciples believing the Relurredion afore. Peter,
I5fbbn30.8/9, yeas Paullcemsto have confirnaed « Perer. in the faithy when be
“Walked not with avight foot according vothe sruth of tcho?el, Galz v4. (5°
" Alts v4i21. Pauband Barnabas ate faid Yo confirm the. fouls of the Difciples,
“and Fudos and Silss did the fame Afs 15:32+ So that this, AG fhewes no
Headfhipin Perer, norany privilegeat all; much lefs fuch a fupreme Headfhip
“overthe Apoftles, as H.T. allegeth it for, but 2, common gnsy/oﬁ;charit)'.
‘which not oncly may but muft be dofie:byan equal or inferiourytoam equal or
“fuperiour: 'Sure,if Panl had known of thisiasia Privilege in. Perer he would
not have {aid, that he went not up tothe Apofties beforeliim; mor conferred with
“flefhand blood, Galix 6,17, and that Pecct addednothing vobim,Gal.2 6. As
“fovbis being preferred generally beforetherreff, dv'is not-proved by his being
named before the vef ¢ he'tndy be'named-after, \Who is preferred before, as Paut
“is after Barnitbas . nordo the four ‘Texts exprefs a general or frequent priority
of ‘nomination,’ three expreffing ‘butone and the fame a& of Chrift, andithe
* Cataloguebeing varied in the order of the reft; mea_:'Evangeliﬁsrcckoning
* Anilvewnext Peter, fometimes Fames, and in like manner the order altered in
fome others, hews, that the order of nomination imported no Privilege ¢ yea,
o N Y 2 qme-
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. v iFohn x.44. who had thj Privi
metimes Peter is named after Andrew Vf $ Privile
{Jr?:xe,“?;scr to Cyift ver[ 41. fometimes after Pauland Apollos,x Cop.y .,
ug and other Apofiles, 1 Cor.g.5- Gal.a.9. ‘."'7'“" {-]u»v“ha-t Fobn and Payy
hderftood not, that any fuch Primacy or Puerogative was given to peyey,
1“‘2 r:omimtio'l firft, as Papifts affect thence 5 for if they had they \woy)
i 3

B¢ ta
2.

3 v " d not ag
; 2 . And therefore however a Primac
any umc.have m;ci[f’d;’lclf orffr'rhere is no neceffity we fhould yieyldoih(:;der
may be given to fb'i ¢o be a Duty impofed, much lefs a perperual Privile ",\,0}
kn_owlcdgcmcflt 2 lhim. 2. That [uch Primacy proves nor! any Supericy;,
Right bdongmg;?Apo&lcs,no more than that the fenior Fellow of 4 Col}eqy
of Power a!gzvfotwﬂ_above the reft, becaule he is frfy written in the Cgugf:
i,f ru;fc:;:?rhcl Fgrc-man in a Jury is (uperiour, becaufe he is fiift called. s
ook

$ECT VI
The late Popes of Rome are not Succeffours of Peter.

H. T. addsy #har bath been faid to prove St.Peter’s Primacy proves alfo 1pe
Primacy of bis Succeffour the Pope of Rome.

An{w.THe proof of a Primacy is fhort of the proof a Supremacy,which wag
"t the thing H. 7. 'undertook 3 thereis a Primacy of oider, where
thereis not a Supremacy of power. And the ancient Churches which gave

“ theBifhop of Rome the primacy of order afore thePatriarchs of dntioch, dlexan.
< dria, Ferufalem, and Cop[izz.nftnoplc, thatis, to fitina general Council higheft,
and ro have fome other Privileges, yet «_ild never acknowledgc the Bifhop of
Rome their (upreme Head, b__“t refifted this claim, when it began to b
That Piimacy which was given to the Bl_ﬂ_lopﬁof Rome was given him chicfly
becaufe of the dignityand power of the Qty: : Peter’s name was aftey by am-
“bitious Popes ufed toferve their Defign in le:mg up the Roman Bithop.  Bug
the Ancients did look to the eminence of .the'Clty, as buing the Sear of the
Empire in their peeferring of the Roman Blﬂlops : ﬂ:om whegce when the Seat
of the Empire was-tran{lated toConftantinople,the l?.ﬂwp of it'wag made a Pa.
‘triarchy equal to the Bifthop of Rome, and for a time con'rendgd for prehemi~
- nence above bim. Tt wasnotat fieft by reafon of . Peter’s imagined Headth;

e ufurped,

Jorany fitceflich to him, thar the; Bifhop of Rome was preferred before othg; :

Patriatclis's bit by realon of the ‘amplitude and eminendy of Rome
third Canon of the fecond Conftantinopolitan, and the eight and rwe
Chalcedon Councils thew. “As for Succeflion te Peter it is contrar
ture, that the A poftles hould haye Succeflours as Apaftles, Gith they wete onem
Fy to be Apoftlesywho, were Witnefles of _Cbrzﬁ’; RefuereCtion; which neithey
‘the Rdman Bifhopsynor any after the Age in which the Apoftles livedycould be,
““That chey were eithet fixed Bilhops of certain places;or did appointany to fuc-
ceed'in their Apoftlefhip'is falle. All Apoftles were by || pecial ele@ion of Chyi
thofe thar came after were by ele@ion of men, and fucceeded | the Apofiles in'
pr%c_kgmg the Gofpel; byt not in Apoftlethip, nor didithe Apoftles make Bi-

fhops

s @S the
ntieth of
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" fhops of certain places their Sacceflours, but every Paftours who preached the
faith aright, was theic Succelfour, and (o are all GUl‘PCI Preachers at this day,

Fobn Calvin ar Geneva did (ucceed Peter more truly than Pope Aldobrandin,

ny bundred of years,
| ‘as Petcr was, they
ve been

, 0t Barberin, or Gbifi, or any othet of the Popes for ma
Tiil the Popes prove themfelves Preachers of the Gofpe
vainly taJk of Succeflionto him As of late they have been theyha
Succeflours to Simon Magus rather than to Simon Petcr.

g SECT. VIL
:3: The Sayings of Fathers and Councils prove not Petes’s or the Popes Supremacy.
A F the Fathers which H. T. cites for the Popes Supremacy the firft is out

7! of Damafcen alate corrupt Writer, and he cites it out of Pfeudo Diony

Jius the Areopagite’s tale proved to be fuch by Dr. Fobn Rainold €onf, with
Harr, chap.8, diuif.2. and from that place, in which the contrary, to what itis
alleged fory to wit, Peter’s Supremacy, may be evinced, inthat the Authour,
who cyer he were, makes the power of binding and loofing to be given to all
the Apofties, There (aith H. T, Peer % flyled the fupreme and moft ancient tp

of Divines: which though it have no credit there, being too much known of
the forgeries and dreams in the Writings of Dumafcen, and that countefeic Do~
wyfius: yet were it granted, that Dionyfius the Areopagite fhould bave fo writ-
ten, as he (aith he did, terming Peter, the (upreme and moft ancicnt top of Di=
wines, this would not infer that he was the univei(al Paftour of the Church
“with {uch a power of juri{diGion, as this Aurhour aflerts he had over the
* twhole Church, even the Apoitles chemfelves. For this doth not expre(s (upre-
. macy of power, but of knowledge, and afferts his eminency for underftanding
< Theology, to which me thinks H. T. fhould not annex the (upremacy of jurife

" " diQionand power, left that fome {uch as Aquinas, dndradius, ot fome other
- " challengethe Popedom; which is. [cldom conferred on any for his eminence in
Diyinity, but rather the moft learned Divines are thought unfit for the Papacys
even Cicarclla relates in the Life of Sixtus the fifth, that Cardinal Sirler,
though he were 4 man of great learning, was rejeCted, as notfit to be chofen
Pope 3 (uch as Bellarmine, Tolet, Baronius, are not chofen tobe Popes, but
fuch crafty men as Paul thethird, or fuch, ftout fpirits as Paul the fourth, or
fuch as are great Caponifts and Politicians, that know'the arts of the Papacy
better than the Do@&rine of Chrift, are chofen for Popes, yea, men [0 ignoranc

10 Divinityy and (o unfit to take the charge of Souls have been chofen for
Opes, that of all the Popes for many hundreds of years paft there are but a

very few who had knowledge in the Myftery of the Gofpel, orany meafure of
“godline(s competent for a Parith Pri¢lt. = Yea, Bellarminelib. de motis Eccl’:{.
64p.9. is feigned to afferc that there: may be members of the body of Chrift,

x 0 are no parts of it as a livingbody, but oncly as inftruments, left otherwife

the Pope being proved evil fhould be uncapable of being Head of the Chutch-

t‘: that he is o member of Chrifi's body, thereby making a desd equivocal
tmber an uniyocal Head of the univer(al Chugch, being confcious that m;h_..
; oy Y 3 : 2 : 1l S LIS
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i tiem be cafhiered ou;
{t the Popes would all or molt Of't em ai
ock:xf“tll::lt‘ f(l)xfl tcbri]t aspn()t (o much as parts of Chrift’s bodyy much Jefs HCads:

of th

i i ride, luxury, cruely, perfidionfnets, coyetonap?
by reafon ot t‘hcll‘ notofi"\:ls] ;:‘flod:vcr viccymighr fhug them to be chifdyey O‘t_‘)i?,
blafphemy, deceit, am.d of Dicraus lib.g. adver]. bitref. cap.3. i v feca e
D_.'vxl. Nug do.tk]e Wf’o‘] SAu Clricrcbes vound. about oughr vo v efort 1g the Rnd
Age, in which it is f_“! s e powerfull Principality, and thay 8 0«
man Church by reafon of her e i e T
ient, founded by Peter and Paul, For whether gpy word
gmm/? i i ‘w-c ﬂl,tcd refort, oragree to, or go together with, 3
convenire be to b:::i:::‘) it cannot be underfood of all Churches roungd ﬂb;Ch
i ('omcwhato?r:;:fc World, for that had been'an impoflible thing, and conna?t
in all]l i;;‘;;;: of Irenawsin the fame place who direéts them that were in 4 > ty
;? jyccﬁ&s and Smyrnafor the {ame end, but he medns of the parts of the Wfﬁcru
! ires {uch as Lyons wasin France where he was” Bithop, ﬂ"‘! {uch
Eé?cpne.':rerKomc;and it is manifeft that he makes Ro 7e no'more infa]ie thay
the Church ac Swiyraa or Epbefus, teferring ﬂ.le ln.qmﬁrqlr into the wadiion
Apoltolical toapply himfelf ro thefe, as well asit for mformslfo‘n ,r nor doth b,
make the relort to be to the Chuteh of ‘Rome always, but becaufear that time
there was a [ucceffion of men thar knew the Apoftles, or had the Doﬂrine of
Cbri/i delivered from them, among whom he reckons LGm.as made B,ﬂmp by
Perer while he lived, and fono Succeffour to Perer; butif Perer were BY.
fhop of Rome, (which Papiflt fay, but we deny?) there were two Bifhopg e
Rome together, yea, he makes the Church of Rome 10 have been foundeq
Peter and Paul, not by Peter onely, by reafon of which tradition, though o
“zher falle or uncertain, he judged there was rlxg beft affurance to be Had-of t
‘Apoftles Dottrine about God the Creatour againft Palentinusyand the Tathey,
becaufe he was acquainted with the Teachers there ‘s he had been with Poyy,
carpus of Smyrna, who was an acquaintance of Fobn the Bvangelift, for which
reafon hedire@ts allo to him. 'Asfor the more potent Principality, which el
maus [peaks of, whether it be meant of ‘the Church or'the State Ecclefis
"Civilitis uncertain ; if of the Civil Principality, becaufe then ic was the
Seat of the Empire, the neceflity of refore thicher muft be becaufe ciyil affairg
would enforce them to go thither upon othiér occafions, ‘and then they imighy
inform them(elves being there moft ‘commodionfly 5 if of Ecclefiaftical Pyj.
cipality, yec there is nothing that fhews it meant of ‘f“i‘{erfﬂ_l jurifdiétion and
-power aver all Churches, but of a more posyerﬁ}ll Principality it had in clegy.
+ing Doétrines and ordering Chutch-affairs in " chofe parts by reafgn of
the emineney  of their Founders , 'and fucceeding Teachers who were in
. thofe times of great note for purity of Doétrine’and conftancy in-the Faith
for which they were Maityrs. And indeed were the queftion now between
us and any fuch as Pulentinus 'or Marcion concerning the DoGrine which the-
. Apoftles taught, about another God befides the Father of our Lord Fefus
Chrift, and the Church of Rome had fuch Bifhops }_:1s_t_hen they had who haq
-acquaintance with the Apoftles, or JYeceived ‘their tradition from them (g near
to.the Apoftles days as the Renan Bifhops did then; we fhould alfo think e
{meet in lx:xch a point wherein we knew they were right to refer it toth

» : em to de.
-Xemmine, Butin {o doing we fhould nor cknowledy a erperual Prerogative of

P“l'ts as

ﬁica l'»gr

infallible Supremacy over all the Churchts'in'the World annexed to thar See,
&k o
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. not did ever Irenaws intend it, who is known to have oppofed V‘_‘cf"Bme,Of
Rome, when he excommunicated the 4flan Bifhops for varying from him
in the keeping of Eaffer, as Eufcbiys reports , Hift. Eccle[. 4ib.§. cap.22s
Y ;

The words of Origenincap,6. Epift ad Roman, (waving other Exceptions:s
againft Cirations of: of th:fc Coﬁxgentary, as being fo altered by Ruffinus
that we can hardly know what is Origen’s, what not) were they as H.T. fets
them down (which I cannor examine now for want of the Book) yet they
Prove not Peser’s (upremacy of power oyer the Apoitles.” He might b.a'uclbe

_ chief charge of feeding Cheif's Sheep, and the Church be founded ox him, yet
have no jurifdi&ion over the Apoftles, and the Church be founded on_thc
otlgr Apoftlesas well as on him, as hath been {hewed before in this Article,

. 8clt 4. :

j As for Cyprian’s words, calling Peter the Head and Root of the Cbz_trc?.
cited by H, T, asin an Epiff.ad Falian: T finde no fuch Epiftle in Cyprian’s
Works, butin an Epiftle ad "y’u!;idm'm concerning Baprifm of Her‘cucksxvl
finde thefe words about the beginning of the Epiftley Nos utem g Ecclefice

_ Wniuscapur ¢ vadicem tenemus, thatis, Buf we who bold the Head und.Raor of
one Church, ¢oc. in which Perer is not named, not do I finde any thing that
fhould infer that by the Head and Reot of one Church, he means Peter but
Chrift, whom in his Book of the #nity of the Church he makes the onely Head
of bis Church, and having alleged immediately before one Baptifm, as itis
Ephef.4.5. it is likely he meant by one Head the one Lord, mentioned verf. 5.

WP as after alo he mentions one Faith, or elfe the meaning is this, we have remain-
ed in the unity of the Church which is one, and the Head and Root of the
faithfull + of which feveral particular Churches are members and branches.
Nor, did he call Peter the Head and Root of the Church, would it be for H, T
his purpole, unlels he meant itin refpe@ of univerfal Juridi&ion and Supre- .
macy over the whole Church belonging to himand his Succeffours Bifhops of
Rome,, which is not proved, and there may be another reafon given of fuch a
Title given to Perer’s perfon onely, becaufe of his eminent confeffion, Mazih.
16.16. and bis preaching 5. Aéts 2. & 10,¢c. And though he term the
Church'of Rome Peter’s Chuir, or rather the Bifhoprick of Rome or Peter’s
Doétrine and teaching there, yet that proves not he held the Popes Supremacys
but that Peter’s Doltrine was then held there. Yea, itis certain out of his
Lreatife of the #nity of the Church, and his Epiftle to Cornclius mentioned

cfore, and his oppofition to Pope’ Stephanus, that Cyprian did accountall
Bifhops equal, and the Bifhops of Affice cqual in Jurildiétion tothe Ro~
man Bifhop, and the Pope .of Rome to be but his Collegue, from whom
hg diflents, and to whom he denied Appeals, and whom he reproved of amw
bition and pride, when he fought to impofe his Judgement on others, cone
trary to what Cyprian and a whole Synod of Afican Bifhops belides Afig- .
ticksheld, and therein oppofed the Bifhop of Rome. And therefore it is cer-

tf::? d‘hzt Cyprian never ‘acknowledged the Supremacy of the Pope 'now afe
€d.

- OF thofe which 7, T, - alleget in the fourth Age, ‘notoncof ther giverh
¢ter that Supremacy of Jurifdi€tion over the Apofties and Chriffians, whicht
the Romanifts claim as belonging to the Pope over all Biftiops and Chmcll:es,
- QI
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{cher & primacy of order, or pieheminence of gifts, or zeal, or eftee
mﬁﬂfm frazingyin Aﬂ'cmb‘.ics? The words which feem to be muﬁr?o’r(;t
arefalfly aferibed to C"”J’J’OI!G_M- For .lmw:vcr. ‘Ir:zpcg’un‘“,,/i ’]:wc tran{lase]
them, yet in the four and fifticth Homily, (ials;; 1sdm t.:;"m'} tine) che wordg
are not as F. T'. cites them, The Paftour an : c;ﬂ_(:f’ s (,,;;c,; s once
poor Fifhermin,  Buton Masth.16.18. he lrléil:t’ “%u“fvr'zz’ n‘] Tt 0
thee, Thou art Peter, and upon "J'{éwﬂf")f 1h‘"- .? wi !.n ?ny (,};m-cb, that i,
ot itof careioner el T T G o bt bl
andraifeth wp bis minde, and makes blcn:v a.ll{"z?jl;)c;'m n ;l ;“lcoftlb'vffftg.‘ Thefe
things he promi(c:b to give (m‘n, 10 unﬁ onger thanany Sione o
va??, alt the i orld oppugniv,

g.

( call Peter the Head of the Apofties, it is meant, as isfrequen; ;
Sc‘:ifptgfctf::i other Writers, to call the forwardefty al!Fl leader, or ﬂ_l ﬂqin u:.]l::
the Head of the reft; But the \yords Apoﬂolar{tm Caput Petrusinde Cepp e
appellatus, gives occafion to conceive thefe words inferted in Optatus, whe i, is
likely would not have given fo inept a derivation of the word Cehas, ag i it
were from the Greek wpaan @ Head.

The words in Augujiin Scrm.124. de tempore (not as HLT 12. de 4, tempg.
ribus, which fhewsthat he cites this paflage withour reading it, and it is like|
he did {o in the reft) have no likelihood tobe Auguftine’s, thole Sermons bejn'y
nothing like Auguftine’s Weitings, nor is iv likely that Auguftine would hav?:
called Peter the Foundationof unmovable Faith, or bave made the fin of deny.
ing Chrift, exiguz culpe, a [mall fault, The words in the eighty fixik Epiflje
ad Cafulanum arecither deceitfully or ignorantly alleged, they being notthe
words of Augujtine, but of Hrbicus, whom he refutes. For (o the words are
Peter alfo ((aithhe, that s, #rbicus) the Head of Apoftles, the Door.kecper o}
Heaven, and Foundation of the Cburch, Simon being extinét, who bad been a
Figure of the Devil, not to be ouercon ¢ but by Fafting, taught the Romans thyy
thing, whofe Faith is declared to the whole World of Lands.

The words of Auguftine, of whom Peter the Apoftie by reafon of the Pyj.
macy of his Apofilefhip bore she perfon, ¢c, tract, ulsimo in Foannem, being rea
cited at large are fo far from proving the Supremacy which Romanifts aferibe to
him, thatthey are againft the principal grounds, by which they endeavour to
prove it; and therefore I will recite them at large. This (following Chrift) the

Church dotb, ble(fed by hope in this {orrowfull life, of which Church Petcr the "

“Apoftle by reafon of the Primacy of his Apofticfhip bare the per[on by a figured
generality,  For (omuch as pertains to him properly be was one man by nature, by
grace one Chriftian, by more abundant grace one and the [ame firft Apoftle;
But when it was [aid to bim, To thee will I give the Keys of the Kin Aoy of
Pleavens, and whatfocuer shou fhale binde on Earth [hall be bound alfo ,g,, H ’
wens, and what foever thou fbals lgofc on Earh [hall be loofed alfo in the Heave =
be fignificd the whole Churcb, which in this World is [haken with diyey, tem ':J :
_ tions, as it were [Fowres, flouds, wnd tempefts, and falls not, becaufe it 3 ﬂu,fda;
upon the Rock, from whence Peter alfo vook bis name : For the Rock s noy Fall:d
from Peter, but Peter ffomthe Rock, Petrus'a Petra, a5 Chrift s nop called
from a Chriftian, bus ¢ Chriftian ffom Chrift, For tbereforc, faith the Lord
Hpon this Rock will 1 build my Church, bcqa_uge Perer bad (aid, Thou ars Chri!f
she Somof she living God, Therefore be [aith, #pon 1his Rock which shoy I;;ﬂ

confeffed
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confeffed will I build my Church. For Chyift was the Rock upon which Founda-
tion Peter him|clf alfowas built. Forno man can lay other Foundation befides
that which is laid, which is Chrift Jefus. The Church therefore which # found-
ed on Cheift received fiom bim the Keys® of the Kingdom of Heavens in Petery
that is, the power of binding and loofing fins. For what the Church # by pro-
practy in Ghyilk, that is, by fignificarion, Peter in the Rock : by wbnl;v ﬁgmgu—
tion Chrift 7 underffood to be the Rock, Peter the Church. In wyhxch paffage
though there are conceits not right, yet clearit is that Peter’s primacy is here
aflerted to be onely in this that be reprefented the whole Church, thar the Rock on
which it # buils i Chrift, thar be had bis firft Apoftlefbip by more a{zunddnf
grace in that be was made @ figure of the whole Church to fignifie, its unity, that
in bim the whole Church bm{’zbc Keys of the Kingdomof Heavens, that #, the
power of binding and loofing fins : which points I prefume, the Romanifts now .
will not avow, &

That which he cites out of the council of Nice, Can.39. Ar'ab. isbut a
late devifed thing thole Arabick canons being forged, there having been but
twenty in all in that council, in the fifth of which numbet the Pop; is equalled
with other Patrjarchs, And the council of chalcedon A.16. is falfly al-
!Cng, a6 if it afcribed all primacy and chicf honour of the Pope of Rome, fith
it makes the Pope and other Patriarchs, equalin Jurifdiction within their cir-
cuit or Provinee, notwithftanding the relu&ancy of the Popes Legates, and
the flattery of fome there, and that preheminence which the Pope had was of
order or place, no of power, nor that by divine inftitution for Pezer’s fake,
but by humane allowance, by reafon of the dignity of the City of Rome:

»

$ EiCvT. VIIL

The holy Scriptures John 19,11, A&s 25.10,11, Luke22.25. 1 Cor.3.11.
overthrow the Popes Supremacy. ¥

H.T. adds after his fathion, Objections folved.  Obje&. Pilate had povcr over
Chuift himfelf. Thou fhouldeft not( (aith be)bave any power againft meunlefs
it were given thee from abone, Johnxg,x1, therefore temporal Princesarc
above the Pope. Which is ftrengthened by Chriff’s difclaiming a worldly
Kingdom,Fohn 18.3 6. (aying, #/ho made me ¢ Fudge over you? Luke 1214
declining the being made a King, Fobn 6.15. :

A”f“"'I Diftinguifb your Antecedent: he bad a power of permiffion over Chrift
T grant 5 apower of Furifdiction I deny, and fodoall good Chrifti-
ans, Norzs your Confequence lefs to be denied, [peaking of [piritualthings,
and things belonging to Church-government, in which we onely defend the Popes
Subremacy, and vhat sgithour all prejudice vo- Princes and chief Magiftrates in
10eir Supremacy of temporal affairs.
L reply, chis Obje@tion is moft dire@ly againft the Popes Supremacy in tem-
Poral things, which this Authour after Harr, and {undry otherss feem not to
allow the Pope, though Carcrius, Baronius, Bellarmine, and others d:t‘cn;log,c
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1'7 PR him direétly, fomeindire&ly in order to fpirituals, If gy
(omie aferibing it to bim which he doth hete, perhaps the Inquifeio
hthis at Rome, which | Quifition
Wamonla s Jd on him for it,there being [carce any greater Herefie accounteq
would catch b0 the limitation of the Popes power, unlels it be mych altered
ot by them than thi ] l( was forcibly defended by Pope Boniface the ¢ighth
from what fome {\g“ ‘“,Ces iritual and the Temporal, xidiculoufly abugy § ;
shar be bad vwo Swords the bP the Apoftles to Chrift, Lord, bebold pere ypg !
words Luke 22.38. ,anke[}lcrxto them, It 7 enough, though Philip the R
swords s and Chrifi’s an ‘;vcz made him fee his want of a Sword, when hetoot;
King of Franceby N:;éﬂand many ©of the Popes have maintained the (ame
him captive at Anflg';’ he they were able, have pra&ifed that power, becomip s
and as far as ‘"eyr:,u?s%nd Kings caules, deprivingthem, raifing War again(}
Judges of ;ﬂ;l;’g“’”n Subjectss and fome of them either not difclaiming, op ani.
them by t.a roving the murder of them. Nor doth this Authour || frea
“‘.““l-',‘,‘}’ﬁ.lonfp{his ch)bjL’ﬂion or the imputation of the Ertour of the Popes
glumr:macy in Temporals, if hedeny onely fuch a Supremacy of the Pope in
Tgnpofals as he afcribes o Pilate over Chrift, whom he would make v j, s
had 4 power of permiffion over Chrift, nov of Furifdiction. For if Pilare gy
no other power over Chrift than of permiflion, then he had no m(lnhe P(}Wer Ovep
him than a ufurping Tyrant, then Fudas, yea, then the Dcyx imlelf had,
who had that power of ‘permiffion, was germmcd to put it into- the heayy
Fudas ro betray Chrift, and was permitre to carry Chriff to the Pinacle of the
Femple, andtoan ¢xceeding high Mf)untam., A power of penmm?n_gnd
may be without all right, and when it:is ufed todo a lawfull a&, yet it isun<
Yawfully ufurped,: whereas in Pilate’s fitting in ]u.dgcmgnt on Chrift 1 do not
conceive was any fin,but in his condemnation of him being innocent,Whethe,
Ijbe a good Chriftian or no, it cemsto me, that Pilate had @ power of Jugjf,
di&ion over Chrift,and that Chriff was, and ought to be [ubjeét to him, as be-
ing the Roman Cafar’s Deputy, to whom Chrift acknowledged fome thinge
due, Matth.22.21. and Pilase is oft ftyled the Governour, Masth.27.5,1y RoTs
yemay the very word ufed by Peter himfelf, 1 Per.z.x4. to EXpre(s thofe, to
whom he commands {ubje@ion. - And if Pilate had no Jurildiétion, then the
people were'noc guilty of fedition, when they rofe againft him, nor were boypg
to be fubjed to him. But the Scriprure makes Barabbas gqxlcy of fin for
making ifffurre@ion: againft Pllae., Mark 1 5.7, and makes it neceflary 1,
confeience -fuke for-cvery foul even in the Roman church; anti therefore even
the Pope himfelf, ‘o be fubjest cven to the powersthar were, Rom xg.x, wh,
were then Claudius or Nero, and fuch bloody Infidelsias were Per,fecumm.s of
the Chriftians, yca, Chrift himfelf is faid to be Luk.23.7.8u 7 ¢Evolug “Heed s
ile Herodis potéftare, “as in thc‘u- own vulgar Latin it is rendered, whith ig ali
one with that which our Englifb hath [be 'bclongcr{ to Herod’s Furifdigio,
Nor is this any more dilparagement to Chriff than ic was for him to be (ubjey
to Fofeph and Mary, Luke 2:51. who had: doubtlefsin his minority authori;
over him, he having taken on bim the formof a Scrvanty and s made in yp,
habit of men, Phil.z.7. Yea doubtlels, fithhe was made under the Law, Gal,
44, ‘Chrift was (ubject to the high Priefk of the f-j'_t:‘m.r,tbc Fndge and Ryjey 0
Gods people, as Panl acknowledged, AFs23.5. being a member of the Fewif
peopley andfo liable to the command, Deut17.9;10,81,12. evenin €eremo.

Dials
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nials, till they were abrogated, and therefore Chriff fRill upl;c]d t_hen- powers
Luke 17,14, Matth.8.4, fothat Tinfer that the Pope cxempring l}xlr,u(ulf and
the clergy from the Jurifdiction of the Emperout doth crofs L,bﬂﬂfpr,“c“.(e
and rule, and that {uch Popes do arrogate more £o thcmfc‘lves than Chrift dx_cl
while he was on earth in the days of his flefh, of whom if the Popey who is
Viator 2 Travellers not Comprebenfor one that hath at:ained,\y:rc Succeflour,
he would follow Chrift and (ubject him(clf to the Emperour his lawfull Supe~
riour, and not'(as the Popes have done fome hundreds of years) takeon him
to fec up and depole Emperours, nor wonld Pope Pant the fifth either have by
his Breves prohibited the taking of the Oath of Allegeance to King Fames,
or taken upon him to command. the Venctian Common-wealth to abrogate
their Laws about Goods of Ecclefiafticks, ot have interdicted a whole and fo
great a State as that was for imprifoning two {uch netorious Malcfacrou_rs as
were the Abbot of Nervefz and Canon of Wingenga becaule Ecclefiafticks.
Surely the Popes by (uch acts fhew themlclves Succeflours not to Chrift the
Sonof Man, but to .Antichrift the Man of fin, 2 Theff.2.3,4. and are (ofac
from being infallible, that cither the Popes doings, fentences and doctrines
muft be falfe and hoeribly wickeds or elfe Chrifi’s, and Paul’s Doctrine, and
Practifes not right.

H.T. goeson thus, Object. 8t. Paul fays, At Calar’s Fudgement Seat
I ftand where I ought tobe judged, ¢o°c, 1 appeal so,Calar, therefore the Em-
perour is above the Pope,  Anfw. St. Paul appealed to Clar 45 1o 4 Fudge of
fai¥, not of vight. [0 that yonr confequence % falfe, A

Treply, If Cafar were no Fudge of right, buconely of fait, then Paul did ill
to appeal to him to do him right, much more to require cvery foul so be [ubject
tobim in the Epiftle to the Romans. And fure if Cafar were notabove Paul
and Judge of righty nonotin fuch a caufe as that was concerning (edition,
then the civil Magiftrate hath little authority left him even in temporal affairs,
if hemaynotbe a Judge of right concerning the breaking of the peace, of
the which Paul was accufed, Aés 24.5. and concerning which he defended
him{elf, 4¢s25.8. by appeal fromthe Fews, verfi9: And it is ftrange Paul
fhould avouch Cefars Fudgement Seat, and (ay he ought to be judged there, if
Cafarwere a Judge onely of fact, not of right, Would any man take this
man to be any other than a man duri oris, who outfaces (o plain a truth,
and yet impudently avoucheth his holding the Popes Supremacy in [piritual
things and things belonging to church-government without ali prejudice 30
Princes and chicf Magifivates in their Supremacy of temporal affairs? But
}H‘_&Ot to be expected that we fhould gather Grapes of Thorns, or Figs of
Thiftles,

H.T. adds. Obje& The Kings of the Gentiles ouer-rule them, but you
not fo, §t, Luke 22,25,  Anfw. Chrift there forbids [piritual Superioursto
ordit ouer Inferiours, [o the Greek (xgrmnvestvsay duzwv) fignifies, yet be

:;;zrc exprefly mentions 4 greaser and a leffer, & Superiour and Inferiour among
m ¥ A

Lreply, This fpeech of our Lord Chrift isin theee Evangelifts, inMatth.
20.25. Mark xo 42, and in thele two places there was thé {ame occafion of its

namely, the ambitjous Petition of the mother of the {ons of Zebedee for her

children, and the indignation of the Dilciples thereupon, and in thefe two
ZP 2 places
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places it isxgranverdivat Al ToY ryﬂfﬂo‘lﬁﬂ'gww 2uTiv,in the third of 1.y, g

upon anocher occafion the ftrife of theDilciples asznﬁ"f 13ﬁ50ppcy Who g%
e ftles fhould be the greater, our Lord C\brf]? doth EXP"ﬂy,de‘grmmc, )
1.;3". Apgf the Nations, wewlsaiy du7iovs % ob eEeai oV['nqn Ay dyept

iings hat is have dominion over them, aud they {bar‘ rule over 1};0,,., are cllog
vansy)s that lb' u..u Aot {0, and in all chefe places in the vulga_r Latin (which
Bcnefaf.lvurs,. gtyo d to [dlow) it is, Dominantur corum, or cis, ¢g* Poreflarep
the Papifts are o.un;gﬂ(ﬂl'm babent ipforum, or (uper cos, in none of th e
excreent in €os, or Pﬁon expuefs the words, 25 importing tyrannical rule accord.
doth that :Tranﬂ::ilu without refpec to the good of the perfons tuled 5 ang i
ing to their ‘:W"[‘ by H.T. [over-rule] and noting chat ic is T
: t{angutlﬂgfmportim{ a forbidding onely tolord it over Inferiours, is no; tiphe
?‘{):T:ﬂ iz Luke 22.25. onely Kd;wmlqiufo'ly duToy, they bave rule gyey lbem:
lAnd that where it is serawerdisaty adwiy, it doth no; forbid onely tyrannicq]
dominion, but alfo any dominion at all over one another is apparen; f;

. 'OM Mg
ny Arguments in the Text. 1. Fromthe occafion, which was the petition

and contention, in oppofition to which this anfwer being made Chriff mufk e

conceived to forbid what they fough.t for, el['g if had not bcen.appoﬁte tothe by.
fine(s : but they fought not t.yr:mmml dominion, b“f th; lx_15h5r (ria&and chief
dignity and power, or s Chrift's anfiwer, ;'u’.“f‘ 2.26. 6 wiilwy & Spiy %1€ S
o5 vewTee O, intimates, they Rrove for feniority or priority of order, and hre
alroy doit @ veu ”’:‘C"”’L wver(.24. and Matth, 20,27, Mark 10, 44. 5, o
Stnes & gy yvddw mpaT@r, (hews,that the tl){ng‘they fought was not Sy
premacy; but onely priority 3 therefore our Lord Chrift foibids not onely ty.
rannical dominion, but the higher feat; chicf dignity and power, and tie af.
felting (eniority or Frior;t}, overor before one another, 2. From the fube
whofe dominion is forbidden, who are termed not Tyrants, but Kings of the
Nations, 6t ¢Esadloyres, that have aushority, Luke 22,23, in Marth.10,5¢ .
o1 apoevres o) eBywy, the Princes, or Rulers, or Leadcrs o[ the Gentiles,
2 o1 pegelaot, and the great ones, in Mark xo 42. yet more dxmmunvcly, Y
JonkvTes dpndiv off eOyay, thofe that fcom or are ascounted to rule op o4 the
Nations, i o weyelhot on7idy, their great ones. Which terms do plainly fheywy
that thefe, whofe dominion was forbidden to the Apoftles, were the Rulers
which were efteemed and accepred by thofe to whom they were Rulers, and had
lawfull authority 3 and therefore (uch rule is_foxbmden, as the beft Rulers ufed
among the Naticns, and not onely tyrannical, and meer lording it over one
another after their own will. 3. The word rgrovesbusaty; however it my
be fometimes meant of meer lordly forcible rule againft the will and good of
the perfon ruled, yet here it cannot be meant (o, fich woerdew to ufe domi.
nion at all, and to bave power at all over one another is forbidden, Luke 5 2§
as well as xgurveigvery, to have abfolute, lordly, arbitrary, forcible dom; .ion:
4. Thisis further confirmed in that ya7eEsouell ery, is as well forbidden s
wdruypeiGuely, to bave authority or power, as well as to have dominion, and that
which is exprefled by the compou nd in Matthew and Markis 4 tEva aloyree
the imple, in Luke, which is ufed ftill o{ rule’ without abu(e, §. In Lukeie
as.forbidden to be called ¢uepy4), which is a word that fignifies Bencfadtoyp,
and though to be Benefaltouts is not forbidden, yet iris farbidde A

1 Fob ey n tobe {o¢al.
Jed, that is, to affe chac Title; which implies one to be under another, and h

be
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‘be beholden one to another, as perfons that could gratibﬁc one another ifi be-
ftowing favours ,granting petitions one to another,beltowing preferments or re=
fafe, which doth imply (uperiority in fome fort, and fuch a dependence one on
another as the Apofties were not to have. 6. The additional (pccghpf Chrift
commanding in ftead of dominion Matth.20.26,27. Rather Minifiery and
fervice (hews he would have none among them fuperiour , but all equal
7. Chrifi’s propounding his own Example, Matth.20 28. Mark 10.45. Luke
22.27. as that which they were to follow evinceth the fame.  And though it is
true he was their Mafter and Lord, fobn 13.13. yet both therever[ 14,15+ and
here he propounds himfelf an Example onely in fervice, 8. He vxprt‘m_th
that which he would have them to be fo emphatically, that he not onely forbids
that which all counted unlawfull, to wit, tyrannical rule, but alfo requires in
thofe places (uch a mutual debalement, voluntary fubjection, condelcenfion,
Miniftery yielding toeach other as takes away all “affuming of (o much as was
lawfull in others, cven the taking to themfelyes priority of order or place, prece-
dency, (eniority affeGed, empire or rule over one another, as the words Matth,
20.26,27. Mark 10.43 44 Luke 22.26, do plainly fhew. 9 This is con=
firmed by other places upon a like occafion, Matth.18.1,2,3,4. Mark 933,34
35. Luke 9.46,47. in which places Chrift refolves them that they thould be 4&
& little childe, that affumes not empire, but is humbleand accounts others as
equal to him. 1o. Itis further evident from Luke 22.28,29.30. that Chrift
having forbidden Supremacy or fuperiority in any of them among themfelves
doth promife them ¢ Kingdom afterwards, and that then they thould be in bis
Kingdom, and eat and drink at bis Tables and. fis upon twelve Thrones judging
the twelve Tribes of Wrael in recompenfe of their abiding with bim in his
temprations, Andin very truth, if there were no more than the confideration.
of the prefent ftate of Perer and the Apoftles their defpifed and perfecuted
condition and the future accidents that Chrift foretold fhould befall Peter in
particular, Fobn 21.28. and thereft of the Apofiles, Matth.24 9. no man
could reafonably imagine that Chrift fhould make Peter a vifible Monarch to
rule the Apoftles and the Church feattered over the World, he himfelf being
in prifon and chey alfo, and in (o remote places, he unknown to them, and they
to him, they having no accels or means of acce(s to him, nor knowing where
to finde him, but all judicious men muft conceive that this device of Peter’s.
Supremacy over the Apoftles and whole Church given by Chrift is a meer im-~
Pudent forgery, as was after Conftantine’s donation to the Bifhop of Reme, by
yhxch wicked means the Popes have ufurped the greateft tyranny that ever was.
in the World.

Out of all this I gather, thac Chrift intended, 1. That there thould be
no Kingdom, Monarchy, or Empire in any of the A oftles over the reft, oz
““Y_part of the Churchtill he came 3 but that their ftate fhould be a ftare of.
ttvice in preaching the Gofpel, and laying the foundation of Chriftianity rill.
S Coming, 2. That then he onely would be King, and they all equals, fic=
ting upon twelye Thrones with him 3 and therefore that he would make none
& them (upreme Monarch over the reft, nor Vicar to himfelf, as the Pope dothy

3(Phemou(ly and arrogantly challenge,

a lApd for that which H. T', faith, that Chrift exprefly mentions agrc;rcrfm_i

“(Jers @ [uperiour and inferionr among them, it is frivoloufly added, fich itis,
233 plain,
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lain that what in Luke is ver[.26. be that is grearer, be thar 3 chie
Matthew20.26,27. Markvo.43. .Hc that would be grear AMeng you, he thas
wonld be firft, and that which is in ‘Z‘Idnb.zo-.z.6,z7.l~tct bim be in Mark
4344 ﬁiu be your Minifter, your fervant, isin Luke 22.26. 1, bim be gy
the younger, asthe Minifter ; which ﬂ]cw§ the1 @c?}mxi)g (}o be this, If any
affe@ to beas the elder, greater or (uperiour [t_o the \fc » e fo far from afmbing
or yiclding to him fuch precedency, greatncls, or SUP_Cfloury, that my wii i
that you fhould account of him as the YOIUﬂgcr, Elvrmt and I.Vlmlﬁc.l. S she
reft and o icdhall be, ye fhall be all equal, noneabose another. Ty e
Yo | purpost of Chrif’s determination, t!:at there thould be 10 fype
very dufff’nf‘crfm.ity among them, but an equality 5 and chat whicy, i
Pt ?r :tl:c mention of (uperiority and inferiority is meant of fupcriomy t'ha.
fﬁ;ﬁ %e affe@ed, but not of any (uperiority allowed by Chrift, it being Plain:
¢ fOArs:{d?:: what Bellarmine urgeth from the term 1y EWGr, asif Chrift hag
appointed one Ruler or Prince in the Col_lcg& 9f I:hF Apoﬁlgs, though the term
#6130, a Leader, is not the fame ymh nyeusdy, @ Prince, or Ruler, =
if it did note Princedom, it is manifefted, thac Chrift (peaks of a Prince
among them not by due conftitution, but by inordinate ufbrpation 3 and
therefore to infer from thence, as if Chrift wo:._\ld h‘ave one (uperiouy OVer the
reft, when he determines there fhould be equality, is the a& of a man thy, ;

v -
» 18§

refolved to be luftily impudent, By this whole dilcourfe the Obje&ion is fulfs ‘

vindicated againft the fhifts of H.T. and other Romanifts, and ftands thyg,
‘That Supremacy is not to be yielded to have been granted to Perep which
-Chrift forbade to every one of the Apoftles. But to be a {upreme Ruler over
. thereft Chrift forbad to every one of the Apoftless therefore Chrift forbag
Perer to be afupreme Ruler over thereft of the Apoftles,

I yet add, that were it granted, that Chrift did onely forbid [piritual Supeyi,

ours to Lird it over Inferiours, this very grant would prove the Papal Supremg_
¢y, which Popes claim and exercile, to be certainly forbidden. For if eyep
there were a Superiour, that did lord it over Inferiours, the Pope is [y
yea, I may averand eafily prove it, that let all the tyranny and lordin
any Tyrants or Princes have exercifed frox'n the beginning of the World
thisday be confidered, they will be found incomparable to the Papal tytanny
and lording over the Church of God. IF this be not the higheft lording ¢q
impofe on mens confciences fuch Laws as Chriff never impoled, to enjogn the
holy, as they term ir, inquifition with rigour, to excommunicate, dePrive,
burn men and women old and young who yicld not to the Popes Laws

though contrary to Chrifi’s, to take on him to difpenfe with Gods Laws, to
challenge the defining of all controverfies, fupremacy over all Councils, power
to depole and deftroy Bmperours and Kings, if they acknowledge no; his ime
men(e power, yea, if they be not his Butchers to kill their beit ang moft peace.
able Subjelts, if he once term them Hereticks, to interdic a Whole State for
limiting by Law Donations to Ecclefiaticks, and imprifoning notorious mgq..
lefa&ours, who were Ecclefiafticks, the ule of divine fervice, to fubje@ a Kin

to whipping on the Bare {or the death of an Ecclefiaftick not by him killed

to depofe Bmperours for invefting Bifhops, to canonize Saints ¥

: ; » Whom he wj]]
tobe invocated even fuch an one whofe holinels was dilobedience to his lawfyf

cha one,
8> Which
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Prince, and to have a Feaft proper to him, befides innumerable other a&s done

againft the Laws of God and Man I'do utterly defpair ever to know what jt i$

.\ tolord or tyrannize over others. Surely it is calier to praife Bufiris, or to

juRtific Dionyfius of Syracufe, or Nero of Reme, and to acquir them from
lording, than the Bifhop of Rome for many hundreds years laft palt, if we

" ftand to the Relations of Writers of their-own Church, who fpeak too favour=
ably of them.

_ H.T. proceeds. Obje&. Chrift % the foundation (of the church) and
other foundation éan no man lay,x Cor.3.11, Anlw. Other principal founda-
tion can no man lay, I grant, other (uberdinate, I deny : for. that he him [clf

W0 barhlaid, Peter, thougrr Peter, and upon this Rock will I budld my church,

St. Matth.x6.18. and thereft of the Apofties were built onthe foundation of
them all, although not equally, Ephel.2.20.

1 reply, when it is [aid, Chrift is the Foundation of the Church, and other
Foundation can no man lay, it is meant of a principal ¥oundation not cx-
cluding a {ubordinate. But fich the term [ Foundation] as hath been proved be=
fore in this Article,Se.2,3. as applied to the Apoftles doth not note ff:cdmg ot
upholding by rule or dominion,but by teaching, the Papifts who aferibe i the
Pope fuch a Supremacy and Infallibility in teaching, as is proper to Chrift,do
lay another principal Foundation befides gefws Chrifl, not fubordinate, but
coordinate to him. Which that they do is proved by two things, which are
afcribed by them to the Pope either by himfelt or with his Council,

x. That they can alter the plain exprels precepts of Chrift, as namely in
determining, that it is not neceflary that other faichfull people befides the facri-
ficing DPrielt (hould drink the Wine in the Bucharift, though the precept of
Chrift is as exprefs for all the faithfall drinking of ity as it is for their eating
of the Bread, and that it is not lawfull for a Prieft to marry, though the Scri~
peuce exprefly (aich, Marriage i honourable in all men, Heb.13 .4«

2. Inenjogning under pain of Herefie, Excommunication, and Damna~
tion things to be believed, ‘and pra&ifed, which chrift never enjoyned to be
believed or practifed,: as namely, Tranlubftantiation, the unbloody Propitia-
tory Sacrifice, properly fo called in the Mafs, Purgatory Fire, confeffion of all
a perfons known fins into the cars of a Priclt; the keeping of the Vow of a
Monaftick profeffion, when the perfon cannot contain, and to liveanidle
begging life, when the petfon is able to work, and hath no other imployment,
~ mor pretends to any, which is ufefull to men, befides praying, which is the
common diity of all Chrifiians, Now furely he thac takes on him to alter
Chrift’s commands, and to put his own in ftead thereof doth make him(elf
the principal Foundation equal to Chriff, which is contrary to Paul, 1 Cor,
311, and to Chrift, Matth.23.8,11. and (o miakes himfelf a Foundation co-
ordip;te, as indeed more than chrife, however he pretend himfelf the Vicar of
Chrift, or the aushority of the Church for his Watrant.  As for that which is
fald of 'Pc[e'r here, it was anfwcred bcfore, SC‘(f-f.z,g . thatic doth not import
any Rule or Dominion, but fome peculiar fuccels in his preaching, befides
What others had, which was but a perfonal preheminence detivable to no Suc-
cd}”our, much lefs to the rank of Roman Bifhopsin thefelaft Ages, who never
build thc‘Church by preaching, but pull down Princes, and oﬁprefs thofe that
would build up Chrifvy Church. Yetit is obfervable;thar he allegetbEpbi2.20.
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to prove that thereft of the injio{t[m were built on the f.oumluion ”.f.’bfma
though not equally, when the Texe doth not at all mention the Apottles bejy
built on the Foundation, but the Epbefian believers, nor are the Ephefian belié
vers f2id to be built on them unequallx,‘on Peter as the fupreme, ‘on otherg
after him,but on them all without any d:ﬂt_:rencc:and.not oncly_ on ‘hem,bu:alfQ
on the Foundation of the Propbess, Chrilt alone being the chicf corner-ftope.

e st
SEC T. IX.

v Hierome, Gregorys the councils of Conftantinople, Chalcedop -
e m;fice, xm-c ag;in/t the Popes Supremacy, '."

. usby H. T.  Object. §t. Gyprian (de unit. Ecclef.) [ays, 7
X ’f;;f/‘zifi ::erc c};uil in dignity. And §t. Hievome affirms the church y,;;
equally founded on them all, lib. cont. Jovin,  Anfw. They were equal i,
their calling 1o the Apoftlefbip I grant, in their power of Governmens and
Furifdiction Ideny: And the church was equally founded on them all before
@ Head was conflituted, I grant ; afm.- a H_cud was constituted, I dc;zy, and
fo do the Fathers, St.Cyprian faying in the (ame place , thar Chrigt
ditpofed the origen of unity beginning from one (Peter) And §r, Hicrome

tells ws, He chofe one of the Twelve, that a Head being conflituted, 4he 0C6a~"

fion of Schifm might be taken away.

Reply, Cyprian’s words in his Book de unitate Ecclefie, are recited aboya

Art, ¢, Seit.6. in which he exprefly faich thus, Hocerant utique ¢ Catey;
Apoftoli quod. fuit Petrys, pari confortio praditi ¢o° honorss ¢o° poreftaris, fed
exordiym ab unitare proficifcitur, ut Ecclefia una monffretur : thatis, Thas Ve
rily were alfo all the reft of the Apoftles which Peter was, endued with equal g1,
Lotment of honour and power, but the beginning proceeds from unity, “thae the
church might be fhewed to be one, So tha_t the very words are expre(s, that all
the Apoftles were not onely equal in their calling to the Apoltlethip, but al(o
in power and honour, and that Pefer was made a Reprefentative of all, ye
had no more power and honour than other Apoftles 5 and for Bithops he fajepy
prefently after, Epifcopatus unus eft cujus ﬁngulu_m [olidum parsichctur, thae
15, Brfhoprick is but one, of which wholly or entirely a part ¥ beld by each,
Which words plainly fhew this to be his meaning, ~x. That the Epifcopacy
or charge of looking to the Church of Chrift is but one and the fame i all
the World, even as the Church Catholick is but one and the fame, 1. That
each Bifhop hath but his part, none the whole, none is an univerfal Bifhop oyer
the whole Church. '3.That each Bifhop,who hath his part, holds it 7n folidum,
that is, wholely or intircly, the power and charge is as much in one as another,
4. That Epilcopacy was firlt invefted in Peter for all, that Epifcopacy might
be one, and undivided, and the Chutch one, [o as that no Church break from
another, nor any Bifhop be above another. ;

As for the words of Hierome, lib.x. adver(; Fovin. they are thus, At dicis,
fuper Perrum fundasur Ecclefia, licet idipfum in alioloco fuper omnes Apoftolos
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fiar, ¢ cundli claves regni caelorum accipiant, ¢o* ex aquo fuper cos Ecclcfiz fors
titudo [olidetur : tamen propterea inter duodecim unys cligitur 5 Ut capite con-
[rituto (chifmasis tollatur occafio: that is, But thou [aycst '(W!‘“ argueft for
Marriage) upon Peter (a.married man) the church i foun led, ﬂ[’bv".ﬁrb that
thing in another place is done upon all the Apoftles, and all receive the Keys of,
the Kingdom of Heavens, and equally upon them the firength of the church 7
eftablifbed : yertbercfore among twelve one # chofen, that a Head bcmg fG"/”'
tuted the vccafion of §chifm might be_taken away, In which words it 1s ma=
nifeft that he makes the other Apoftles equally Foundations of the Ghurch
with Peter, and to have the Keys of the Kingdom of Heavens, and terms
Perernot a Head in refpect of Power or Juri(diction over the reft, but in re-
fpect of Ordery that for want of it no occafion of Schifm might be.  Which
to have been the minde of Hierome appears fully in his Epiftle to Enagrizs, in
which he determines that in she Scripture Bifbops and Elders were the [(ame,
that Peter calls bimfclf a fellow-elder, and John an Elder, but after one was
chofenwho might be (et before'the reft, that was done for a Remedy o f Schifn,
beft each one drawing to bimfelf the charch of Chrilt might break ir. And
thiin he makes the Church and Bithop of Rome equal with other Churches
and Bifhops.

If, faitlg he, Authority be fought, the World is greater than a City. Wherefo-
ever there s any Bifhop cither at Rome,or at Eugubium, or ar Conlftantinople;
or arRhegium, or at Alexandria,or at Tanis, be i of the [ame merit,and of the
fime Priefthood, Power of richesy and bumility of poverty,makes a Bifbop nei~
ther higher nor lowey. But all ave Succe(fours of the Apoftles. Whence thefe
things may be inferred, 1. That Bifhops are” not above Elders originally.
2. That their {uperiority is by pofitive order. 3. That the Apoftles were
Elders. 4. Thatall Bithops are their Succeflours. §. That the Bifhop of
Rome is not above another ‘Bifhop. 6, That the Authority of Romeis lels
than of the World. %

Yet further faith H.T.  Object. One Body with two Heads % mon[trous.
Anlw, Notif one be principal, and the other (ubordinate or minifterial onely,
as in our prefent cafe’: fo Chrilt is the Head of the Man, and the Man of the
Woman, 1 Cor.xx. without any mon[trofity,

1 reply, to make a thoufand meraphorical fubordinate minifterial Heads of
the Church of Chrift may be without monftrofity. But tomake a fupreme
vifible Head over the whole Chutch, aferibing to him [uch a power as agrees
to none but Chrifr, nor can be exerciled by any but Chrift for the'good o his
body, hath monftrofity in it, or rather treafon againft Chrift. Butfuch a
Head is the Pope made by H.T. therefore this conceit of him and other Pa-
Piltsinduceth monftrofity. The Minoris partly fhewed before; and may be-
tully proved by inftancing in the acts of power the Pope takes to him, in defi-
ning what the whole Church is to believe, what is the (epfe of Scriptute, re-

- Seving Appeals from all places, judging caules, fetting up and putting down
po::gs amli\ Bithops, and many more, wherein he arrogateth and ufurpeth thae
er to hi 1 y e
L o2 hil:.rdf’ which doth onely agree to Chrift, and can be exercifed by
Again faith H, 7, Object. St. Gregory rejects the name of Hniverfil

Areh- bifbop o5 Antichriftian, lib.7. indice.2. Epift.96, Anfw. Hercjedsis
Aa é
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it excludes all others fiom being Bifhops,I grant 5 as it onely fignifics ome 4,
'ﬁ;cmc and above all orhers, I deny, and [0 doth be bimfeif, (aying in ype [4,::
Book (Epitt.62.) if ‘there be any crime found m‘ngop:, 1 know no Bifhop by
# (ubject to the Sec Apofrolick. And lib 4. Indlct"xg‘.lprﬁ.glz. The vare ang
principality of the church hash been committed 1o tze ;o y 1/1P0]!§0 and Pringe ,
the Apofiles st, Deter, yet i not be called ”"'w[af, poftle,as if there werg p,
other Apofties but be . Tou fee in what fenfe be rejects the word ( gyp;

-ucrfal.) : d the Title of #ni 3 :
nely rejected the ‘Title of #niverfal Arch-bif,

I reply, G"%‘}L’,.Sﬁifca i{ as Jproud, wicked, perverfe, profane, b[lq;/;,[;m%
P‘“m"b’(buzraof it as a Fore-vunner of Antichrift, and not onely as no:'
aud the lzou:é’e Bithop of Conftantinople, but allo as not agreeing to him or
agreexpﬁl’;is Predeceffours, 1ib.6, Epift.24. & lib.4. Epift.32. ¢ 36. None,

an ;rcdt'ﬂfﬂb"” confented to ufe this profane name of Untver fal Bifhop none
my my Predege(fonrs ever taok upon bim this name of fingularity, neithey con..
%mc{l 1o ufeit. 1We (the Bifhops of Rome) domot fesk nor yet accept this glo-
rious Title being offcred untons, Nor in thc fcn(':.: onely. as H, 7. deniesit dyq
to the Pope, as if it excluded all others from being Bithops, buteven in the
fenfe in which the Pope now ufurpsit. For, 1. He rejects it in the fenfe
in which Fobn of Confrantinople did affece it. But he did not affect it as there.,
by affuming to himfelf to be the onely Bifhop, but the fupreme, which 5
pears, 1. In that a Synod _of the Grgelg Bithops did agree to give jt him,
Habita Synodo [cip[um Patriarcham univer[alem crcaﬁf’:, thatis, Holdin
&ynod be bad created bimfelf univerfal Patriarch, Platinain the Life of Do e
Gregory. But doubtlels the Synod would not give him the Title as importin
him the onely Bifhop, for then they fhould have unbifhopt themfelves, which
neither he nor they did. 2. Gregory when he ghargeth_him with his arropa.
ting that Ticle to him(elf tells Fobn him(elf, lib.4. Epift 38, that he foughe
this Title that be might feem to be under none, and be alone before all, thas he
endeavoured thar by she appellation of wniverfal Bifhopbe might put undey piy,_
felf all the membersof Chyift, that be defired to be called in the gy |4 10t onely
the Father, bur alfothe gencral Father, that be defired _by that word of elation
t0 put bimfelf before Bifhops, and tobold them under bim, which fhews he af-
fected not to be accounted the onely Bithop, but the fupreme. 3. He affecred
no mote than what after Boniface the third of Rome cbtained of Phocas, ,
appears by thewords of Platinain the Life of Boniface the third, who {peaks
thus. “Boniface the third a Roman by countrey obtained fiom Phocas the En.
perour, yer wiily grear contention, that the See of blefled Peter the Apoftle
which is the Head of all shurches fhould be both (o called and accounse] byall:
which place indeed the Church of Conftantinople endeavonred to challenge 19 iy
Jomerimes evil Princes favouring, and affirmingthat in that plae Jhauld be the
firfe Seewhere the Head of the Empire was. And Baronius dppgy. Ecclc'[
acthe year 606. relates the Decree of Phocas thus, that the Roman Bifhop
alone j{ould be called occumenical or univerfal, bur not the Conftantinopolitan
And Bellarmine lib.2. de Pontif, Rom.cap.31. faich, They would equal the
See of Conftantinople to the Roman, and make it univer(al, fpeaking of ti}
Grecks in the bufine(s of Fobn of Conftantineple ; whence it may be p] ¥

gathesed, thag the thing which the Patriarchs of Conftantinople aﬂ'ccteﬂ,awg

not
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not to be accounted the onely Bifhop, fo as that none but he fho_uld be account-
ed a bifhop, but that he fhould be the Head or Supreme of al} Bifhops by realon
of the Seat of the Empire there, and that this Gregory dilclaimed as pt °“_d:
4 Thatwas affected by Fobn, which he and Cyrizcus his Succeffour Urﬂ} f:{’l
twenty years, buc neither of them ufed it (o by word or d,CCd’ LT e
othets from being Bifhops as well as themfelves (for in Fobn's.0Wn wutmg{ to
them extant in the body of the Romam Greek Law, he terms them fellow-lei-
vants, Metropolitans, and Bifhops, to whom he writes, and othersin theit
Wiritings to the Patriarch of Conftantineple, when they term him}occumcmcal
Arch-bifhop, yer ftyle themfelves Bifhops and fellow-priefts) but they would
be accounted fupreme or prime Bifhops of the whole Chugch, fo as to be undet
none, but above all. ] r e

2. Itis proved that Grregory reje@ed the Title of Univerfal Bifhop in the
fenfe of the fupreme Bithop, in that hc, Regift. libx 1. Epift.54. _rcfolves thus
If any man accufe a Bifhop for whatfoever caufe, let. the caufe bi judgc{i by his
Metropolitan. If any man gainfaythe Metropolitan’s j udgement, let it bere-
ferred 1o the Arch-bifhop and Patriarch of thasDiocefe,and let him end it accord=
ing 1o the Canons and Laws. And for what he addeth, that if 4 Bifhop have
0 Metropolitan nor Patriarch at all, then is bis canfe to be beard and desermined
by the See Apoftolick, which % the Head of all Chsrcbes, it is added beyond the
Canons of Councils and Laws of Emperours, and though it prove that he
claimed a reference of caufes in difference between Bifhops within his Patri-
archate, yet not where there were other Patriarchs to which the Bithops wexe
{ubje&, much lefs through the whole World. And that he termeth the See of
Rome the Head of all Chuches, doth not prove a Supremacy of Government
by any inftitution of Chriff, but a preheminence of order and fome Ecclefia-
ftical Privileges, by reafon of that Cirics being the Seat of the Empire. - And

_hereby is underftood what H, T citesout of the feventh Book Epiff.62. of
Greg. Epiftles, Indiéf.2. thatit is not meant of all Bifhops univerfally, but
of the Bithops within that Patriarchate, but this was in cafe of faultonely 3
for it follows, But when no fault requives it, all according to reafon of bumility ..
are cz{ual: ¢ Sothat Gregory doth not by that {peech thew that he had an uni-

* verfal fupreme Jurifdi&ion and power over all Churches, {0 as that they were
{ubje& to his commands and deteminations in points of faith, but that he ac-
counted the Affican Churches fubje& to his reproof, as he had a common care
of the Church every where, in which Gregory him(elf and all other Bifhops -
and Churches are {ubje& to any Bithop wherefoever, Cestainly Gregory had
moft abfurdly argued againft the arrogance of Fobn of sz!amiuople, calling
the Title of univerfal Bifbop niew, profane, proud, blasphemous, foolifh, per-
werfe, and him 4 Fore-yunner of Antichiilt whofoever (hould ufeit, if he had
imagined it belonged to him(elf, or any Biﬂw}) ot Rome,

And for what H. T, allegeth, that Sobn claimed vo be univer(al Bifhop, a5

Extluding all-others, it is but an abfurdicy which Gregory prefled him with, as
iollowing upon it, not acknowledged by Fobn, but rather Ecnied , 2§ When’we
Urge men wich abfurdities following theit tenets which they do not own 3 and

OW he urgethy it appears from his words, lib.4. Epift.38, when hefaith to

John, Thoy defircft to tread under the name of Bifbops i :
it . ps in comparifon of thy felf,
which fhew that he charged him pot to have affeGed the Ti:lc[ of {iniveclal

Aa 2 Bithop
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Bifhop, as if he would be the onely Bifhop ablolutely, pu e

himfeil)f, in that {enfe as he which is fingular in fome tyh’ing ;sca?:ipt:u:gwdy to
and as he who is not what he was, is{aid nottobe 3 and {o Grfgo,o ;nlone,
him as if by confequence he would exclude all others, and unbifhc{ chmmfh
comparilon, And yetif Gregorie’s words were underftood to cOnﬂ;mCm in
more than this, that any fhould arrogare to himfelf the Title of univ&rfaT i
fhop, asif he were the onely Bifhop and others but as his Vicaps or SBI'
ftitutes, all that Gregory imputes to the ule of thar Title in this fon, fulb-
on the late Roman Bifhops, who deny that any Bifhop hath power of Juz‘lrs
di@jon but from them, that Bifhops are not immediately by divine 1 ;,"
but mediately from the Pope, concerning which whar paffed in the Counc}ig'l fy
T'rent may be (een in the Hl_ﬁory of Frier Paul in che (eventh and cigh:hBooi)t
in which may be feen how ftifly the Tralians and Fefuits held ir, ang the popc;

eluded the Spanifb Bifhops.
Laftly, that Gregory did difclain (uch a Supremaiy as Popes now ufurp js

@aniﬁﬁ from the obedience which Gregory, lib,x. Epift.32 lib,,, Epift.6, it

tib7. Epiff.x. and ellewhere acknowledged, he did ow to Mauritiys the Em
rour as his [overeign Lord, and in that Epiftle in which he writes to Mauriz};e-
about Fobn's ufu?ation by Sabinian Pope next’ after” him petitions that tl;“
moft piows Lord Mauritius would wouchfafe to judge thay very buf; e
which was in controverfie between John of Conftantinople and bim(el f atgcff
the Titleof univerfal Bifbop, which he denied toFobn or to himfelf s no 4
Gregorie’s own ele&ion to the Popedom: counted valid without the confil;'wzls
tion of Mauritius the Emperour, as by the relation of his Lifein Platin 'S
pears : which things are inconfiftent with that Do&rine which the Pa‘l.“ e
now hold about the Popes Su re’r‘inacy. Piits
H.T. adds. - Obje&. The firt Conftantinopolitan Council an,
cil of Chalcedon decreed the Con&aminopolitanp.?cc‘ to be Z;:tizf ':iiictizl:m
Rome. - Anfw. In certain Privileges I grant, in original Authority op 'furin_

diction I deny,'and (o doth the faid Council of Chalcedon, [&ying, 1¥e ‘brﬂugbly _

confider truly, that all Primacy and chicf Honour is to'be hepe ;
fhop of old Rome, A&ion16. Noriwasihat Canon of lzibf c’ﬁ;ﬁfﬁ Zf'i’f"’"
l{)tantinoplc ever appro;:/cd by (tlbe Pqp;, zbougb it owned the Church ¢ f Rom?;;
¢ the' See 'Apoftolick:, and (ought bus "Primacy i) ; '
el ir-s poftolick, foug imaiy in'the  fecond place gng
Yreply,  x. Though it had been' gainfaid by the Bi "R o
there was no reafon the %ppoﬁcion of onge Bifhop ¥11ould]3:ggg d(t):fwxlxZ fhmcc:; e
mon confcm of the rgft; 2. It is apparant that the Popes approbatj A
not then judged neceflary, but that the Synod: could determine wirhownhmls
3. That Canon of: the firft Council of Conftantinople was not ai;rt dbe
the Pope that then was; nor mary yedts after. 4. Gregory the Grcé‘t ﬂald by
the-four firft general Councils as the four. Golpels witholt exem tin‘; cl iy
non, Afid it is manifeft that the Council gave Prcrogmue,ofPH g that Ca.
Bifhop of Conftantinople next after the Roman, becaufe it was :}rzomi{to Ji
And the Council of Chalcedon exprefly” determined thar ghe Bifh ;‘} émc'
ftantinople fhoutd have Jou aréafieie cqual'Privileges with the Rom: = h?""
?lrlr;ll%cs wegle the fanie that old Rome had: which' could not be xhc‘ﬁ,x-[tw llc
in the Councily bus was Powc:r»’axild Jurifdi&ion, and this they dc:érmi;:j
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‘notwithftanding the regret of the Popes Legatcs, who could not obtain any
. more than what was allotred the Bithop of Rome in the fixth Canon of the
Nicene Council, of which H. T. faith. ;
Obje&. The Councilof Nice [aith, Let 1he ancient cuslome be kept in Egypr,
. Lybia, and Pentapolis, that the Bifhop of Alexandria bath power over a!_l thefe,
‘becaufe the Bifhop of Rome alfo hath fuch a cuftome, ~Anlw. The Bifhop of
Rome had a cuftome to permit (uch a power tothe Bifbop of Aleandria s the
Greck Text faith, Becaufe to the Bifhop of Rome alfo this is accuftomed, which
argues him to be above 1he other, :
T reply, this Anfwer is frivolous, or rather impudent. For the fame thing
is allowed to the Bifhop of Alexindria, which was accuftomed to the Bifhop o
Rome, but that was not a power to permit any thing to the bithops of Egypt,
Lybia,and Pentapolis, but to take care of the Churches therein as their Metro-
politan, namely, to look to the Ordination of bifhops and compofing of Dif-
ferences. And the meaning is, that each of thole bifhops of Rome, Alexan=
drig;and Antioch,fhould,according to the cuftome of the bithop of Rome in his,
look to the ordering of the Churches eachin his Province, as Ruffinus exprel-
feth the Canon, andthe Arvbick and other Interpreters, and Pafchafinus the
.Popes Legate in the Council of Chalcedon alleged it thus, hat the Bifhop of
Alexandria [hould bave eEsaiay power over all, becaufe fo it was accuftomed to
the Bifhop of Rome. Which cannot be meant of all imply ; For then it
thould have been thus meant, the bifhop of Alexandria is to have power of all,
becaule the bifhop of Rome hath power of all; and fo the bifhop of Alexandria
thould be {upreme bifhop as the Pope, and (o in ftead of one vifible fupreme
Head there fhould be more, which Romanifts brook not, but it muft be meant
of equal power and charge given to the bifhop of Alexandria in bis Province
with that which by cuftome the Roman had in his. And for the inference
from the words [ Becaufe 1o the Bifhop of Rome alfo this s accuftomed] that it
argues bim to. be above the other, it is vain, it proving onely_the bifhop of
Rome’s power to have been the Pattern of the bifhop of Alexandria his powers
but not greaer, yea, it provesan equality between them, fithic afcribes the
fame to the one which was accuftomed to the ather. '

SECT. X

Of the Emperour’s calling Councils, Pope Joan, Papifis killing Princes excons
municate, not keeping F aith with Hercricks.

H.T. proceeds.  Qbj. The Emperars heretoforc valled and prefided in General
Courgcil:. Anfw. They called them inftrumentally T grant,by way of [pirituat
Furifdiction I deny. And they prefided alfoin them for peace and crnamens
truc s for definition or.judgement it.is moft falfe : that always was veferved ro
the Popes, T will ot fit among them as Emperour: (faith Conftantine in b
Epiftic to Pope Leo about the fixth Geucral Council) "I will nov (peak impert-
oufly with them, bur as one of them, and whas the Fathers fhall ordain I wi
cxeontes Emperours (ubferibed Councils, nat in order to conflitution but exe-

L Aa 3 CHEEOM, .
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c ion. God (fuith Conftantine to the Nicene Council) bath made you Pricfts,
Z:,;.givcﬁ Yot powCT 10 judge ws; but you may not be judged of men, In
Ruffine.
: called the firft General Councils,it is fo manjfc

I Reply, that the l.znml:c:,?u:}fc Councils exwant, that H. T, could not den{;
out of the an }gcm inftrumentally, (meaning doubtlefs as the Popes in-

it s that they “ufc foom triith that the Popes (ought to the mperonrs o call
{truments) is (o f ‘t“ ro;G.zg .- and in the fixth General Council at Confbany;.
them, as L.¢o E‘;:/ I‘;’*;'- fpeaks) Pope Agatbo faich, thar be rook care thas they
aople (of "?,;;chur;cil'according 1o the commind of the Emperour, pro obedi-
Jhould 80 80 4 v it out of obedience be did ow to the Enmperaur. Ycis true; the
Gl did not call them by way of [piritual Furifdittion. We conceiye nor,
EmP“l"m alling of perfons to meet to confule of marters of Religion 1o be
that r::f,f ¢ fpiritual Jurifdiétion, who ever he be that calls them, whether Pope
erI?Zlm erour s calling an Affembly is no part of Juri(di&ion at all, it may ge

Jawfully done by a brotherly invitation in many cafes, and llflf'f‘_\mfll}bly_m?
be by agreement without any fuperiority, No is there any pitituality m_n,
oy refevence to the end; which doth not make it an alt of [piritual Jurir,
S’i‘gi‘:fn':ny morey than a Fathers, or Mothers, or Mafters, caufing fgrvan:s or
children to meer to pray of learn a Catechifm, or when Kx_ng Lemuel s Motheg
made him learn holy Leffons, Prov.3x.t. H.T. here faich, The Emperoyys
fubfcribed ro Councils in order to exccution: and he mentions it as allowable,
which hath as much of {piritual Juri(diction as the calling of the Council,
and yet he will not fay, it was an act of fpiritual. Jurifdiction. And for pre.
fiding it is certain, that Conffantine the great did not oncly for otnament gy
peace, butallofor direction or moderating their actions gre_ﬁde in the Nicepe
Council,and that theEmperorsSubfcriptions were for definitions,judgement ang
¢onjtitution, itisappirentfrom the form of their Subfcriptions 3 nor were the
Councils Determinations counted binding Laws without the Emperours con-
firmation, nor did the firlt Chriflian Emperours execute what the P e or
Council would have them, but the Councils and Popes did ftpplicate the E ma
perour to execute their Decrees, and fometimes did at the Emperours command
. execute his Decreesy though it is true al{o that the beft Emperours did jn theie
Freﬁding and calling of Councils decline mapifterial Impofitions on the con~
ciences of Bifhops, and Determinations of Faith, but were willing to learn
from them the truth, and in fuch matters did refer the trial’of Bifhops to othe,
‘Bifhops,whom they chole,as in the caufe of Athanafius,and fometimes to others
“as in the caufe of the Domti{i;. o p >
H.T. adds. Object. What think you of Pope Joan? 1wy :
wverfal Bifhopalfo? Anlw. Ithink him rather a particular Fog {f;;,t:: Z:_
lieve o grofs a Fable : It was the credulous Relation of one Martinus Polonus
« filly man (the oncly Authour for it, though Proteftant Writes, bave falfly cited

“others ) who bath (ufficiently difcredived bis own Narration ; Fop be tells you, [he
Was born at Mountes in England 5 (there baving never been any fu ,
beard of ) and thas [he was bred up at Athens, an Unive

but defiroyed many years before, a pretty likely tale,

ch place
rfity wot then in being,
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T reply, that it was the Relation of more than onc appears 1{){ Plating his
words, which are, Fere plerique omnes affirmant, ¢oc, almoft all affirm it. Pro-
teftant Writers have produced rightly particulasly Mr. Alexander Cook in his
Dialogue of Pope Joan, afull Jury of Writers relating it, and thofe fome of
them before Martinus Polonus,and as credible Hiftorians, as thofe times y:cl.d-
od, befides the figns of the truth of the Relation, which are vindicated by him
and others from the fhifts by which Onupbrius and fuch like Dawbers have en-
deayoured to evade their teftimony. And me thinks H. T, writes too gr-ﬂy
in conceiving him a particular F ool that can belicve it, when Platina, Sabelli-
cus, Antoninus, Leonicus Chalcondyls, Marianus Scotus, Sigibertus Gemblacen-
fis, Masthaus Palmerius, Volareranus, N auclerus, Chriftianus Maffans, Foannes
Parifienfis, Theodoricus Niewm, Ravifius Textor, and others could believe it.
As for the Exceptions here made, it is not true, that Martinus Polonus faith,

\that Pope Joan was born ¢t Mountes (he would fay Meniz) in England, the
words are Foannes Anglicus narione M oguntinys, that is, Fobn Englifh by nari-
on of Mentz, which may be true, that fhe had the name of Englifh by defcent,
yet born at Mentg in Germany, as many 3 man born in England hath the name
of I rifh, Scot, French, and I think Turbervile is a Norman name, yet prefume
Henry Turbervile was born in England, And for Athens, that it was then de-
froyed, and no W niverfity is affirmed by him, not proved, but the contrary is
fhewed to have been probable out of the Subfcription of the fixth Council, by
the (eventh Councilsout of Paulus Aemylius, and others by bithop Fewel De-
fenceof the Apol. part.4. ch.x. divif.1.

H.T. adds, Object. You Roman Catholicks, as I bave beard, gif the
Pope excommunicate a Tyrant or beretical Prince) bold it lawfull for bis own
Subjects 2o kill bim. An{w. Tou hive heard a loud flander, we abominate and
deseft the Doffrine. 1t s defined by the Council of Conftance, and therefore of
faish with us, that it i bercsical to affirm it lawfull for a Subject 2o kill bis Prince
upon any pretence what ocver, Sef].xs.

1 reply, Whatyou now hold I know not, these are caules of jealoufie of you,
that having found it difadvantageous to you, youdifguife ycur felves and cona-
ceal your opinions till it may be for your advantage. But fure heretofore the
many Attempts againft Queen Elizabeth by Popifh Priefts, efpecially of the
?e{'uizc: Order, fome whereof were with the privity or inftigation of Cardi-
nals, if not Popes of Rome, the (editious Writing of 7#illiam llen, who was
therefore thought fit by the Pope to be made a Cardinal, with Parfons, Cref-
well, and fuch like, the Bull of Pope Pius the fifth, the Gun-powder Treafon
againft King Fames, and the Parliament 1605. with the acts and fpeeches of
Faux, Garnet, Greenwell, Hall, and others, and Pope Panl the fifth bis Breves
againft taking the Oath of Allegeance with Bellarmine’s Letter, and the
Weitings thereupon did make it appear then,that, how loud foever it might be,
Yerit wag no flanderto charge Roman Catholicks with that Doctrine. The
praifing of Fames Clement’s fact in killing Henry the third of France by Pope
Srxtus the fifth, the attempt of Perer Barrier, of Ffobn*Chaftel a Novice of
the Sefuits, and the exccrable Murder of Henry the fourth by Ravillac confefled
10 have !»een by the inftigation of Fefuits, and Mariana’s book, withmany.
other things caufed the Ulniverfity and Parliament of Par to charge fome Re-
wan Catholicks with that Doctrine : which it’s not likely they woulddhavc

on.:
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: King a while banith the Fefuits had there not been fuffice

l;‘r?lg‘;.’ sYni ;il:fcc thzﬁ time the books of Bellarmine, and Santarellus haye be?r:
Condemned by the Univerfity and Parliament of Parss, as teaching that Dy,
and yet more baoks have been vented tending to the fame, asin the
uarey and other Fefuits may be found. Ner did T ayey hear
chat the Pope did by punifthing the Traitors in England when they fied tq

Crrine,
Wiitings of &

s condemning the Fefuits Doctrine of killing Kings acquic R,
R_omlc,lc?ilg)ﬁcg::tc;;j accgufa:iogn. Yea whereas King Fames tow:u'd‘g the en':imo?
Catholi -opounded nincQueftions to be anlwered by Fobn Fifher the Fefuir
!“f Reign Ed EY Dr. Francis White, that he doth decline to anfwer dil'cc:[y th;
“'!slowe::ﬁion about depofing Kings and giving away their Kingdoms, a.
;211}:‘;%{ it touched a controverfie between the Pope and Princes, in which he
m?;kes fhew of loathnefs to interpofe, having a Letter dated, Aug.x, 1614,
from the general of his order not to write any thing thereof, having found E
an unhappy courfe, but' never declared againft it nor took the Oath of A|..
legeance, though the State knew it was eafic for their general to aleer e
order, orto make an other order in private, and whatever order their penera]
give, yet they are tied to do what the Pope requires of them. And the an.
fwers of the Fefuites about Santarclius his book approved by their genera),
that they in France then difavowed the Book, yer withall “fi"owcdgcd‘ &
ehey bad been ar Rome they would bave donc as their general did, thewed thye
they had difavowed that Doctrine out of fg:«r, and that at Rome it was helq for
cur-e .- What they fill hold may be {een in the myftery of Fefuitifm, and i

itings. .
was ‘fgr what H.T. allegeth out of the "Council of Conffance it (arisfietly
not, fithall Roman Catholicks allow not that Council, which depofed the
Pope and cholc another, and determined the Council to be above the Pope, vee
Mariana derege, (. lib.x.cap.6. anlwers thus, Bus that Decree I finde nor

approved by Martin the fifth the Roman Pepe. Nor indeed can Papifts hold

that which H. T fets down as the Council of Conftance’s definition, bue that
they muft gainfay what the fourth Lateran Council under Innocent the third
determined concerning the rooting out of Hereticks. Nor are Princes fecured
by the decermination of the Council of Conftance, .ot H. T hisavouching i
o be of faith, fith perhaps it is but one Dottor’s opinion, or if it be the faith
of mote or all, yet they can hold King killing, and yet hold that Dottrine, al-
leging that 2 Prieft is no Subject, nor a perfon excommunicate his Prince, and
that however he may not kill him upon any pretence what(ocver, yet he may do
it upon the Popes Excommunication as'a juft Sentence of a fuperiour Judoe .
the words in that Council, Sef.x5. (lefc out here by H. T. whether fraudu.
lently or no,his own confcience can tell beft) being,non expectars fententig ey
smandaso judicis cujufcunque, The Senrence or Mandate of any Fudge what foever
being wot expeited, which have a fhew of limiting their other words, and inti-
mate their allowing the killing of a Prince, when thereis a Mandate or Sen-
tence of a Judge, fuch as they conceive the Pope to be. Nor haye we any caufe
of confidence.in H.T. as free from (uch devices, if we mark whar ).
lows., :

Obje&. Mariana the Jeluit printed the opinion, Anlw, Truc, by way of
‘ Problepme
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Problene be did, but his Book was condemned and publickly burnt by @ Provin-
cial Council of his own Order. A
Treply, Doth H. T think the Book is not now tobefeen to detedt his fal-
fity 2 Or that the Memorials of thele things are loft, who goes about to ¢x-
cule Mariana or the Order of Fefuits in this manner ? Mariana did in his
ficft Book of the Inftitutionof a King, chap.6, wrice that James Clement by
killing Henry the third King of France with a poifoned Knife had gorten bimfelf
Ingens nomen, @ great name, that we confider from all memory that they were
&realy praifed who atsempted to kill Tyrants,and that it s a wholefom cogitation,
that Princes be per[waded if they opprefS the Common-wealth, if they be into-
berable in vices and filshinef, that they live in fuch a condition that not onely of
7ight, bur with praife and glory they may be killed. Which that they were
more than a Probleme appears from his own words, This our Sentence cer-
2ainly comes from a fincere minde, And the [ad event of Ravillac's killing

~ Henry the fourth of France by the inducement of that Baok, and the Edi&

of the Parliament of Paris the cighth of the Ides of Sune, 1610, fet down
A the Continuaion of Thuanus pis Hiftory, Tom.4 lib.3, upon which his
Book was adjudged to be burnt s but that his Book was burned by a Pro-
vincial Council appears not, nor is it fec down by H.T. when nor where,
Mor is it likely to have been burnt by a Provincial Council till after the Sen-
tence of the Parliament of Paris, that thereby they might falve the credic of
their Order.

Buticisadded. Object, At leaft you hold the Pope can dispenfe with your
Alicgeance to Princes, and if be difpenfe you are mot bound to keep any faith
with them or any Hereticks, ~ Anlw. 1¥e hold. that our Allegeance to Princes
% not dispenfable by any Authority on earth; and are as ready to defend our
Prince or civil Magiftrare with the hagzard of our lives and fortunes even
againft the Pope bimfelf if be invade them, as againft any other Enemy, e
eftcem our [elves obliged to keep faith cven with Infidels : And the Cotincil of
Trenthath declared, that 10 violare any leaft point of publick faith givento He-
reticks is a thing punifhable by the Law of God and Man, Sefl.xg 18 What
this or 1hat particular Doctor may hold; or the Popes flatrerers, if be bave any,
adds nothing to the Creed of Catholicks , nor # it juftly chargeable on the
whole Cburcf. |

Lreply, Tam glad to read this paffage, if this Authour mean plainly, as bis
Words {eem to import : yet (e not (ufficient (ecurity to Princes given thereby,
though this Authour fhould mean fo. For other Romanifts may [ay as this
Authour doth of others, 1hat 1his or that particular Doclor bolds adds nothing
2o tbe Creed of Catholicks, mor i it juftly chargeable on the whole Church. Nox
s this Proteftation fo full as to Jeave no ftarting hole from ir, if it be for ad-
vantage. It may mean, they will defend their Prince who is their Prince, yet
not acknowledge Allegeance to their Prince, as being exempt from his Jurif-

+lon as Clergy-men, o their Prince ceafing to be theit Prince being an He-
r;“_‘ks oF excommunicate, or worthy tobe excommunicate, ot they will defend
their Pr_mce againft-the invafion of the Pope, but not againft the Sentence of
Orr:éoﬁuor_), or they will defend him till they judge him an Enemy to the Faith
i Fthoth Church, but not any longer. And this Authour mays as fome
€aie of Martiage conceive he is obliged to keep faith with Infidels; and yee

’ Bb not
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noe with Hereticks. And fi
5 . 01‘ 3
Sef.a15.18. neither durft Protd[lhc determination of the C
and before and fince fad inﬂancacls“so:'h;,n tf'a(t to the fafe COnO:J“gtil of Trens
much occafion to Protefta apifts perfidioulne auct then oiven.
o fodehidden e ants to (ulpe& the lurking of nels have oyon >
; ) ceic under a cover g of a Snakeu given tc
confider this Auth : vhep : overt of fair' w inder the o i
Conltarce tobe Ofofuzrit; [;“'rtl} bc{o; it d"f?'rllt!lsi, cpelug ":’Lh?lars’
i) haskihele 47 fi].n’r.; . In which Seff.x o of the Counip o
dfe $ns : vords, he prefent holy Syno: 9. that Counci Cil of
judice 1o the Casholick faith, or to Ecclefiafti ynod doth declarg, yhes o (351
cdiment can be, of ought to be made I;; 4511“% Furifdigtion i;‘ are, that ng p: %
I‘\’": e 4711 ;;bf’ [ecular Prinecs 1o Hcret{c{:zrf € Condyre gmnrcdgbc nc;md’ ki i:{
o to vecall vhe fame fron Ha e Rs, or de ; y ek "
themfctves, but zb;f zfl;c”jjjxt; ?:::"”’ with what );i-'zzl of Hercfie, t’;f;;qur’
{or acomperent Fudge, and E¢ C#ﬁzﬁiﬁt‘? no:withftan d"ifg"m{ they bave bc;;:,i
ons,and otherwife (R t0_inqui s It m
juftice fhall Pi:ﬁ:i‘f{;‘“;}yf n})PVOCCCd againft ,hc"zi‘f;;d"tfo the _I:.rroz‘rj“o)fb?[.zwfutz
rrufting to their ﬁ,f} ¥ ¥ dcy fhali refufe [tifiy to rcwkf "Z'j./’ them, ar uch per-
asherwie would nov ’Mvcnc:& they bave come to the Izlzl cir Eryoyys - 31«7 a5
::nc what lics in him rcm;’an;)l."”:’I téotb be that fo P"g;i‘}f ;’;ud-g"'”;fnx‘bo”‘, b
ounted then to a ' iged by this in omifeth, when e b0
by Princes and-o s'much as this (and h any thing OEN e hayf
thers) th ¢ ath been thoufands Whict ‘a
And how little reafc at publick faith 7 ulands of ¢ 1 [ure]
; le reafon Pr ith 7 not of. tifnes obi g
former Papilts fora tho'ls_ffﬁiams haye to truft Pa i;{ be kept Wizbe:,(’blc.&cd
Loy PutandiPs and years paft, b pifts not onel Creticks,
, Piedmont, fh paft, but alfo of | y the a& .
Wi e mesns by th ews ate their 3ﬂin: lons of
underftand : fhould h{ calel Popes fiarterers, or parei s8I Ire.
he may beferved as Fra Bellarmine, B,z;onif;""“l_‘f Dottors, T d
a grols Flatterer in main nei a 8%, Clara and ol or fuch like men EO not welf
being i this tenet no bc::cmlt?g tbhc Popes Suprgrsm were. 1 judge 7. Perhiaps
tofome'of the wo! t than blafphe acy and Infallibilice: t0 be
the Son of God fﬂ;nd oftentimes E:nof;tlo_us Antzcbriﬂianﬂaul{'b’l”)/: there
fich that may be a tmxc’(gor his Corollary llg?jomm thihtiithes wcl:_y, alcribing
nor confpicuous Viﬂbm[hu“h which hath nci‘&); thlc Major and ‘CMh_ls due tg
ﬁ:stPowcr of Mimclesy’dw? fuch Unicy, l-lnivrc (Olc'ﬂl etfonal s’nor bott,
?en:u]:_ Church, nor hath !’lc m’;:{":ffallmmop as H ;a A I"fﬂllibiTictcy“gO"'
(ent Romtan Church or Bi it plain, chat thefe r requires a » San.
edi Iollow hi ch or Bifhop, md thefe mark a5 neceffar
Ifollow him i ps-@nd no ocher 1¢ marks do agy ary't
oW him i thegeft, yoher; but his miftakes iﬂgtlﬁe to the Prc(:
thele are thew.
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ArTICS \}III.

Ulnwritten Tradition now no Rule of

Faith.

The unwritten Tradition, which H.T. terms
Apostolical, is net the true Rule of Christian
Faith. -

$ECT L

The Argument for Apoftolical Tradision unwritten. 4, the Rule of Faithfrom
the means of plansing and conferving Faish as firft % anfwered,

H.T. intitles his cighth Article.of Apoftalical Tradition, and {aith, Our Te-
net #, Tha the true Rule of Chriftian Fuith 7 Apoftolical Tradition, or 4
delivery of Dottrine'from father 1o fon, by bhand to band, from Cheift and his
Apoftles, anil nothing ought to be veceived o Faith, but. wha i proved to
have been [o delivered, which we prove thus,

The firft Argumens.  That # now thevruc Rule of Faith whichwas tbe ¢ffcn-

© ‘tial means of planting and conferving is av firfs: But oral. and Apoftolical
Tradition, not written Books, was the cffential means of ‘planting. and con-
[ervzng ivar firft 5 therefore oral and Apofrolical Tradition not written Books
#% the true Rale of Faith, The Major i proved; becaufe the Ruleof Faith
muft be immutable, and the fame inall Ages, a5 the Faithiv felf @, - The
Minor # proved, becaufe the j&f ¢ Gofpel was nos written till cight yeavs afect
the Death of Chriftor thereabouts 5 in which [pace the Apofiles bad preach-

edand planted the Faith of Chrift ‘in many Nations over. almofy. allthe

World,  Add to this thas many Ages were paffed beforc all the Books of

Scripture were difperfed and accepred for Canonical by the whole church s o

that when any difference arofe in points of Fajth among the Cp;_iﬁiamr;f

Bz 7 g ¢
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the fir(t Age they were not o inquire what bad been written,
Apoftles fotaught.

bur whethey the

nf; His Do&or, whetherit be by reafon of his jgnor
Anfw heedle(nels, or malignity to the holy Scripturcsg', du&f"in{)r
worfe than his fellows,yca,agamﬁ the Do&trine of the Trc;s
Council and Pope Pius the f.ourths Bull, For whereag ; :
the T7cnt C!_nlumzil, St‘_{]"4(.1 ivis faid, that the truh and Lin

g ift and his Apoftles % contained in written Books and Tradition,
{;;f;;:uctov{'rgilzgl?and would bave l;}otlg to be received with equal affection ::;

" yeverence of piety s and Pope P_’”fzt ¢ fourth his Bull requires the admiffion of
the (acrad Scripture and A poftolica bT’l;“d"“’"- H.T. concludes, 1harwritses
Buoks ave not the truc Rule of Fait > ut orqzl and Aeoﬁolzml Tradition, If pa
had ;'aid they had not been the cm{xc Rule of Faith he had agreed wigpy the
Trent Council, and the Popes Bull 5 but now he contradi&s then, a4 well as
the Proteftants, and his Argument doth as w.cll_concludc, that the holy Seri.
prureis no partof the Rule of Faith, as.that itis not the whole, By, leaving
him to be correéted by his fellows, lev’s view bis Difpute, :

Setting afide his non-fenfe fpeech of being received as Faith, in ficad of e
ing received as the o})ic& of Faith, and taklng-,/{'po[w[,m[ Tradition B
meant of that whichis trEll)( fo cal!ed,_ I grant his I‘cn.cg, and fay wip il
that the true Rule of Chriltian Faith s Apoftolical T'radition, thatis, the Ty,

etrine which theApoftles delivered, or that delivery of Doitrine fiom fatberia

by hand to band, fiom Chrift and his Apofiles, and thas nothing oy >
{2,?;,-504 as Faith, thatis, a ching to'be believed with a Chriftian ci?vinéblt::?:f:
which allChbriftians are bound to believe,buz what is proved to have been fodeli.
wered, For though in general any divine revelation is to be the object of Chrifts.
an Faithby whom or what way (oever it be delivered, and God hath delivereq
divers revelations in the Books of the Old Teftament which are objects of Faith,
yet fith now Chriél and his Apoftles have delivered thofe divine revelations as
the oracles of God, and whac the Apoftles preached and thought needful] for
us to know,and believe to (alvation is written, and thefe VW ritings are conveyed
from father tofon by hand to hand, we grant the Tener being meant of then,
and yield further, that if they can'prove there are Traditions truly Apoftolica]
befides thole which are written, and this Tradition, that thole Books which
we call holy Scripture are divine Writings, we will embrace them as things to
be believed.  But then, 1. We fay it is manifeft thatin the Apoftles dﬂys
there were Tradicions puton the Apoftles which were not theirs, 2. The 2.

- 2, That the Apoftolical Tradition written is [ufficient for faith to alvatjon.
3. That unwritten Traditions are uncertain, and much corrupted, 4 Tha;
there is no certain Rule to know which are Apoftolical Traditions but by the
Scripture or' Apoftolical Writings. 5 "That neither the Popes noy Church of

ome,nor general Councils determination is a [ufficient affurance of Apofto-
Jical Tradition unwritten. 6. That therefore to us. now the holy Seripture j5

the onely Rule of Chriftian faithand life. And to the Argument of H. 7.
Tanfwer, ;. py denying the ajor, giving this as a Reafon, becaule i
means of planting and conferving faith, though it were the effential means,

yet
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" yetis not the rule of faith neceflarily, there being great difference_between
thefe two, The means of faith is any way God ufeth to bcgqt it, as by
dreams, vifions, the (peech of Balaam’s Afls, his Prophecy, 'Czlmpbm Pro-
phecy, the Star which guided the Wile-men, Matth,z. the Wives _ggod con=
verfation, 1 Pet.3.1. yet thele are not the Rule of Faith, but the divine reve-

‘lation ic felf. And if it were fuppofed any one of thefe, or any other, were the
effential means of Faith, that is, that means by which Faich is, and without
which it were not, yet it were not therefore the Rule of Faith, but the divine
revelation or truth delivered by that means. And to the proof of the Major
which leems to be thus formed,  That s the true Rule of Faithwhich is immu-
table, and the [ame in all Ages, as the Faithis felf #. But the cffential means
of “planting and conferving it at fir[t is immutable, and the fame in all Ages, s
the Faithit felf is. Ergo. Taniwer, 1. By denying the Mjor, there are
many things immutable, and the fame in all Ages, as the Faith it (elf is, and
yet are not the true Rule of Faith, as namely, Gods Decrees and purpoles,
the being of the Heavens, the obedience of the Angels, ¢rc. 2. By denying
the Minor. For whether the immediate Declaration of God to Adam, Gen.3.
1§, or Chrifi’s preaching by him(elf were the eflential means of planting and

onlerving Faith at firft, or any other, yer it is nat immutable, and the [ame in
all Ages, as Faith it felf. God’s Declaration immediately, or Chrift’s preach~
ing by him{elf are not the (ame in all Agess yea, Heb.r.1. itisfaid, that
God bath [poken tows in divers minners, ways and times by the Prophets, and
in thefe laft days oncly hath [poken to us by bis Son, verf 2, ¢ chap.2.3. The
(alvarion was at firft begun to be [poken by the Lord, and. fince was confirmed by
thém thas beard bint : which fhews the means to be variable, by which Eaith is
planted and’ ¢onferved. The Apoftle tells us, x Pet.3.x. that without the
Word thofe that believe not the Word may be won by the conver[ation of the
Wives: fo_that their good converfation was at firft a means of converting
them, and yet that was not to be the Rule of their Faith. Whence it may ap~
pear that this Argument goes upon thefe falfe Suppofitions. :

1. Thatthereis ébmc means. effential 1o she planting and conferving of Faith
ar firfb. 2. Thattho fame means is cffcntial to the plansing and conforving of
Faith at firft." 3. That this means 1s immutable and the {ame in all Agc} a5
Faith it (elf. 4. That what is themeans of planting and conferving Faith as
Jirft muft be the truc Rule of Faith,

2. Ideny the Minor, that oral and Apoftolical Tradition, not written Books,
was the cffential means of planting and conferving Faith at firff. And to his
proof X anfwer, that by oral and Apoftelical Tradision, in his Tenct he means,
adelivery of Doéfrine from father to fon, by band o hand, from Chrilt and big
Apoftles : now if it be granted, there was no Golpel written till eight years
after the death of Chrift, or thereabouts, it muft be granted alfo, that there was
N0 delivery of Dottrine from father to fon, by hand to hand, from Chrift and
his Apoftes, but onely their preaching viva voce, with living [beech, in theic
own perfons, and therefore if that which was according to H, T. the effential’
means of planting and conferving Faith at firlt muft be the true Rule of Faith
il), and no other,then that Rule muft neither be unwritten nor written deli-
X"Y of Do@rine from father to fon, by hand to hand, from Chriff and his

poftles, but their own perfonal Tradi:iori viva woce, which now ceafing there

Bb 2 is,
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2 {th'ac all et 3 but the &Zuakers device of each mans light wiep,_
Ilfxr;x(:rin{ l:‘cl;ebocft};: 1R.ulc muft take place. - But ro me the Rule of Faich is ith

i H . divine
A what means foever ic be delivered ¢ be it the Law wricten in
tevela:to :‘r; tll?; Book, by the figner of God in Tables of ftone,or delivered byt:l;
; hur[»l ina Dream,Vifion, Ap| arition, l?y Cb_nﬁ,o: his Apoftics,or S
o fith God hath been pleafed to order i, be it (ooner ot latersthat what Chrift
Bu(; ll'i A oftles taught {hould be written,we are affured God would haye us b
an _‘Lf -?he Rule of our Faithsand if Scripture be not the Rule of our Faith
tuke it 01‘ his Apoftles did not well to commend it to us,Luk.56.3x. Sob.s. g
¢hrift and Thend chem that fearched the Scriptures, 4éf.17.1 x.nor the Apoft|eg
ﬂn:}'to‘;o:; to them,t Pot.1.19,20:2 T'im.3.16.Rom.15.4. nor to allege them’
f/ozﬂ“g 22.¢9° 13.33:34,35- nor Chrift tohave ufed them againft the ‘empe
wf.ztlzlzy..a,‘m 7.10. ot to have imputc_d ercour to the ignorance of them, s b:
3 29. nor to‘have fent the Revelation of Fohnto tlge {even Chu:ch_es of 4fia,
:‘v?z'h “feclaration of bleflednefs to the obfervers of it; and denunciation of 5
curfe to the corzupters and infringers of it, Reveli1.1,3.¢%" 228,19, nor the
Apoftlesto write a Letter tothe Churches,A&'.x §.23.n0r the Apofties to wiice
feveral Epiftles to feveral Churches. And if many Ages (though T thin
£.T. thertindoth exceed) were paffed before all the Books of Scripture wepe
ditperfed and accepted for Canonical by the w{aalc clzurcb 5 yer ic is ceregin
fome were, and they muft-be the Rule of Faith which were accepred, Anq

when any diffecence arofe in points of Faith among the Chriffians of the i -

Age, though they were to inquire of the Apoftles what they taught, yes when
they could not fpeak with them, they made ufe of their Letcets writen, as Adts
15.31. 1 Cor.7, ¢’ And if weare notto do (o ftill, why doth this Authoyp
allege Scripture for the Churches Infallibility, the Popes Supremacy, ¢o’c, and
tells us here, pag.xy3. Thereds nobetter way to decide Controverfies than
the Scripture expounded by the Church, and according to the Rule of . Apoftolicqp
Tradition? Butthisisan evidence of Gods infatvating thele Romaniffs, thae
though they have no thew of proof for Peter’s. Supremacy, and conf«;qucm]y
the Popes, without the Scripture, and therefore allege it, yetderermine ir not to
be the Ruleof Faith, and fo make void their own proot, and the very Rule of
Faith, which they would fain eftablifh.

§IEAC AT, D1,

Unwritten Traditions are not proved to be the trie Rule of Faith from the affu=
rance thereby of the Doitrine and Books of Cheift and bis Apofile;, f:

But let us view what he adds. A fecond Argument is, That is the seue R
- of Faith by which we may be infallibly affured both wha: Doa,im’; Gh:;lfi
and bis' Apoftles taught, and what Books they wrote, and withour which we
can nevey be infallibly affurcd of thefe things. But by Apoftolical Tradition
we may infallibly be affured both what Doitrines Chyift and bis Apofiles
taught, and what Books they wrote, and by no other means. - Therefore Apg.
[olical Tradision is the true Rule of Faith,  The Major is manifeft, begay e

in

-

=
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in the Doglrine which Cheift' and bis Apoffles saught, and the Books sbeck
they wrote ave comtained all things that are of Faith; therefore the infaliible

means of knowing thewm is theinfallible and true Rule of Faith. The Mi-
notis proved, becaufea full veport from whole worlds ¢f fathers to whole
worlds of fons of what they beard and fuw is alrogether infallible, fince
{enfible evidence in a world of Witne(Jes unaninonfly coneurring is altogether
infallible, how fallible (scver men may be in their particulars; and. (uch are-
port, (uch an cvidence is Apoftolical Tradition, for allshe Dodtrines Chrift
and bis Apoftles taught and all the Books shey wrote therefore infablible.

An(w, THC Popifh Tenet is,that unwritten Traditions of other points than
what are in the written Booksare the Rule'of Faith, that [o}what

they cannot prove out of Scripture'of Peter’s being atRome,being Bifhop there;
Purgatoryfire, Invocation of Saints, Adoration of the Hoft, mixing Water
With Wine.in the Eucharift, and many more, which Popes and Popith Coun~
cils obtrude on the Church of God as Apoftolical Traditions, may be received
as Obje&ts of Faith. Bur here H. T'. concludes Apoffolical Tradition'is the
tric Rule of F aith, and proves it of no other Apoftolical Tradition but that-
whcrgby the Books written are known to be the Apoftles; which I might’
grant, and yet H. T. gain nothing for bis. purpofe, fith A oftolical Tra<
dition may be the true Rule of Faith, and yet not Apoftolical Tradition’
unwriteen,much lefs that which Popes and Councils call Apoftolical Tradition;”
which is everygcorruption that hath been any long time received in'the Roman
Church : and, this Apoftolical Tradition infallible [this she Books-of boly
Scripture were written by the bdly men whofe names ‘théy bear, and ihavthe
thingsin them related aré dertain and yer other Traditions of other things
not [o. But to his Argument, I fay, the Major is not true, no is it proved by
his reafon, 'which in form is this, T'hat is 1éc trac Rule of Faithinwhich are
contained all things that are of Faith. But inthe Doéfrines which Chrift and
his, Apoftles raughr, and the Bloks which they wrote, are, consained -all shings
that are of Faith, The Conclufion which foltoweth’ from thefle’piemiles is
not his Major, [that is the trie Rule of Faith, by whith’ we iy beinfallibly
aifu’red both whae Dotrines Chrilt and bis Apoftlestaught, and whis’ Books
they wrotey and without which we can never, be infallibly a(fured of thofe
things] nor the Conclufion fer down, [therefore the infallible means of know-
”?ﬁfbgmi is the infallible and truc Rule of Faith?] for thefe terms, [thasby
which we mdy be af[ured of the Dottrines or Books,the infalliblc means of know-
#ng them] are not the (ame with [ tHe Books or Dottrines in which'are contained -
all things 1hat are of Faith] and therefore the Major is not proved, but indecd
the-yery Proteftant Doltrine which he gainfays is proved unawares thus,
That inwhich are contained all things I%xt arc of Faith is the true Rule of
Eaith, But inthe Dodlrines which Chrift and bis Apofiles taught; and the
Books which they, wrote, are contained all things that are of Faith ; :therefore the
Dodirines which Chrlk andbls Apofiles taught, and the Books which they wrore,
are the grue'Ki}l'e‘af‘Fair!;‘.“Wh'ich proves dite€tly ‘what BT\ denies;: that
¢ ;‘:’ Qmp_!u.re_ is, 1] cltrua_.Rulc.g)f Faith, and fhews,.that he miftook the means
:)h ajth foi the Rule oJf‘F:iit_hg’bcth‘én which theteis a manifeft-difference;
eméansof Faithi being any ottward or inward ¢fficient, principal or inftru-
mental 5
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eataly. by which 2 perfon comes to believe, the Rule is that by which We

t we are to believe s the fame means may be the means of beliey;
tgr(\)::av:;":hings: Gai.tpf).w'and Bulaam ma); prophcfic right things of I!ri::-[.
and be a means of expetation of the Me[liab, and yet alfo be a means of it
ing a ftumbling-block to overthrow them. A mcﬂf‘nger, [hat‘brings 2 grane,
wherein a Prince grants thing, is the means of belief, :m.d fo is the Seal, by,
¢he Rule of believing is the words 9; the %mm: ‘T;JM[I, o hlls g and SO0
were the means of his believing Chrift’s Relurretion, but the Rule'was Chrift*s

words. g

: i atinor. For though X grant fuch a full report, as he fpeak
: -sz flﬂ:{g;g ﬁo I deny; that there is fuch a a report, or fuch an cvin}l)cnc: ?j:
1s“x:1h: Docvines Chrift and his Apoftles taught, and all the Books they wrote.
=’ct 1fay, 1. That this is not the Apoftolical Tradition, which Papifts al-
}'ms for with them any thing ufed in theic Cpurc‘h along time, and approyedq
by a Pope, oF 2 Council conﬁrme_d by him is an Apoftolical Tradi[ion,_
ough it have not {uch reposty or cvxdcnc.c. 23 That xhcfc are othier meang
by which we may be affured, what Do&rines Chrift and his Apoftles taughr,
and what Books thiey wrote, befides this full report, as,  x. The inward tefti.
mony of the holy Spirit. 2. ‘The innate chara&ers of the Doérine, ang
Books themielves foretelling things to come, opening the Myfteries of Gog
advancing Gods glory, enlightning and converting the foul, with many mon’:
which fhew whofe the Docétrine and Books were. Yet by the way I obferye
5. That notwithftanding he makes here fuch an Infallibility in the repore and
evidence of fenfes yet pag.205. he denies evidence of [enfe infallible in the §,.
crament, and thereby overthrows his Pofition here. 2. From his words here
1 argue againﬁ his opinion of Tranfubftantiation thus, 4 ful repore from
whale worlds of fathers to whole worlds of fonsof what theybeard and faw
is alsogether infallible, fince (enfible evidence in a world of ey-witneffes unan;.
oIy concurring is altogetber infallible,how fallible [oever men may be in theiy
particulars, But there are worlds of ey-witneflzs, and hand-witnefles, ang
tongue-witneflés, and nofe-witnefles , and ear-witnefles of fathers and [ong
who all unanimoufly concurring dilcern, and fay of what they haye feen, fele
heard, tafted, fmelled, that there is no fleth nor blood,‘ but Bread and W,ine i!;
the confecrated Hoft, therefore the report that thére is no flefh and blood but
Bread and Wine in the EUChar.lﬂ'aftcr_COnfeCration or confecrated Hoft, 'and
confequently no Tranfubflantiation is altogether infallible, So inconfiftent
are this Authours fayings in one place with that he {aith in another, asindeed
Popith Dorine being a Lie muft of neceflity be felf- repugnant.

SECT. IIL

The obligation of the C burch not to deliver any thing a5 & point of Faith, bys
what they received, proves nos unwritten Traditions a Rule of Faith,

H. T, proceeds thus. A third Adrgument, 1 £ Chift and his Apoftles bay,
given o the Church of the firft Age [vogesher with all poinssof Faith] thi,

for
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for the Rule of Faith, that nothing on pain of Damnation ought to be deln:nj-
ed for Faith, but whar they bad received from them a5 [uch, shen it was im-
poffible that they fbould deliver any ‘thing for Faith tothe fecond Age, bus
what shey had reccived fiom them as fuch, and fo fiom Age %0 Ageto this
time,. Bus Chrift and bis Apofties did give to the Church of the firfs Age,
Leogether with all points of Faith] this for the Rule of Faithy thas nothing
on pain of Damnarion ought o be delivered for Faith, but what they received
fromthem as (wch, Therefore it was impoffible that the Church of the fir(e
Age [bould deliver any thing tothe Church of the [fecond Age for Faith, bue
what they bad yeceived as (uch from Chrift and bis Apofiles, or confequently
shat they (hould erve in Faith, The Major s proved, becaufe to make ber de-
Liver more for Faith than fhe had received,in this [uppofition the whole Church
muft either have forgotten what [he bad been taught from her infancy in mas-
ters of Salvation and Damnation, which is impoffible in a world of ear and
¢r-witneffes, as hath been fhewed 5 or. elfe the whole Church muft have fo far
broken with Reafon, which is the very nature of man, as to conipire in a no-
torious Lic to damn ber [elf and pofeerity by [aping [be bath received (yol
o fuch a poins for Faith, which in hey own confcience [be knew [be bad nos
veceived ; and this is more impoffible than the former, cven as impoffible as
for men not ta be men; ws Jhallbe fhewed inthe next Argument,  The Mi-
nor % proved by thefe pofitive Texts of Scriprure, Therefore brethren ftand
ye faft, and hold the Traditions which'ye have learned, whethes by word or
our Epiftle, 2 Thell.a.x5. Thofe things which ye bave been taught, and
beard, and feen in me, thefe do ye, Dhil.q. S0 we bave preached, and fo ye
bhave believed, x Cor.14.15. How Jhall they believe in whom they have not
beard 2 and bow fhall they bear without a Preacher ? Rom.10.17. The
things that thou baft heard of me before many witne(fes, the (ame commend
thou to faithfull men, which [hall be fit to teach others alfo, 2 Tim,2.2." If
any man [hall preach otherwife than ye have received, let bim be A nathema,
Gal.t.g. Although we or an Angel from Heaven preach to you befides that
which we bave preached so you, be be Anatbema, Gal.1.8.

Anfw. x. THc Conclufion,were it granted,is not the Pofition to be proved,
! + that the true Rule of Chriftian Faith Apoftolical oral Tradi-

tion, noe Books ;5 noris it included in it, fith fome in the Church, althou gh
not the whole Church of the firft Age, might deliver to the Church of the fe-
cond Age, and (o from father to {on that for Faith, which was not received
from Chrift ot his Apoftles, and 1t be after received as from the A poftles, asis
manifelt in the reports of keeping Eafter on the fourteenth of the Moon, of
the Millenary opinion, as from Fobn,and in points of Faith the whole Churcly
might miftake or forget, not deliver all truth, yea, might erre, and (o not be fit
tobe aRuleof Faith. 3, Were it granted that unwritten Traditions of the
Whole Chugch of the ficft Age to the {econd were a Rule of Faith, yet are not
the Romanifls Traditions unwritten proved Rules of Faith, unlefs they be
Proved to be deljvered by the whole Church of the firft Age to the Church of
the fecond Age, and (o from father to fon without alteration, which they can-
not prove, Neverthele(s, fich this Argument tends te the afferting of an In-
Gic o fallibility
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fallibility tn the Church of the firft Age diftin&ly taken from the Apofifes -
their Writings 3 I grant the Minor, and omir the €xamining of E:hc 4
brought to prove its though (ome of them yield a good Argumen; 4 Ecx;,
written Tradition : But I deny the Major, as being contrary m%x'{ s v
both in the Fewifh Church, to whom it was forbidden to add to, o, iF"L”‘el!cc
from Gods commands, Deut.4.2. and yet they did, Mark 7.8.9, a:]i;!}““ﬂl
Chriftian Ghurch, as is moft evidentin the Traditions of the Chiliafp, .o the
7ufter, and {undry other things, And though the whole Church of '[ha,b."“t
Age did not deliver points of F?irh l’O'the fecond Agc, yet in the chondt firft
after-ages corruptions did come in, whxc.h were taken for unives(i] dei[i“nd
asin giving Infants the Bucharift, which Auguftine ang Pope ]ﬂmcc:‘? =
took for an Apoftolical Tradition, though the Tremr Cougcil B tu
And many things there are now taken for Apoftolical Traditions, 5 wmn i,
of Images, praying to Saints, not allowing the Wine to be drl:nkb orfhip
Communicants, which yet are manifeftly repugnant to the APoﬂ{e :lllslze
&rine. 0~
« As for the proof of H.T. T{ay, 1. The eye and ear.wi
points of Faith are not a whole World, 2. EZ’rOurs may g:'::ﬁr::c‘;f all the
:mwkaMMhdtm&ﬁAynMﬁmnMAWMnwmmwahf&o
them, 3. The Church delivers not Do@rines, but the Teachers i he
whereof many (ometimes are Hypocrites, {ometimes weak in und 1{“ th.em,
all of chem being men are liable to miftakes, paffion, for Sl (Cr iandxn X
tency, and thole thatare not fincere may againft cheir cgnfciencc:’{ {}ﬂdveu
rours, Sureif Polycarpus an Auditour of Fohnthe Evangelif 5°an
Bifhop of Rome in the fecond Age, Polycrates and Po 5 V‘;?" and Anicety,
Age, Cyprianand Pope Stepbanus in the next contrad'&pcd fitor in the (ame
Traditions, no marvel later and inferidur Teachers I::ct: ez;’ch other abou
lous man, and others miftook about them, and the af:cr Ch: ; hapm«r a credye
in their miftakes. 4. The Churches were in the Apofi] iic es follow thep,
away from the Do&trine, which Paul had eyident] taLIl) h:c:, ay; eafily drawn
\to Seducers, as the Galatians, Gal.3.x, lhougl); thé’;}\t iﬁl y hearkenin
Gal.x.8,9. neither therefore the warning given the poitle warned them
Church in this life yields fufficient fecurity of not b:r;: ':101' any ftate of the
ving others. "The Church and Teachers thereof ma ngo : ‘C“;'“é’ nor decei-
havereafon, but alfo good men and confcionable, 8¥ld w:::;j’ ¢ men, ang
any thing but Chrift’s and his Apoftle’s Do@rine to be believed not to dc}we:
Damnation, and yet may build Hay and Suubb leved under pain of
: y ubble, and be faved as throup
though their Building (uffer lofs, keeping the Foundati rough fire,
fins and errours, though fome be fecret and un'knol\)m: rtl:?l;:::d ri?:tn S"fg of a]j
isi . : s
is in the nexe Argument, which he terms the Jaft Argument for deities;: f’“

52 T SECT.
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SECT..1V.

Counterfeits might and did come into the Church under the name of Apofto~
lick Tradition without {uch a force a5 H. T, imagines neceffary thereto
cven in points of Faith.

T'o make, (aith H. T, a whole world of wife and difintevefted men break [o far
with their own nature as to contpire in a motoriom Lie to damn themfelves
and their pofterity (which i the onely means to make an Apoftolical Tradition
fallible) fuch a force of bopes or fears muft fall upon them all at ence, as may
be ftrongershan naturc in them.  Buv (uch & force of hopes or fears can never
fall on the whole 1¥orld or Church at ence, which #s difper (ed over all Nations,
therefore iv 7 impoffible for the whole WWorld or Church at once to confpire in
fuch a Lie, or confequently to erre in Fairh.

Anfw, THis Argument concludes for the Churches Infallibility, which was
the fifth Article, not for Traditions, as is pretended in this Article,
But that the Church militant and all their Teachers {etting afide the Apoitles,
are fallible is proved before; and hoy the whole Church of later ages may be not
onely fallible, but alfo deceived and deceive others without breaking with their
_ own nature (o far a5 toconspire in a motorious Lic to damn themfclves and their
pofterity, and without [uch a forceof fears or bopes falling upon them all as once
@ may be fironger than nature 1o them, hath been fhewed before both by reafon
and experience, and our Lord Chriff hathtold us it would be, that while men
fleep the Enemy would come and fow Tares, Matth,x3.25. and the Apoftletells
us, 1 Cor.x1.19. that therc muft be Herefies by Gods permiffion, that shey
which are approved may be made manifeft : Fude 4. there were certain men
crept in unawares ordaincd of old tothis condemnation : 1 Pet.a,x. 1 Fobn 4.1,
And accordingly it fell outin the Cbriftian Church, as Eufebius notes out of
Egefippus 1ib.3. bift. cap.xg. The Church of Chrift remained a pure and uncor=
rupt Virgin unto the times of the Apoftles, bus after heir deceafe, and thofe
that peard them, shere was a conspiracy of corrupters, which did lurk before thas
boldly wented knowledge, falfly jocalled, much of which was publifhed under
the name of Apoftolical Tradition. Irenaus lib,2. adver|. haret. cap.39. faith,
In bis days it was reporsed a5 from John, thar Chift lived sothe fiftiesh year
of bis Age by all the Elders of Afa, which mer with Johnthe Difciple of the
Lord, that John delivered it to them. Nor is this to imagine men 10 break
with their nature, but to follow their natnre, which is in all corrupt, in the 'beﬂ:
imperfet. As for what H. T, tells us of & whole Werld of wifeand difin-
terefbed men, itisan Heopiz ina countrey called no where, but in H.T. his
brain. Surely the wifeft and difinterelted men of Fathers and other Preachers
have ftill ftood to the Scriptures, and have difowned unwritten Traditions, as
not being a rrue Rule of Faith, Popes and Popith Councils who have been tf ¢
fticklers for Traditions unwricten, as they have been none of the wileft with
any holy wifdom, but [erpentinc craft, fo have they bent all their endcavours to
uphold Traditions for their intereft of greatne(s and gain, being ncccﬂ_uared 1o
y to unwritten Traditions, becaufe cheir Do&rines cannot be maintdined Ql§
Creve
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of Scripture. He that fhall reade the Hiftory of the Council of Trent wyi.
ten by Frier Paul of Venice (in which C‘“““}l Traditions unwritten
Sere i cqua”l‘d.to ScrlPI“}'e) may perceive, that 1'f ever there were a pack of
deceivers and deceived men it was ﬂl‘ I'rent, the B’"]”Ps generally being un-
learned in the Scripturesy many of them meer Cmomﬁs,. and fuchasupder.
" flood not the Dilputes in the Congregations, and the Divines a company of

wrangling Sophifters i"”r‘dhonm?lto EChOOI-P”nic’p.lL.'s- and arguings withour
skill in the SCl‘iPqucs’and the Pa,‘pes' egates and Jzalizn Bifhops depending
on the Courg of Reme, never ﬂpplymg tl}:n}fclvcs ;o fearch out truth, byt o
hinder any the lealt breakt?g forth of it, if it oppofed any profit or advantage
of the Popes and Court © Rome, and any thing that cended to juftifie the
Protefants, whom they would never permit to fpeak for themfelves : nor were

they willing any thing {houid be concluded, but what the Pope (of all thaty -

in the Warld the moft notorious corrupter and Tyrant in the Chuye

z‘;eerg:ir)c Illi’kcd- And he that fhall reade the Book not long fince publiﬂxmil:
intituled the Myftery of Jeluitilm, will finde, that zhe_cl.ucfcﬁ Leaders now in
the Popith Churches,the Fefuits, who are f.or the Traditions of the Church of
Rome, are wholly bent, though againft Scripture and. Fathers, to carry on their
own interelt by any devices whatfoever without regard either to Rules of §¢;j.

rure or of Morality delivered by .inﬁd:l Pk}:lofophcrs. So that the talk of
H. T. concerning a World of wife and difintercfed men among Popifh
"Teachers is like the talk of a company of honeft Women in a fociety of noto.
rious Whotes, or of juft men ina Band of Robbers,

H. T. adds. - It % the affiurance of this impoffibility that. moves the Church
of the prefent Ageto refotve ber Faith and Dodtrincs into the precedent Age;
and [o fiom Age vo Age, from [ons 1o farbers up to the mouthof Chrift and hi,
Apoftles teaching it, [aying, We belicve it becaufe we bave received i,

Anfw. 1. This refolution of Faith not into the Scriptures teftimony,
but the tefttmony of the next age, and {o upwards, and thercby judging what
Chrifi and his Apoftles taught, can beget no other than a humane Faith, fith in
this way Chrift and his Apoftles are fuppofed to tgach what the fucceeding ages
have taught ¢ nor is it any better than an uncertain way, . fich in fome ag:?i:
eannot ke known what was taught in many points of controverfie, for as much
as this Authour confeflethy pag.2 §. There was no.general or provincial Councit
thar decided any Comroverfies of moment in the tenth Age, which and the next
before it are by Genebrard and Bellarmine counted unbappy for want of learned
men : norcan thisbe any other than a fraudulent device to draw men from
immediate fearching into the Scriptures. for their Faith, and prepofiefling
them with the Do&rines of the prelent age, which once received, very. few, cx-
cept men very learned and impartial inquifitours into the truth, willbe able to
cxamine, and in effe@ that which the Pope and his Council bave or fhal] de-
termine muft be taken for unqueftionable ¢ nor is this reafonable, but againft
all right way of underftanding, that we fhould: apply our {elves to know what
Chrift and his Apoftles taught bxteen hundred. years ago, rather by the prefent
and precedent ages after the timesowherein they lived, than by their own Wri-
tings 5 as if a man might better know what Legacy his great grand-father
gave an hundred years ago by the teftimony of men now living, than by his
ogn Will upon record, 2. The pretence for this refolution is but imaginary

and
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and fi&itious, and refuted by experience. Surely if there were (uch an impofi~
. bility as this Authour fpeaks of, the whole World had not been corrupted as i
was in Nogb's and Abrabam’s days, nor the Church of Ifraclas it was in the
days of the Fudges, of Eliis, Manaffih, our Lord ¢hrift av his coming in the
flefh, in'the time of Atbanafius, when as Hierom (aid, The whole world groaned
that it was become Arian, there would not be fuch a falling away, as the Ap?-
ftle foretold, 1 Tim.a1, 2 Theffi2 4 at which time the Rbemifts grantin
their noteon that place, that even the fervice of Chrift fhall be fupprefied.
And therefore the impoflibilicy here (uppofed by H. T 'is but imaginary out 0
inadvertency of what the Seripture hath related and foretold, and ignorance ©
the great corruption of ‘man and the power of the old Serpent called the Devil
and Satan, which deceiveth the whole World, Revel.x 2.9,
3. But what Church is there that fo celolves her Faich 2 none that T know

" iof befides the Remun, or rather the Coure of Rome, For 1 do not yert think

that cither the Greek, Afiatick, ot African Churches do {o refolve their Faith,
no nor yet fome of thole Churches who do hold communion with the Roman
Sce 5 nay, I hardly think the Chutch or Court of Rome it felf deth refolve
iUs Faich ((uch as itis) as H. T\ here fpeaks: 1 inftance in one main point,
that the Pope # above a Gouncil. For (ke if that be theirrefolution they will
be caft, ith the precedent age, I mean'the fifceenth century did deliver by hand
to hand from facher to fon that a general Council is above the Pope, as the
two (o termed general Councils of Bufil and Conftance did exprefly determine.
And in other points in difference between Proteftants and Papifts, if they go
from age to age upwards, Papifts would finde themfelves deftitute of Tradition
unwritcen as well ag written, in the half communion, Papal indulgences,
worfhip of Images, and many mor¢ befides. So that however this Authour
peetend Tradition of a world of fatbers to a world of (ons, when he and his

-party are put to it they have not any ancient univei{al Tradicion elder than the

Gixteenth century for the chief point of the Papacy the Popes Supremacy and
Infallibility, and therein the Pope and his packed Council of T'rens are the
great World, he means at which wereat fome determinations of great moment
about fifty Bithops [uch as they were,and fome of them but titular,and in other
points there hath been no Traditionsbut what hath been gainfaid;and therelore
in fine,the Papifts faith is refolved into the Popes arid Council of T'rents deter=
mination, whichisthe Catholick Church with Papifts, asis manifeftby the
words of this Authour here, p.7o. where he makes the Church which he counts
infallible, 4 Council called out of the whole IWarld, and approved by the Fope,
which he judgeth the Trent Council to be, pag.76. and if the Catholick
Church do refolve its fiith into che. catholick churches tradition, whatis this
but to refolve its faith into its ‘own’ tradition ? at leaft the catholick church

reprefented in an occumenical council approved by the Pope muft refolve its

faith into it (elf, Pius the fourth and the Trent Bifhops muft refolve their faith
into their own tradition, and fo muft believe what they believe in points of
Chriftian Faith, becaufe they hold [0, and judge themfelvesinfallible 3 and if
fo, it would be known whether they did believe the fame things before they did
determine them in a council 3. if not, they defined what they did not believe 5
if they did, then it would be known upon what tradition they did believe them,
if they namac the sradition of the foregoing age, the fame queftions will be pur,

Ce3 and
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and the an(wer muft be either at laft to relolve it inco Scripture, or fome fallible
meny or the procefs will be endlels, or it mufk reft in the determinarion of the
prefent church catholick, propetly {o called, or general council, of Pope, or elfe
the queftions wil return, and the arguing will be circular. Yee there are thefe
Reafons why Papifts make fhew of this way of refolving their faith jnto the
chucchies tradition unwritten, ¥, Becaufe they would not have thei Do-
&rines and Faith tried by the holy Scripcures alone, nor in che firft place, mor
by the Do&touys of the firft five hundred years, 2 Becaue they know that fey
either of the learned or unlearned can track them in this way,it being im M-
ble for any but men of very great rcndlpg and very accurate criticks to difcerp
truth in this way by reafon of the multitude of NauoPs in which the Chugcpy
hath been, whereof fome are unknown to fome other (,hurchc.s, the impoflibj-
lity to know what cach church throughout the World held in every agey the
difficulty of travel, thevaricty of Languages, ?hc multitude and uncertaint

- of Authours, clpecially fince they have been ge ded and altcrc_d by the Indices
expurgatorii, and pra&ifes of Monks and other Scribes, th? foifting in baftard
ereatifes under the names of approv;.d Authqurs. F(_)r which realon §¢ is that
they decline as much as they can t_ml of their Do&rine by Scripture, pretend-
ing difficulties where there are cither none, or fuch as mighe be removed,
though by their courfe they caft men into ml’uperable_ difficulties ,, and
when they are ncceﬂ‘}rated to let people have the Scripcure in the vulgar Lane
guage by reafon of importunity of advcrfangs: yet they fq pervert it by cop-
rupe Tranflations and notes (as in the Rbemift’s Teftament 1s manifeft) thae
people have much ado without much diligence to finde out their deceits,

S$SECT. V.

'be Romanifts can never gain their canfe by rf'ferring the whole tria} of Faith
10 the arbigrement of Scriptare, but will be proved by it 10 baye yeyone 1
Jrom Chriftianity.

Yet H. T'. haththe faceto fay, But if we refer the whole trial of faithte
she arbitrement of Scripture, I [ee nothing more evident, than that this one
. Argument ad hominem, gives the caufe into our hands, fince it clearly proves
cither many consroversed Cathilick Doctrines ave (ufficiently contained in
Scripture, or many Proteftant ones are not 5 and thus I fiame my difcourfe
All Proteftant Tencts ({ay you) are (ufficicnrly courained in Scripture ; b
many Casiolick Doclrines ([ay 1) denied by Proteflants are as evident in

Scripture, a5 divers Proteftant Tenets ; sherefore many Catholick Dorines -

denied by Proseftants are [ufficiently contained in Scripture. He thas has
bardine(s enough to deny tbis Conclufion let him compare she Texts thas yecome
mend the Churches authoriry in deciding controverfies, and expounding Artie
cles of Faish with thofe that {upport the Proteftant privase pirit, or particy.
lar judgement of difcrerions let bim compare the places thar favour prieftly
Abjfolntion with tho(c on which they ground their neceffity (not to frand upon
the lawfuine ) of Infant-baptifmn, let him comparc the paffages of the Bible

for
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for the veal prefence of our Saviours body in tbe Eucharift, for the primacy of
St. Peter, for the authority of Apoftolical Traditionssthough unwritten, with
what ever be can cite, to prove the three diftinét perfons in she bleffed Trinity,
the confubflantiality of the Som wiih the Fatber, the praceffion of the holy
Gheft from both, the obligarion of the Sunday in ftead of the Sabbath, [ocx-
prefly commanded in the Moral Law ; and when be bas turned over all bis Bi-
blc as often as be pleafes, [ [hall offer bimonely this requeft, cither 10 admis the
Argument or teach mc 10 anfwcr ik,

Anfw. T, {ure hatha Gingular ey-fight, which [ees fuch an evidence
* in this Argument, as that he (:'ces nothing more evident. What ?

is niot this more evident, that the whole is bigger than'a part; that God made

the World, that the Word was made Flefh ( Sure an Argument ad bominem
is no demonftration, (pecially when what the man holds at one time upon (e~ |
cond and better thoughes he relinquitheth : nor is an argument ad bominem
fit to eftablith any truth, but fomewhat to leflen‘the opinion of the man who is
thereby convinced of holding inconfiftencies; and therefore the caule is not
given ‘into H. T', and his fellows hands , that unwritten traditions are a
Ruleof Faith, or that Popith Dotrine is grounded on Scriprure, becaule
fome Proteftant tencts have no better proof thence than fome Popifh teners de-
nied to be contained in the Scripture. ;

But that T may gratifie H. T. (as much as in me licth) in his re ueft, I tell
him, The Syllogilm is in no Mood or Figurethat I know, nor 2if 1 would
examine the form of it) doIdoubr, but that X fhould finde four terms in it at
lealt, and then H. 7. it is likely knows his Syllogifm is manght. Nordo I
know how to form it better, unlefs it be formed di-jun&ively : but it belongs
not to me to form his Weapons for him. To itas I findeit I fay, that if be
mean, that all Proteftant tenets Gimply are (ufficiently contained in Scri-
pture, who ever he be that aith (o, yet I dare not fay fo: Butthis I think,
that all, or moft of the tenets which the Proteftants hold againft the Papifts
in the points of Faith and Worfhip, which are controverted between them,
are {ufficiently contained in the,Scripture, and all of them ought tobe, orelle
they may be reje@ed. And for his Minor I denyit, if he mean it of thole
Proteftant tenets in points of Faith, which are held by all, or thofe that
are avouched by common confent in the harmony of their confeffions, except-
ing fome about Difcipline, Ceremonies, and Sacraments. And for bis in-
ftances, to the furft I {ay, Iam willing any Reader, who reades what i written
on both fides in the fifth Article here, hould judge whether hath more evidence
in Scripture,the Churches imagined infallible authority in deciding controver-
fies, or that each perfon is to ufe his own underftanding to try what is pro-
pounded tobe believed without relying on any authority of Pope general
Council, or Prelates, who are never ca%ied the Church in Scripture. And for .

the fecond, [ do not take it to be a Proteftant tenet, that Infant-baptifm is ne-
ceffary 5 and for the lawfulnefs, I grant, there is as much evidence in Scripture.
for Priefts judiciary facramental authoritative Abfolution as for it, thatis
none at all foreicher.  And for the third, there are Proteftants, that grant 2
real prefence of our Saviour’s body in' the Eucharift, as the Lutherans, an
lome Catvipifts grans allo a real prefence to the worthy receiver, bus not bodg)’»
Ut
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but for the real prefence by Tranfubftantion there # not the leaft in Soriprure o

it felf, as Scotuslong ago refolved. And for the Primacy of St, Peter, it harh
been told this Authour, that a Primacy of order, of zeal, and fome other en.
dowments, is yiclded by Proteftants, but Supremacy of Jurildi&ion over the:
Apoftles is denied, and it is proved before, Article 7. to have no evidence in

d for the authority of Apoftolical traditions, though unwyitten
{uch truly fo called) I fhould not deny it, but thar chere ar.;
any {uch which arca rule of faith now to us,he hath not proved in this Atticle,
not brought one Text forit, but fome far-fetcht Reafons of no validity, Bug
1 prefume his brethren will give him little thanks for gratifying {o much the
Lintitrinitarians, Arians, Socinians, as to yield, that thofe points which are in
the Nicenc and Athanafiushis Creed, and were determined in the firft general
Councils are no better proved fromScripture thanTl‘anfubﬁa.ntiation,thePopes
Supremacy and unwritten Traditions being a Rule of ¥aith. Arenot thefe
Texts Matth28.19. 1 Fobn §.7. f‘f_;"b" 1.1. 1 Fobn 5.20. and many more
which Bellarminelib.x. de Chriffo brings to prove the Trinity of perfons, the
Sons confubftantialitys the Spirits proceffion more evident than, this i my Bo-
dy, for Tranfubftantiation, Thouart Peter, for the Popes Supremacy 5 and
H.,T' his Scriprurele(s realoning for unwritten Traditions 2 Bellarmine lib 4.
de werbo Deiy 6ap-L 1< and cl[ew_herc a.cknowlcdgt_::h :.he tenets about Gods g
cure, and the union of natures in Chriff to be plainly in Santure.

As for Sunday being in ftead of the Sabbath, he fhould me thinks allow
fomewhat in Scripture for ity Col.2.16. Aéfs207. 1 COT.15.I,:... Revelx.yo,
more evident than for his real prefence, Perer’s Supremacy, unwritten Traditi-
ons. But I fee prejudice doth much to fway men, and make them (ee whae
others cannot. The Crow thinks her own Bird faireft. .

Yetagain,fai:h H.T. The fame §yﬂogz{m_ may with equal evidence be gp.
plied to the negative, 4 well a5 poﬁtl'z:ze Dottrines on either fide, Al Catholick
points denicd by Proseftants arc fufficiently (fay you) condemned in Scripture,
But many points imbraced by ?rozc]tm_t: are as clearly (fay 1) condemned in
Suripture, as divers they deny in oppofition 10 Catholicks 5 1cheforc many points
embraced by Proteflants arc (ufficiently condemned in Scripture. Where docs
she Bible [0 plainly forbid Prayer for the Dead, a5 this darling Ervour and fun-
damental Principle of Proteftancy, that any one bowever ignorant, however 111w
ftable, onght 10 reade the boly Scriptures, and unappealably judge of their fenfe
by bis privase interpreration ¢ Where # it (o plainly forbidden to adore Chiift 1n
whar place foever we belicue him to be really prefent, o it s 1o work upon the
Sarurday? Thusif the Bible be conflisuted fole Rule of Religion, Proreflants
clearly can neither condemn the Catholick, nor juftific zbeu: own,

Anfw. The Conclufion may be gtanted,that many points embraced by Pro-
teftants are fufficiently condemned in Scripture without any detriment to the
Proteftant caufesProteftants do not.pretend to.lnfalhpxhcy, but that the tenets
in point o aith, which in oppofition to P?pxﬁs theit Harmony of Confeffions
avoucheth are ufficiently condemned in Scripture, is morethan H. T'; or an

To his Syllogifm T anfwer, by denying his Miner. And to

Scripute, An
(if there were any

other can prove.

Kis inftances T anfwer, the Prayer forthe Deady which Proteftants {ay is for-
bidden plainly in Scripture; is Popith Prayes for the Dead to have them eafed

or delivered out of Purgatory : now this we fayis condemned plainly in Scri-
pture,
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ptuce.  x, Becaufeit fuppolech a belief of a Purgatory-place in Hell, which is
an Brrour, and every Etrour is‘condemned in Scripture, as contrary to :ruth:
2. All Prayer is condemned, which is not agreeable tothe Rules of Prayer s
now the Rules of Prayer in Scripture are; that we fhould. pray in Faith,
Fames 1.6, Ask the things which arc decording tothewill of God,x Fobn 514,
Nor for. bim that finsunto death, verf.16. But to ask for deliverance out of
Purgatory, when there is no fuch place, nor God hath promifed any fuch
thing, is not in Faith, nor according to Gods will, but is as vain as to ask f.or
him that fins unto death, it is all one as to pray that the ele& Angels or D:v'xls
fhould be delivered thence, which were a Mockery of God, 3. God forbids
eremish to pray for that which he would ‘not hear him, in Fer.q.x1. there-
fore Prayer for the Duad to be delivered out of Purgatory , in which God

, Will no: hear , is by ‘parity -of realon condemned , as if a man fhould

I;“Ydthat the Reprobate fhould not be damned, or the Ele& fhould not be
aved, ;

The Proteftants (ay not, that every one, bowever ignorant or.unftable, ought
Unappealably to judge of the fenfe of all Scriptures by bis private interpresaston.

here are plain Scriptures and Points fundamental; and of thefe they fay they
ma¥ and oughe to_judge of their fenfe each one by his own private interpreta~
tion, if by ic be meant his own underftanding, but not if by it be meant a
peculiar fancy (uch as no man elfe conceives, nor the wordsimporc : but they
fay in difficult places and points not fundamental they ought not to judge of
their fenfe unappealably, thatis, (0 as not to ufe the help of the learned, in
which number Fathers and Councils have their place, and elpecially their own
Teachers, to finde out the meaning of them : yet when they have ufed means,
they may,and muft (ulpend any judgement at all,or ftick to that which in their
own underftanding feems moft proEable, or elfe they muft goagainft cheir
own confcience, which were fin, or they muft be Hypocrites, {aying, they judge
that to be (o, which they do not, yea, there fhould be an impoflibility in nature
granted,that a man at the fame time doth judge that to be the (enfe of the (ame
thing which he doth not : but they deny, that a man ought (o to reft on an
Pope, or Gouncils, or Do@ours judgement, as to'hold what they hold without
any other proof, though it bein their apprehenfion againft Scripture, Gth that
is plainly condemned, Matth.23.10, And they hold that every man, that hath
the ufe of natural underftanding ought to reade the Seripture, Fobn §.39. Col.
316, Rom.x5.4. 2 Tim.3.15,16. andto judge their fenfe in this manner,
and this is no Errour, much lefs 4 darling Errour of Proreflancy. Nor can

+ T. prove it any where condemned in Scriptuce. As for the place 2 Pet.3,

. 16. towhich his word s (eem to allude, it proves noc the reading of the Scri-
pture or judging of the fenfe to be condemned, yea ver,3.15. proves the con-

srary, that Chriftians fhould reade Panl’s Epiftles, in which thefe things are

& h'bi_cb are bard to be underftood . onely it condemns the wrefting of them ro

sheir perdition by the unlearned and unjtable, which Proteftants docondemn as
well as Papifts,

- Ieis not forbidden #0 adore Chrift 'in whit place [ocver be 4, bur x. Ttis
an Errour contrary to an Article of ‘Eaith to conceive Chrift in'a Wafer-cake
on earth, called the Hoft by Papifts, whom' we believe to be jn Heaven at the
right hand of God, and of whom it is faid, that the Heguen muft consain bip!;

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

foicis forbiddcn

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

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

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

E TRl c—"l,

SECT. VX

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

T. recites the fayingsof eight Fathers and two Councils for Tradition,
H' The firft of Irenaus lib.3.cap.q. doth not at all prove thatwe haye
noW unwricten Traditions for a Rule of Faith, but that if the Apoftles (in
ficad of which fraudulently; as I fear H.T. puts, If she Futhers) bad lefe

tEbiom‘zc;’.
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