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Reafons

REASONS

A Proteftant
PAPIST, &c.

The Introdution.

S IR,

Know not well what you meant, when not lon
ago, after a frec Enquiry in a familiar Converfe
about the Right Choice of Religion, you was
pleas’d to call me a meer Chriftian, but fure I am
’twas a betver World when all fuch as really profefled
Chriftianity were but meer Chriffians, 1 mean, be-
lieved nothing more, under pain” of Eternal Damna-
tion, than what Chrift and his Apoftles had taught
them ; ifthis, Sir, was your meaning, I am indéed,-
and with the Grace of God cver fhall be a meer Chri-
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Sian : and why fhould I find my felf affr
ing fo ftyled’, fince the Fathgrs of tllgllgg£¥tpc:
times were in the afore-mentioned fence seer (,‘I:W"‘
fians, as believing nothing to be Articles of Divi::‘
Faith beyond what Chrift and his Apoftlcs had dcclac
red to be fo._ I muft notehen, as a Proteftant, be of'.
fended at this uncommon Reproach, becaufic ivetl'
us the Jdea of one that profeffeth the Puricy gf th]
Chriftian Religion . without any mixture cither o%
Error or Superftition, o as Ilove to tale every thin
1;1 the beft fence it can bear, rather than relapfe %
!’lal! be thankful to you for fo honourable a Title :
}gt if Imufttake this Expreflion as fomewhat refle.
Lh;;g, I fhall revenge my fIf no otherwife but by
telling you, what I fancy you will readily grz:nt that
you are fomething beyond a meer Chriftian fince nei
ther the Scripture, nor the three Crecds ’contain a;i
t.hc Articles of your Faith : butas] was not atallc
tern’d at this your odd and unexpected chroagg:
which I thoughe deferved rather an Innocent Smile,
than a Scrious Refle@ion; fo ’tis not upon this 20
count that I now undertake to write this Letter l?ct:.
mc'crgy becaufe you very confidently faid, that'| 1u
main’d a Proteftant upon no very good Gr:nmds bl:';
upon meer Prejudices, which you could eaﬁly,tak
offy if I would declare to you what really they wer :
which becaufe I could not then conveniently, I r‘z)’
mifed I would perform at another time, and ’nole)r t(;
?‘cqun:.my felfof my Promife, I fhall offer to your con-
fideration fome of what youcall Prejudices, and I fhail
vc{r_lture to ftyle good and folid Reafons why T cannot
lr;eofi\:; ljll}l)mé]I a Chafnge, would I never 6 fain, in the
néture o ai
Catholck R our Aftairs, embrace the Roman

Fitft

N I3

hould not tuen Papift.

Since then you allow me the ufe of .my Reafon in the very
Primary and moft fundamental Article of all, the Church In-
fallibility, you have no reafon to.deny it to me in other
things that depend upon this, and arc of nolcfs concern for
the welfare of my Soul.

The ordinary Objection agaigft this Doctrine, that it
would be the fource of an infinité varicty of Opinions about
matteys of Religion, fcem’d alwaysto meto be of no force,
becaufe, befides that the Scriptare fays {fomewhere, Thac
Herefies, thatis, diverlity of Opinions, notwithftanding all
pretence to Infallibility mutt be, ifa Man be miftaken in his
Judgment, ‘tis to be prefom'd God will pardon him this
Ervor, fince after all poffible means us'd to learn the truch,
he is ftill perfuaded of his being in the right, and that your
Reafons are weaker than his: For to fay, fuch a Man muft
fubmit his Judgment upon the account of a Superior Autho-
rity, tho’ he knows not why, and is moreover fatisfied of the
fallibility of this Authority,yea,and of its aétual Errors too in

many things of great moment, 'tis all one as if you bida Man .
renounce.to comman fence, turn 2 Fool,and not act rationally.

’Tis thenevident to all conlidering Men, that every one mult
finally Judge for himfelf in matters relating to his own Spiri-
tual welfare ; for fure T am, God fhall never condemn me for
alting againit another Man’s Judgment ; which certainly he
willdo, if 1act againft my own ; for thisand no other thing
can'be imputed to me as an actual Sin: Chrift himfelf teacheth
this important Truth, by his exhorting the Jews to fearch
the Scriptures, becaufe they gave teftimony of him, where
he will have them to act like rational Creatures, to make ufe

of that reafon he had given them, and to judge of the fenfe

of the Scriptures : He docs not tell them, with the Pope ina
General Council, You are to remember Iam the Infallible
Oracle, to be believed by you without any farcher Examen :
But fince hedefires them to confult the Scriptures, certainly
he allows them to judge of their fenfe, which the Church of
Rome will not permit vs to.do, affuming to herfelf a greater
Authority than ever Chrift did, who would have the Jews to
rely npon their fenfes in reading the Scriptyres, and examin-
ing his Miracles.

i ' For
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Forafmuch as I hate an indifcreet Zeal
fomewhat concern'd to hear fome Rama:}qji; (l?z;amé%tr?&m:l bg
Rgfvlillijvfry unw;('efalt;giblunskilful Law-giver, had he not l]:ft
be im an Infallible vifible Judge of Cont 5
.qu.e could not govern his Churc?. without r:rrc;xflif?:ll}b?:
“;;lcxr]g:gtr;]tl,aspwp fcc(gl'uchaComparifon may be allowed of)
hat karthly Princes Govern their remoteft Provi
ding to all the Laws of Juftice and Equi Rgh theis St
fticutes be fallible Men 5 the Aere g their Sub-
¢ y only Correét them wh
do fail, and fend othc’rs in their il e ey
better their Truft.  Where s th the necelhey g ZCtform
) 1 2 the neceflity of
Jible vifible Judge, for the o e Choeal,
J goed Government of the Ch ?
Sure they will not fay, there can be i ot
fuch a Judge, for thc, Jewith Chu ch ind omect without
e c rch had n
vgry grofsly in condemning of Chrift 5 yea, to;: :re?;dcﬁfnrre(lj
o dRome iclelf, till the firft Council of Nice, wanted fuchca;
{iuxp%ni,ﬁ :nd (_lo'csﬂyet, in the Intervals of General Councils
Jupbok g with them, that thefe arc their Infallible Vifible
Let us not then argue ourfelves into a i
! an Er
Rhamm‘uj}; '[hlls 5 Tbrre’i: aneceffity of an Il{fnllib‘I: (;l:;ﬁ[:/vzl ?‘f[:fdtl:e
; crefore tiaeve 45 one : ‘But tather on thecontrary, There i
t:f]‘?g;b-lfe [V'fbh ;”jge in the Chureh, therefore t'h,e;‘e is na':;cm
of juch a fuage. For we oughtinreafon to’ .
3?,?;0?%?3%" tP;)us gt;alige;i, beengneceﬂ'ary 'f%[l)‘ t?lglg'g‘f)‘g’
) ‘Church, Chrift had no doubt ‘appoirited fome.
where this Infallible Vifible Judge, and P e come-
) told his ; ]
When I am goney there will arife gr%’a; debuges mld-;)lrivt?g:?r}es’
_yvl;, concerning what isto be Belicved, under pain of Damnatfdf
;;Irrrflj;z‘;lr_tar’; but fzr {}g ﬁﬁ‘l Refolutiop in thiseaft, you muft mak;
seation to the Biflops of Rome, or'to u'General Conpeil «
:::lzlcm,lmteffuer :ihg_y d;clnre tobe an Am'c;c of Divine ;‘:ﬁhc: DI‘ZZ: Ila’
oG 11 Seripture is 1o be look'd npen f
llsuﬁngrl:zﬁ hasthChn&' mentioned any thing*o?tl{g: n‘;‘tl{xl’?‘
ier the quite contrary decided by hi ¢
fends the Jews to the ftanding Re):felation of )l'a'he [g’ldm‘}‘c:'ﬂg?
;pcnt; Search (fayshe) the Seriptives, for they give Teftimon
}; I'me' He never told them with the ‘Church of Rizmy
ciseve not your own Scufes, truft not to Your own Reafon in /m_;

cafe

T 4

" owld not tuen Papift.

cafz relating to your Spiritual concernsy but Believe me, becanfe
I am Infallible,” and my Decifions ave not to be examined 5 bur
blindly received. Have we not then reafon to wonder that
the Church of Rome affumeth to herfelf a greater Autho-
rity than ever Chrift himfelf did 7 and to hear her fay in
one of her General Councils, That notwithitanding the ex-
prefs Inftitution of Chrift, and Command to take the Sa-
crament in both kinds, She thought fit, forgood reafons,
to order it to be taken by the Laity in one kind only, though
she Herfelf had obeyed Chrift in this point full thirteccn
Hundred years and more? , :

1always fancied no Power upon Earth could change what
the firft Founder of our Religion, Chrift Jefus, had once
eftablihed. The Church of Reme may as well prefume to
fay, That though Chrift has forbid Polygamy, and will have
every Man to be contented with one Wifeat a time, She
( for good Reafons, and more plaufible too than thofe She
alledgeth for the taking away the Cup from the Laity,)
thinks it convenient to allow Men more Wives than one
at a time. For if the Church of Rome can alt lawfully
againft Chrift's Inftitution in onc cafe, 1 know not why
She may not likewife in another 3 which fetteth the Pope
and a General Council, above all that is called God, in a
very literal fenfe, fince Chrift himfelf muft fubmitto this
Superior Authority, and fee his own Orders flighted, as if
they had been given out Indifcreetly, and without Judg-
ment, or accompanied with Inconveniences which Chrilt
forefaw not, and for which the Romanifts think rhemfelves
not oblig’d to Obey them.

I hope thefe few Confiderations make it appear to the
unprejudic’d Romaniftsy that_ the Infallibility of the Church:
of Rome, or the being of an Infallible Vifible Judge in that
Church, is not only an improbable Doctrine, but really falfe
and abfurd.  Yet this I fhall make out more particularly, by
anfwering what chiefly they arc ufed to alledge in favour of’
their imaginary Infallibility.

* They fay then firft, but very unhappily for them, That

from the Supreme Court of the Jewifh Synagogue,. there:
was

P RN
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Hebh, 6. 6.

Ifa. 2.2,
Phal 18.4.

16, 49. 23

Luk. ro. 16,

was no Appeal.  What then ? Does jt foll
that the Synagogue was Infallible ? What co?:;ef;io(:; ltshtel?::é
between there being 1o Appeal from a Judge, and his bein
Infa]hbl_c'? Lhope the Romanists will grant the 5
have fml(}, when She condemn’d Chrift. They'll do well
then to bnpg no Argument from this Topick, to prove their
own Iljfa“lblllty 2 But a Covenant with berser Promifes was given
tothe Church, But where was it faid that Infallibiiit;was
promifed to Her ? I mean, that there fhould be an Infallible
Vilible Judge, wh(_)m we fhould confult jn aj} doubtful Cafes
’

Sccondly, They are wont to raift

) r ¢ fome d

unwary Mulutpdg, with thefe and the like paf
The e hurch is like a Mountain #pou the top
Like a Tabernacle feared inthe Sy

Al Nations fhall flow unto hers Kings fhall be ber Nurfing Fa-

tbtg, and Queens her Nurfing Mothers,
anany rational Man draw from thefe paf: e
ment proving the being of an Infaljjble Viﬁblcﬂéjgucsigtrc’g %f%é’é
‘;ls clcar, they conclude_ nothing clfe but that the Church
J')l?“ be fometimes glorious and vifible to moft Nations, as
bl cwife protected by Kings and Princes. I fayﬁzmcli:nu
bccaufc there is no Promife made to Her that She fhall atway,
be {0, and in all Parts of the World, For by the Ex yef
xsicn;?c of foregoing Ages, we are fufficiently inform’q tlll)at
S lg has been now and then overclouded both by Perfecution
111 [_Iggorm:ce 5 and the fame thigg mayhappen again, if j¢
Pleale God to permit boty Perfecution and Error, s
:lmts Sm,&for Ends beft known to himfelf !
great ftrefs upo ift fai i
B Joels. ”{e'u what Chrift faid to his Apoftles, Whe
‘As then in hearing Chrift, we ca i
g annot Err, fc i
xtxlllg&AtIn)'ggkfstindAthe[l{l Suclgeﬂ'ors, we cannot’Etf:':] n\)&l/]ﬁ?crl:nigs
ol the Apoftles, becaufe they delivered hi
what Chrift hag taught them ikewi i Snoeepor
: 2 as likewife of thejr §
o long as they Teach nothing elfe but what wa:cﬁzg?le’

down

uft among the
agoes.
of the Mount airs,

fiyould not fuen Papift,

Irft then, Tamof opinion, that the Church of Rome, as
‘tis now fetled in the Worldy 1s founded upon two falfe
Suppofitions, vid. its pretended Catholicity, or univerfality,
and Infallibidity : 1 wondred always to hear her ftyl'd Catho-
lick, by the Romanifls in this fence, that whofoever acknow-
ledgeth her not to be the only true Chriftian Church in the
World, out of which there is no -falvation, liveth not in
Catholick communion : whith is fuch a groundlefs Propofi-
tionas deferves rather to be laught at, than ferioully refu-
ved, and no lefs abfurd, than if the Church of England called
herielf the whole Catholick Church, tho® fhe be but a part
thereof, and not the greateft neither. TheChurch of Rome -
then, whesher it be confider’d as the particular Diocefs of
Rome, or as comprehending all thofe, whatever part of the
World they livein, that acknowledge the Pope as fupreme
Paftor, is no lefs a particular Church, than that of England,
of Grecce, and of the Abyffins, yea, if compared to all the
Chritians throughout the whole World, it isby much the
far lefler pareof the Catholick Church, efpecially if we re-
flect but a moment what vaft numbers of Chriftians,diflenting
from the Church of Rome, areto be found in 4ffa, Africa,and
both in the Eafternand Northern-parts of Earope: fo the
Romanifts -are at a lofs what'to fay in any Debate ‘about
Matters of Controverfie, when they-are made fenfible of
their applying to a particular, what is only to be under-
{tood of the Catholick, or Univerfal Church, whichcon-
ccive to be nothing elfe but the diffufive body of Chriftiansin .
all Ages under Christ as theiv invifible Fead, and their vefpettive
Princes , Superionrs , and Bifhops, as their vifible Governours,
"Tis ealie now, if you remember this Defcription, to ftop
the mouths of Roman Catholicks, who raife fo much duft among |
the unthinking multitude by this very word, the Church, but
mifapplied, or not underftood: when then they fay, the
Church teacheth this, or that Dottrine, as for initance,
Tranfubfbantiation , Purgatory , the lawfulnefs of Saines, and
Image-Worhip, belicve them not: for tlicy underftand by
the Church, cither the particalar Church of Reme, or its
Clergy, or fome General Council, as that of Lateran, Flo-
B rence,

L
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vence, or Trem. Now neither of thefe three is the Church,
and confequently their Decjfions arc not to be ftyled the
Decifions of the Church, in cale they do not agree with
the fence of the Ulniverfal Church in all Ages: and then |
believe them not upon the account of their Authority, but
by reafon of the General Confent of all Ages, and cfpe-
cially of the primitive and pureft times of the Church.

We may give fome hints out of this, and the foregoing
Confiderations, what properly is meant by Herefie, Apo-
ftacy, and Schifm, and who are to be reckon'd Here-
ticks, Schifmaticks, and Apoftates, that it may the better
appear how unjuftly cither Herefie, Schifin, or Apoftafie,
is laid tothe charge of all other Churches by the Church of
Rome. .

Herefie then is, an obftinate and. wilful denyal of what is held
by the Univerfal Church.  Schifm is a canflefs Scparation from
any Chriffiap Church whatfocver 5 And  Apoftafic is an en-
tire defertion of the Chriftian Faith y to embrace Turkicifm,
or any other rio reveal'd Religion. )

Firft then, ’tis clear, that all tfc Diffenters from the

. Church of Reme are not Apoftats, becaufe they fill re-

tain the Fundamental Points of the Chriftian Religion, and
reject only thofe that the Roman Catholicks would have us
to belicve Fundamental upon the account of the Infallibity,
which they could never yet prove of the General, or ra-
ther Imperial Councils.

Secondly, They are not Schifmaticks, they had but too
weighty. Reafons to feparate from the Church of Resme :
the very taking away of the Cup from the Laity, (to men-
tion no other of its known Errors in this place,) againft
the Univerfal Pralice, yea, of their own Church too, du-
ring Thirteen hundred years, and more, and againft the
Exprefs Command and Inftitution of Chrift, was a cavfe fuf-
ficient for a juft, lawful, and neceflary Separation, fince
that Church became fo conceited of its own Power and
Authority , as to think it could lawfully alter or change
what Chrift had fo folemnly inftituted, and commanded,.
when he faid, Drink ye all of this.

As

" Tljowid ngt burh Papitt.

As to Herefic ; We are often charged with it by Roman
Cathdlicks , ‘but without any proof, unlels we are to be-
lieve all fuch tobe Hereticks as believe not the additional
Articles of the Church of Romie. Which is indeed their
veal meaning, when they call us Hereticks : but their con-
fidence in this Point is grounded on that notorioufly falfe
fuppofition of their Irfallibility: for as I always concei-
ved Infallibility tobe a no lefs effential Attribute of the
Divine Nature, than Omnipotency ; oI thought and think
it [till a no les contradiction to imagine to ourfelves an
Infallible Creature, than to conceive an Omnipotent One,
and’ not at the fame time God: Tho’ I allow thata Crea-
ture, how fallible foever, by the. intrinfical Principles of its
own Nature, may perhaps never attually fail by a Special
Protedlion from that Uactrable Being above: But 1 amon
the other fide very confident, that God -hasifio where pro-
mifed his Unerring ‘Spirit either to the Pope or to any of
¢he General Councils whenfoever they fhall undertske to
decide Matters of ‘Faith: for s ‘God permits Sin, fo why
fhould we think it abfurd to fhy, that he permits Exrors
likewife, and that in ‘his Churchteo, for -ends -beft known
to ‘himfelf, and which ‘we are rot to dive into. 1 know
indeed, and no Proreflamt T fuppofe will deny ity that the
Univerfal Church in this fonce only may be called Anfal-
lible, that notwithftanding allthe Efforts of the Gates-of
Hell to prevail %ﬁn& it y--the True Doftrine of Chrift
fhall be Till eanpht; and held n Tote part of the Wiorld
by a particular providence 6f ‘God over bis Church: tnd
thisis the only rationsl 'meaning of all thofe Paffsges 1o be
examined hereafter, which ‘the Roman Cisholisks are #s'd to
Rmpofe as Proofs of ‘the Infallibility of ‘the ‘Church of

orne : - But ‘their ‘miin drift is, and Mot be, to Thew ¢i-
ther by Reafon, ‘or Authotlty, Firft, That there i& in the
Church an tifaflible Vifble Judge of Gontroverfic; And,
Secondly, Who is this Infallible Vifible Yudge: For other-
wife his Infdlfibitity would be of no tfe ko us, fince we
'cdul?) iot confalt  with ‘hitn in otder to tefolve ouwr
Doubts.

B2 But,
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But, to comc morc clofe to the Point, I would fain
know from a Roman C.ubolicl,, if the Being of this Infal-
lible vilible Judge be an Article of Diviue Faith, that he
muft believe, under paiu of Eternal Damnation, or a uicer
probable Opinion, which Le may fullow, or not follov?, as
he pleates: If the lutter be granted, thea the pretended
certitude of the Controvetlics in debate between us and the
Ropanifts deperds upon the Decifions o Councils ,  that
are but probubly true, not infallibly ; which if they once
yicld to, they have no right to forcc upon any man
the belief of their additional Articles, as Purgatory, Tran-
fubftantiation, & for if it be but probable, that the
Council of Trent, defining that there isa Purgatory, isin-
fallible , ’tis on the other fide as probable, and more too,
that 'tis fallible: So I ought to make ufe of that Reafon
God has given me, and examing , Whether the Council
has not attually fail'd, by comparing its Decifions, to the
ftanding Revelation of God’s Will in his written Word,
as interpreted by the Fathers of the Primitive Times, or
by every Man’s Private Reafon,. where they are filent : for
let unthinking and prejudicd men fay what they will, as
we are all to ftand or to fall by the Verdi&t of our own
Confcience, fo we ought to follow its Decifions in what-
cver relates to our own Spiritual Concerns : and if this be
a Crime, the Romanifts are guilty of it as well as we:
for either he belicves his Church infallible upon rvational
grounds, or upon no groundsat all 5 the latter | fuppofehe
will not fay, - lett his belief be defervedly called foolith, and
if upon rational grounds he belleves the Church of Rome
infallible , then his own Private Reafon is Judge of thefc
Grounds, and he finally proves to be for himlelf both Party
and Judge of the Controvgrfie: which if he may do in
this Cafe , 1 know not why he may not likewife in all
others. Thus, when he undertakes to prove to a Prore-
ffant the fame Do&rine of Infallibility , he conftituteth
him Judge of his Reafons, and of the True Sence of
the Scripture he makes ufe of in order to prove his
Opinion,

« Since

hould not tuen Papift.

down to us from Chrift and his Apoftles, but we muft try the
Spirits whether they are of God or not: Forif an Angel
fhould propoft to us Articles of Faith, others than what the
Apoflles have taught us, we ought to reject them,

1 wonld then advile here the Roman Cathalicks, never to

prove the Infallibility of their Church by Scripture, this’

being undoubtedly their weakeft fide, becaufe by this way of
arguing, they are concluded in a circle, they could never yet
get clear of, whilft they muft prove the Infallibility of ‘the
Church by the Scripture, and the true fenfe of the Scripture
by the very fame Church, which amounts to nothin more,
but to your believing the Church upon her own Word, with-
out any Ground for her Infallibility diftin@ from her onn
Teftimony ; than which 1 can fancy nothing more abfurd,
and _more againft common fenfe and reafon, unle® we can
perfuade ourfelves, that the Infallibility of the Church
1s a felf-evident Principle 5 whichIam fureno underftanding
Romanift will cver either think or fay: For befides that he

never goes about to prove it by the mecr Expofition of the -

terms ’tis propounded in, How can any Man take that for
felf-evident, which all Protc(tants, though to no purpofe as
yet, have required a folid proof of ? If it were a fufficient
proof of any pretended Truth, to fay, 'tis Self-evident, it
would be eafic to prove any falthood imaginable at this rate.
A felf-evident Principle, muft be evident to all Men under-
ftanding the terms we cXprefs it in, otherwife it hasnothing

- init of a real felf-evidence.

To fhun prolixity, I fhall mentiop but fome few paflages

more the Romanifts feem moft totruft to. 1. That the Church 1 'Tim, 315, |

of the living God, isthe pillar and ground of truth. 2. That the

gares of Hell fhall not prevait againft ity that be will be with ber Mats 16, 18,

alwgys, even tothe end of the worldy that be will fend them another

Comfortery even the [pivit of truth to abide with them for ever, Joh, 14. 16,

3. That when be is come, be (ball guide them in all trmh, 4. That
all Perfons are commanded to bear she Churchy or elfe to be lodk'd
#upoit as a Heatben and a Publican, .

Lanfwer firft, That thefe pafages, and all others of this
nature, are to be underftood of the Univertal Church, and
‘and however do notat all impiy the neceflity of an fnfallible

. C vifible

and 16. 12.1
Mat, 18.17.
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Vifible Judge, The Univerfal Church then comprehchding
all the Chriftian Churches of the World, is the pillar and

ground of Truth, becaufe Truth is upheld by, and groundcd.

upon the conftant agrcement of all Chriftian Churches
throughout all Ages, and not upon the authority of any par-

ticular Chwirch,fuch as I take the Church of Rome tobe, what- -

ever way we confider it. Now the Rock upon which this
Univerfal Church is built » I8, the Confeflion of g, Peser,
and the conftant agreement of all after Ages therennto, and
not his Perfon; otherwife this Rock and Foundation had
fail'd when he fail'd, - which 1 fuppofe will not be granted.

The never prevailing of the Gates of Hell againit the
Church, concludes as fairly for her Impeccability, as for hey
Infallibility, fince the Gates of Hell prevail as much, or ra-
ther more by Sin, than by Error, which fometimes may be
invincible and goiltlefs, The Gates of Hell then thall never
prevail againft the Univerfal Church, becanfe no Perfecution
whatfoever, whither occafion’d by ignorance or by malice,
fhail ever exterminate wholly this Church out of the World :
For if She be extingpifh’d and banif’d oug of one place, She
will ill appear again and flourifh in another, and fo even to
the end of the World, according to Chrift’s infallible pro-
mife s ud the Comforter fball abide with ey Jor every and guide
her into all tyuth, becaufe the whole Doctrine of Chrift fhal]
be taught in fome corner of the World, even to the confim-
mation of all things, though fome particular Churches may
not teach all Truth, and others again may add to the funda-
mental Principles of Religion, fundamenta] Errors, which 1
could eafily thew the Churchof Rome to be guilty of.

As to what relates to Chrift’s Injunétion upon all Men, to
hear the Church, or elfe to be look'd #pon as a Heatben and o Publi-
can,’twas rather faid of the Synagogue, thanof the Chriftian
Church, as not being yet effablithed when thefe words were
uttered 5 or they are to be underftood of the Univerfal
Church,

I anfwer Sccondly, that if we may. apply the foregoing
paffages to any particular Church, they relate -more- to the
Greek Church, than to the Romifhis- For'it is not only ancienter
(asallthe World knows) than the Cliurch of Reme, but ;.t

. this

fhould not turn Papift.

i of almoft an equal extent, if we take in the vaft
thlr;lv;::sy gfa );hofc that live?n the' Communion of the (mik
gl;mrch bothin A4fiaand Enrope ; For if we make a juft cal-
cale of all the Chriftians in the vaflt Empire of the two
Crars of Mofcovy, in Greece itfelf, and in all its Provnlnces,
i z;: t, in feveral parts of Afia, and efpecially in the largs
Ki %{Snﬁ of the Abyffins, &c. we fhall find their number lgttlc
!(lfn %iour if not fuperiour to that of the Roman Catholicks :
:\n fi the (skahurch is foconfident of Her being inthe Right,

t:}at she looketh upon the Church of Reme as Schifinatical.
? muft not forget in this place, that She can provea conftant
Succeflion of Bifhops from the Apoftles downwards, more

ertainly than the Church of Rome, fince Calvin, and fQYcral
:fter him, have made it highly probable, that -St. Reter; “a;

ver at ,Rvme, or at leaft never, Bifhop of :Reme s which

mt ch encline to believe upon this ageount, that the Scripture
!m:/vholly filent about this matter : Yet one would think thae
lssc Peter's ftay ot Rome near five and twenty Years, his being
alf this while Bifhop there, and at laft Crucified with his head
-downwards , were Particulars confiderable -enough to .be
taken notice of by the Writer of the AQsof the Apo(;les,
by St. Paul, or fome of the Evangelifts. Now to fay St. {‘fq-

; at Rome when he wrote from Babylon , is to lque i
wa'slt of a flat Lye, or of a childifh Equivocation ; ’tis more
g“tlurs;l to think, that he being the Apotle of the Jews, not
n?‘ the Gentiles, was then cither at Babylonin Affyria, or at
% bylon in Egypt, now thought to be the Grand Caire, there
b:iny at that time a great number of Jews in both thefe
Citigs about whofe Converfion he was then buﬁed.d hat

1 hall only add, fince'tis agreed:upppsznp::ltl"h;:sgim :p
iv'd St. Perer many years 3 if St. Pet )
i;%‘:ﬁ ozaldv{‘ucceeded immediately by anew Vlcar.of Clilhn(t,

s the R’ommijb do confidently tell us, it follows from hence,
:lsmt Chriftrs ‘beloved Apoftle 2nd Darling was under the Ju-
risdiction of theBifhop of Rome, which the confidering part
;l; Reman Catbalicks, as well as Proteftants, will not, I'fancy

thipk very proper.

G2
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1 fhall reckon up no more of the Prerogatives of the Gr
Church, what 1 have faid being only to ﬁlcw, that whenit";’f‘
ever the word Chareh is made wie of in Scripture, the Greci-
Ans ay apply it to themfelves with a greater appearance of
truth than the Romanifts : but fo they can no more prove
themfelves Infallible, or the neceffity of an Infallible Vifible
Judge in their Church than the Grecians from the fame places
of Scripture can make outthe neceflity of an Infallible Vifible
Judge in theivs. ;

_ Talways wonder'd at the confidence of moft Roman Catho-
lickgy in aflercing this Principle, which yet theycan give no
tolerable account of, when they are put upon the provin,
of it: for they are not yet well agreed, whoisthis Infallible
Vifible Judge, fome ftanding up for the Pope, -others for the
Gengeral Councils, and others again for the Pope and the Ge-
neral Councils, and though they are more generally agreed

upon the Pope and General Councils conjunétly, not feve- -

rally, yet if we confider things impartially, we thall eafil

conclude, the Pope to beacknowledged by them the fole [n-
fallible Vifible Judge, fincethe General Councils have no au-
thority to declare any Article of Divine Faith, without the
Pope’s Seal and Approbation ; and, on the other fide, the De-
creesof a Provincial or National Synod,being once confented
to by the Pope, are of cqual force with thofe of General
Councils, as being Articles of Divine Faith, to be believed
by all Roman Catholicks, under pain of Damnation which is
a certain mark, that the Pope is the only Seat of this pre-
tended Infallibility: as we Judge the King the only Seat of
the Sovercign Power, not the Parliaments, becaufeno At of
theirs is of any force, without the King’s Approbation and
Confent: yet, on the other hand, this Doétrine is flatly con~
tradiCted by the Gallican Church, yea, this Propofition,
The Pope és not Infallible, has been often defended at Parss, in
prefence of the Popes Nuncio's and Legates: till then they

- areagreed among themfelves, who this Infallible Vifible Judge

Is, we are freeto judge for ourfclyes, being fure we fhall
only becenfured and punifhed at the aft day,for doing againft
Ot}y own judgment : for nothing elfc can be imputed “to us as
afin,

But

-~
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But not to difmifs yet this Subjeét, how can we, fays the
Romanist, be furc of any Divine Trith, without the decifion.
of an Infallible Vifible Judge? . . :

To which ! anfwer, Firlt, Befides that we may be as fure
of any Divine Truth as they can be of their Infallible Vi-
fible }udgc; Scripture is plain in all things neceffary to
Salvation, otherwifc.it was not written for Edification, nor
can it make thofe that read it with a teachable temper of
mind wife unto Salvation.

1 anfwer, Secondly, We may come to a certain know- -
ledge of Divine Truths by thofe very Means your Infal-
lible Yifible Judge is fuppos'd to make ufe of for attaining -
to the fame : for upon what grounds the firft General Couns
cil, fuppofing it Infallible, believed the Articles of Faich,
it defined ? Sure not upon the Authority of another Coun-
cil, fince twas the firft of all. Whatever then they (ball
produce for a fufficicnt Foundation of their Belief, fhall bea .
fufficient Ground for me to build my Faith upon: TheirDe- -
cifions then arc no Articles of my Faith, but the Grounds -
they proceeded upon may be Inducements to me to believe. .
We ought nevesthelefs to have great refpiedt for General :
Councils ; yet becaufe we are not to fuppofe them Infal- -
lible, without knowing why, we may,and ought to examine :
their Definitions at the Standard of the written Word, .
and of the general confent of all Chriftiansinall Ages: for -
fo doing we fhall keep up with the Primitive Church, in -
cafe a Council in any material thing oppos'd it: neither
can we upon this account be thought to prefume too much .
upon our own Skill ; for though it be more probable that
ten may be lefs apt to trip, than one, yet becaufe weare :
certain they may. err, we are {till in'the right, totry if real-
ly they have not err'd : their greater nuraber being only an
inducement to me to fearch into the Reafons they rely on,
not to receive their final Decifions, without-apy further exa-
men: I muft obférve to you in this place, that confidering
with what Zeal the Romanifts contend for the Infallibility of -
their Church, I am fatisfied fome of them are fully perfwa-
ded of its being an Article of Divine Faithy for if they
thought it. but a probable Qpinion, they would not be fo

o angry ,



16

Reafons why. & I_’roteﬁant

angry with thofe that oppofe it, fince by the Rule of Pro-
bables they would allow in fome meafure of the very contra-
dictory Opinion. I will then, toundeceive thofe that are of
this Opinion, undertake to fhew it to be no Article of Di-
vine Faith, and by their own Principles too: for fince they
arc not permitted the ufe of their own Realonin interpre-
ting the Scripture, or Tradition itfelf, nothing can bean
Article of Faith to them, but what is clearly decided by a
General Council, but no General Council ever yet decided
the Church to be Infallible, and far lefs the Church of Rome
thercfore the Infallibility of the Church is no Article of
Faith. Iconfefsindeed, aslintimated in another place, the
Infallibility of the Univerfal Church in this fence, that the
whole Church fhall never err, not that every particular part
thercof, as the Church of Rome, or the Greek Church ; and
every private man may not crr, but that by efpecial provi-
dence of God over his Church it fhall never fall wholly away
from the truth: and this cannot be but evident to an unpre-
judic'd Judgment, from the exprefs Promiles in Scripture; of
Chrift's afliftance, even to the end of the World, notwith-
ftanding all the Endeavours of Hell to prevail againft it.
But the Romanift means not only that his particular Church
is Infallible in the fence I now mention'd, though I conceive
this to be the Priviledge of the Univerfal Church ohly, but
that there is in the Church of Reme an Infallible Vifible Judge
of Controverfics, impower’d to tyeus up to the belief of
his Decifions, under pain of Eternal Damnation 3 and yet
none of the General Councils, yea, not that of Trem itfelf,
ever faid Anathemato fuch as did not believe the Church of
Rome, or the General Councils, to be infallible Judges of
controverfial Debates, though it feems fince the Church of
Rome was accufed of grofs Ecrors by the firft Reformers, no-
thing was of fo great moment for her, as the decifion of this
primary and fundamental Article, upon which all the others

depended : the Councils | know anathematize fuch as refufe -

to fubfcribe to their Definitions, but hence it follows not
that they declared their own Infallibility, fince both Pro-
vincial and National Syneds do the fame, which yet are con-
“efled to be fallible by the very Romanifts themfelyes.

Thus

(ouid not fuen Papift.

P

Thus I have argued hitherto only ad bominem : for though
a General Council had declared itfelf Infallible, this would
beno Article of Divine Faith, becaufe the Infallibility of a
General Council, when it defines itfelf Infallible, muft be
proved by an Evidence diftin¢t from that of the Council itfelf,
and therefore it can be no Article of Faith toa Rowan Catho-
lick,, who muft receive no Doctrine, under pain of Dampa-

cil.

I have dwelt too long upon this ficlt Reafon, why I cannot
embrace the Roman Catholick Religion, which was, that I cver
conceivd it founded upon a double falfe fuppofition, of its
tieing both Catholick, and Iufaltible,” I hallnow go on with
a more particular Account of my iavincibleaverfion from the
Faith of the Church of Rome, though at the fame time, I pro-

fefs noneagainft the Members thereof,

I am then upon another account quite out of conceipt

with the Church of Rome : her Tranfubffantiation I could ne-

ver believe, and if I did, I fhonld foon doubt of the con-

felled Fundamentals of the Chriftian Religion: for I con-

ceive not how a confidering man can heartily believe Tranfub-"
Bantiavion, and not doubt of all our chief Myfterics, which

Itake to be the very exiftency of Chrift in the World, -
his paffion, bis Death, his Refurrettion, and Afcenfion, ¢z,

and all thofe wonderful Works he did during his ftay upon

Earth, in order to confirm Mankind in the belief of his be-

ing God as wellas Man: now what proof have we of thofe

primary Articles, but the conftant Teftimony of all' Mens

thofe that we are allured were eye-witnefles to all thofe -
things, which if no body had feen, no body now would be-
lieve ! but if the eye may be deceiv'd in the contemplation °
of its proper object, when no condition neceflary for its ope-

fore-mentioned truths ? for though I fee the Bread in the Eu-
charift,though 1 both touch and taft Bread,though I bothtafte -
and fee Wine, with all the reft of Mankind, yetif lturna -
Romanist, I muft believe what is fo evidently contradicted by
my fenfes, and confefs my felf miftaken, “How then thalil -

_con+

tion, but what is clearly determined by a General Coun--

Senfes, and muft we not believe *em’ upon ‘the Authority of -

ration is wanting, what certitude have we of any of the
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convince my felf, or any other, that there was fuch a Man as
Chrift, thatever hie arofe from the Dead, that he ‘afcended

.into Heaven, becaufe I have no other evidence for all this,but

that of wySenfes ; which,impofing upon me in one cafe, I
mean in the Myftery of Tranfubffantiation, 1 know not why
they may not deceive mc in any other 3 and fo, if I belicve

Tranfubftantiation, 1 find my fel€ forced from the belief of

Chriftianity icfclfy as being founded vpon things we know
no otherways to be certainly true than by the tellimony
of the Senfes : Thus Chrift himfclf, who knew better than
any other how to fettle a floating or doubting mind, ufed
no other proof to convince St. Thomas , than what was
fourdcd upon the evidence of fence, Touch and fecl, faid he,
for a Spirit bt neather flfls wor banes 5 which, fuppofing the
teuth of Tranfubftantiation, was a very inconfequential way
of arguing : for had St.Thomas believed the Tranfubflantiation,
ke bad anfwer'd our Saviour, fince he was foaptto doubt,
that as in the confecrated Bread, after the pronounciation of
the words, This is my Body, he faw, touch'd, and tafted Bread,
where yet there was no fuch thing, but another fubftance ;
fo though heboth felt, andtouch’d his Body, hisBones, ard
his Elch perhaps, under thefe appearances, there lay hid
fomce other fubftance, as that of & Spirit, and not that of
cither Flelhor Bones, as under the appearances of Bread you
mult conceive no real Bread, but the fame Body and Blood
of Chrift, which is now at the fame time in Heaven,

Since then neitker St. Thosnas, fo very apt to objet againtt - -

whatcver he was not certain of, made this obvious Obje-
(tion, nor Chrift gave him any account why he fhould not
believe his Senfes in all other cafes as well as in this, I do
firmlty believe Tranfubflantiation to have been plantedin the
Vorld, as the Tares fpoken of in the Gofpel, while men
were aflecp, and in the night of ignorance and fuperftition,
Lty fays the Remamdt, youbclieve thie Trinity, why thendo
you not believe the Myllery of Tranfebflamiation ? ' Fis a
Ezxd cafe, that becaufe | balieve the Toaniry, foexprefly deli-
vered tous in Saipture, Tmaft likewife believe Tvanfubffan-
tiony and thet there is ro Bread in a confecrated Wafer,
againfl tlic conftant teflimony of all mens fenfes, and though

the
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the Scripture be wholly filent about the matter ; yea, 1 am
very certain, that the underftanding Romanifts rely not upon
Scriptore in this cafe, but meerly upon the Authority of
their Church: they do 1 know raifc fome duft with thefe
words of our Savieur, Thisis mﬁ Body : but what then? do
they imply the deftruttion of the Bread? no fure, no more
than thefe, Tam atrue Vine I am a Lyon of the Tribe of Yu-
dah 5 The Rock was Chrift, &c, do fignifie the deftruttion of
the {ubftance of Chrift. " S

I fhall not infift upon this Subject, becaule it has Beén fo
often_handled by others, efpecially by Dr. Tiflerfony in his
unanfwerable Difcourfe againft Tranfubftamiation: 1 mufk
only add, thatwhatever is Faid in Scriptute, about theeating
of the Body, and. the drinking of the Blood of Chrift, ough
to be: underftood in a fpiritdal fence, and that wi do-allthis
by Falth ; for the Body and Blood of Chirift being the Food
of our Souls, we cannot feed upon them otherways than by
Faith, and by Faith alone as oppofite to Sence, becaule we
receive .not Chrift by any of our Senfes, fitiée we canfot
perceive him by any of "em. . The reception then bf Chrlg,
the eating of his Body, and drinking of his Bload; figiife
nothing more, but that as our Bodies are fed and refrefh'd
by Bread and Wine, foare our Soulsy after a fhititual man-
ner, according to their own nature, réfrefh’d and frengthned
by thofe Divine Graces, which as we may call the Ethanations
or Productions of Chrift’s Body and ‘Blood; fo we' muay fuy,
they are the Body and Blood of Chrilt; s wé fometimes fay,
thisisghe Suny the Sun is in this Roem, undérftanding only by
this Expreflion, hisBeams and Influences.

Ffhall conclude with a word ortwo, conceralng the filence
of all Antiquity about .tiiis Matter, whatever-the Ramanifis
may boaft to the contrary., 'What Fathérsof the Primitive
Church do affert with our Adverfaries; ‘thst the fubftance of
Bread and Wine is deftroyed in the Eucharift ? do they'not
call the Elements Bread.and Wine after Confecration? and
aflire us of their remaining fo. ftill after it? ¥ fhalt fn-.
ftance but in fome few Paflagesin o?der to make good what I

May,

D Ter-
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Tertallian in his ficflt Book againft Marcion, cap, 14. -
vipg, that Chrifl made ufe _ogthc Creaturc’s, al;dh:eilt){lgr
rejefted Water, Oyl, Milk, nor Honey, he adds, neither
fitd be rvejelt Bread, b‘y which be reprefeuts bis own Body, And
1’13 lléc ?hirc} Book agamit A leveion, cap. 19, Christ calls Bread
his Body, that from thence you may underftand
Suareof his Bu/ tothe Brcad}.l' 4 fhand that be gave the

St. Yerome 1n his Commentary on St, Mar . 26.
thefc obfervable words: Afury:be Typical P’:}chi ;fa [l’:c}f
filled, Chrift tock Bread, that comiforts the bearts of meny and
went to the Sacrament of the Pafcha, that, s Melchiledec s the
Sigure bad done, afferting Breadand Wine, fohe might alforepre-
Jent the vruh of his Body and Bloed. In all which Paflages the
Sacramcental Elements are called Bread and Wine, and the fi-
gure or reprefentation of Chrift’s Body and Blood,

St. Chryfoftom fays Epift. ad Cafar. The Bread is thought
worehy to be called the Body of our Lord : And on thefe words
the Flefh lufteth against the Spirit, among the improper excep':
tions of Fleth, he fays, Comment. in Epift. ad Galatas
cap. §. The Scriptures ufe to call the Myfteries by the name of
g;ﬂk_} 'a_nd Jometimes the whole Chitrch, faying: flie ssthe Body of

Theoderet tothe fame purpofe, in his firlt Dia )
I_ie who m/@d bis Natural Bad_f Corny and Bread, ‘l’(,)f :le oﬁc’leZ;
bimfelf aVine, likewife hongured thefe vifible Symbols with the
names of Body and Blood : for things arc often called in Scrip-
ture thatlwhlch’th? fignific, as the feven Kine were fevenTears,
gyedSe:d is the Word of God 3 that is, fignifieth the Word o;'

od.

Pope Gelafius, in his Book of the Two Natures o i

fays, The Sacrament of the Body and Blood-of Christ ;frsl;rgtl
wvine Thing, for which reafon we'become partakers of the Divine
Nature, and yes the Subflance and Natuve of Bread and Wine
daF.r not Cfnﬁ tobe : Andadds a little after that, their Nature
f3ill vemains in its ovwn property, as there vemaing one entive Chrift :
shefe things of which be is compounded remaining, to wit, hit Two
Natures remaining in their Properties,

And

’
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And St. Chryfoftorm o difputing againtt the Apolinarifts,
Epiftol, ad Cefar. Monach, confounding by a kind of, con-
fubftantiation the Two Natures of Chrift, argues. from this
Sacrament to illuftrate that Myftery: - :

As before the Bread is fantified, we call it Bread, but when the
Divine Grace bas fantbified ity by the means of the Priedl, it is
freed from the name of Bready and is thought worthy of the name
of the Lords Body, though the Nature of the Brea remnainsin ity
and it is not faidy that there are Two Bodies, but One Body of
the Sony fothe Divine Nature being joind to the Body, both thefe
make one Son, and one Perfon.

Theodoret again, in his ficlt Dialogue, difputing againft a
Heretick denying to Chrifta True Body, fays,among other
things, that, though to the purpofe I omit for brevety’s fake,
ke who calied his Natural Body Corsiy and_Bread, does Likewife
howour the Vifible Symbols with the name of bis Body and Blood,
not changing the Nature, but adding Grace to Nature, And ha-
ving forcd the Heretick to confefs, that the Bread and
Wine were the Symbols and Types of Chriit’s Body and
Blaod, hence he draws this conclufion, thar Christ had a
Trne Body. . :

Theodaret in his fecond Dialogue againft the Eutychians
who believed Chrift's Body to have been fwallowed up by its
Union to the Divine Natute, reprefenteth to us the Heretick
arguing thus: : ) i :

s the Symbolsof the Body and Blood of ony, Lovd were one thing
before the Pricftly Invocation, and after that were changed, and
are different fromwhat they were, fo the Body of our Lord, after
the Affamption, was changed into the Divine Subftance : but he
immediately anfwers, that he was catched in the Net he
laid for others: for the Myftical Symbols, afier the [antifica-
tiony donot depart From their own natuve, for they continiein their
former fubftance, figure, and formy and are both vifible and palpable
as they were before,

*Tis eafic for any impartial man, confidering thefe fore-
going Paffages, and the Fathers way of arguing againft the
Apollinarifts, and the Eutychians, who denicd Chrift to have
had a True Body, thiat they were perfwaded that the Sub-
ftance of Bread and Winc vemain’d after Confecration, fince

D2 hence
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hence they proved, that the Humane Nature in Chrift was
not fwallowed up after its Aflumption, buc remain’d after
the Union, as the Subftance of Bread remains in itsown Na-
ture after its Confecration: for had they belicved Chrifl’s
Body to be under the Accidents of Bread in the Eucharift,
by vertue of the Words of Confecration, how ealie wasit
for them to prove the reality of Chrift’s Body after its Union
to the Divine Nature, by faying he could not but have a
Truc Body, fince it was in the Sacrament under the appea-
rances of Bread and Wine: which Argument they never
made ufe of , but, on the contrary, proved always the re-
maining of the Humane Nature after its Aflumption, by the
remainipng of the Subftance of Bread after the Prieftly Con-
fecration.

From all this it appears, that the Fathers are on ovr fide,
unlefs you’ll have "em to argue like mad-men, after this man-
ner: The Appearances, or (s yous fpeak ) the Accidents of Bread
and Wine remain il after the Confecrationy therefore the Sub-

france of the Eumane Nature vemain’d in Chrif¥ after its Union

to the Divinity. For had the Fathers believed Tranfisbfantian
tion, had not the Eutychians retorted the Argument, The As-
cidents of Bread and Wine remainwithous the Subftance after Can-
Jecration, therefore she Propertics of the Fumane Nature remain
in Chrifb after its Affumption, without the Subftance of its Hu-
manjty # But if we fuppofe the Fathers believed, thatthe
Subftance of Bread remain'd after it was confecrated, we
fhall find they hada great advantage from hence, toilluftrate
the Myltery of the Incarnation, by arguing thus, as they of-
tendid, as the Blefling of the Bread did not deftroy its fub-
ftance, fo the Union of the Humanity in Chrift, to the Di-
vinity, was not at all deftructive to its Nature : though after
all this, no man, not byalled by real Prejudices, can doubt of
the Doétrincof the Fathers.

Ifhall add one Refle¢tion more for a farther illuftration
of the Matter,

The Fews,and the Gentiles efpeciatly,infulted over the Chri-
ttians, for belicving inconceivable Myfteries, as for inftance,
the Trinity, and more particularly the Incarnation 3 upon the
accoent of which, as St, Paud him(elf intimates fomewhf\re,.

they
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they were reputed Fools, and derided every where by the
Gentiles. Now what if the Chriftians of thofe Primitive
Times had belicv’d and profefs'd, that a little piecc of Bread,
after fome few words pronounc’d over it, ceas'd to beBread,
and was no more whatit had been, though it kept ftillall the
outward appearances of the fame beiny, as colour, figure,
fhape and tafte, ¢

With what fcorn, with what difdain, and defervedly too,
had they not look'd upon them,and as Men not in their right
wits, who denied what they faw and felt, with all Mankind,
to be what they really faw, felt, and tafted too? The Gen-
tiles, who negle€ted no occafion of infulting over the poor
Chriftians in thofe early times of the Church, had never flipt
this which gave them fo confiderable advantage over them 3
and their filence upon the whole matter, is to me a demon-
ftration,that no fuch thing was ever belicved by the Chriftians
of the Primitive Church.

>Tis a very weak Evafion of moft Roman Catholicks, to fay,
that Tranfubftantiation not being oppofed in the Primitive
Church, was therefore generally believed then, becaufe by
the fame way of arguing one may prove, that every new -
broach’d Opinion was held generally by all Mankind from .

the very firft Age of the World, upon this account, that no -

body contradi¢ted it. Which is as unreafonable as if one would :
argue thus ; None of the Ancients,either Philofophersor Phy-

fictans, ever oppofed the Circulation of the Blood, therefore :
this Hypothelis was taught and embrac’d by all the ancient .
Phyficians, which no Man of fenfe will think a legal Conclu- -

fion. .

Yhe reafon then why Tranfubftantion was not appos'd in -

the Primitive Church, could be no other but becaufe this
Doctrine was not as yet broach’d, and in'being in thofe Days.
No wonder then, if what no body had fo much as dream’t of}
could not be debated and oppofed 5 yea, fince 'tis granted,.
that in the firft feven hundred years of the Church it was not

contraditted, we muft needs conclude that in all that time -

*twas not heavd of: Fou is it conformable to common fenfe
or_reafon, to think, that none would fand in oppolition to
a Dottrine, that (to fay nothing of its contradiftion to the

cleaveft
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ishighly probable, lince the Scripture tells us nothing rela-

cleareft evidence of fenfe) drew a long with it fo ftrange con-
fequerces as this docs s fuch 1take to be the being of a Body,
shough by Divine Power, in move places at oncey or without sts
iyl dsmenfions, andevery cvumb of a Wafer, the poffibility of
its being produced at the fume time in feveral places, it ftill yet
vemaining the fume body, the attual feparation of the accidents,
fuch as Tafte, Colonr, Smcll, Figure frem all fubftance in which
they fubfift, the inconveniencies that every one may fancy to bim-
Jelf iircafe Chrift's Bodycome into owrs, or be catenby Vermin, its
being corvupted, digefted, 8ic. ’

I know, the eating of HumanFlefh, and Thyeffian Suppers,
were reproach’d to the firlt Chriftians upon the account of
the Gurastick, who called themfelves Chriftians, but this rela-
ted not at all to the Sacrament of the Euchar:§t, as 'tis evi-
dent by the Fathers Anfwer to that Charge, with a flat
denial of the Matter of Fat, without offering any Explica-
tion relating tothe Facharift 5 which is a clear demonftration
they thought not this charge grounded -on the Doctrine of
the Eucharsst,

I am then fatisfied, that Tranfubftantiation being fo ab-
furd both inits felf and its confequences, could not but be
oppofed fo foon as ‘twas openly profefs'd : And indoed, from
the fecond Council of NVice (as every onc knows) to the
fourth Gouncil of Latran, it mct with great oppolition from
the learned'lt Doltors of the Latine Church.  And fince that
time it occalioned in cvery Age the withdrawing of great
Kingdoms, and valt numbers of People from the Communion
of thie Church of Rome,and 1 think it may be fufficient ground
for me not to joyn with it now. .

But there is as yet another thing, which I fancy you would
not expedt, that hinders me from being your Convert 3 which
is the Novelty of the Roman Catholick Religion, whatfocver
may be your boafts and pretences to Antiquity. For fure
I am, the Church of Rome is no more now what it was of old,
than the City of Reme now in being, is the fame which was
known to the Wotld in Augnfins his time by the fame Name,
1 know indced, you give us a large Catalogue of your Popes
from St. Perer's time, to this very day : But befides that, it

ting
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ting to this matter, that St. Peter was ncither Bifhop of Reme,
nor ever at Rome, youcan pretend tono peculiar Prerogative
upon this account, which feveral Chriftian Churches may not
lay as good a claim too as you cando. The Fewifh Chriftian
Church and the Greek were before Yours, yea, the latcer
can prove her Antiquities by a continued Succeflion of Bithops

down from the Apoltles, to our times. The like maybe

eafily made out by the Abyffins and Maronites of late; partly
reconcild to the Church of Rome: Yea, England itfelf recci-
ved niot the Chriftian Faith from the Church of Rome, as fome
of your Fricnds inconfiderately boaft of, fince *cis certain that
Anguftin the Monk found the Chriftian Religion already cfta-

blifhed in England, when he firft came into this Ifland. Bug .

what we ought to lay the greateft ftrefs upon, is, the Anti-
quity of Doétrine, whichbeing the very Soul and Life of Re-
ligion, ischicfly to.be regarded in this debate. 1 deny not
but that the Name of Roman Cpatholick is of an older date than
that of Proteftant 3 but new. Names being often impofed on
very flight occalions, we are only to take notice of the thing

i_tfelf, not of the Name, which may not be-at all fimes the
ame.

Let us firlt then confider the: neceffary Articles -of ‘the- -

Proteftant Church, by which I mean fuch as are to be Believed,'

if known, under pain of Damnation, for thefe only- make

up the Eflential part of Religion. 1Ifipd then, that whatever
the Proteftants Believe now, isthe the fame that was Taught-
by Chrift and his Apoftles, and Believed by the Primitive
Chriftians, the ftandard of their Belief being no other but
the Apoftolick Creed, and the Scripture,-as Interpreted by
the Chriftians of the Primitive Church. 'Whatever then was
an Article of Divine Faith in thofe days, is ftill fo to the Pro-
teftants of our times, and nothing elfe, fich I reckon to be:
the Incarnation, the Trinity, the Paflion and Refurreétion-
of Chrifts and in one word, whatever is contained evidently
in Scripture, or-may be by a neceflary confequence deduc’d’

from it; and all this being of thefamedate with the ficft and- :

cleareft days of the Church, we muft of neceffity confefs, that-

that the Proteffant Faith is the old Faith, and no new Contri- -

vance of the firft Reformers, as the lefs underftanding for:e
0|
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of Romanifts feem to believe, when they ask us where our
Religion was before Lurher and Caluin 2 W hich Queftion is
cafily Anfwerd by this obvious diftinction, that if by our
Religion, they meant the primary and fundamental Articles
of Chriftianifm, taught by Chrift, and held by his Apoftles
and the Primitive Church, it was before Lutber and Calvin,
all thefe things being believed before Luther and Calvin by
the Primitive Chriftians : But if by our Religion, they under-
ftand that diftiné Body of Men, who have feparated from
the Errvors of the Church of Reme ? the Queltion comcs to
nothing, as implying only whether they were fcparated and
reformed before the days of Luther and Calvin, which no
Protestant affirms.  But now on the other hand, if welook
narrowly into the Church of Rome, and confider it asa diftinct
Body from other Chriftian Churches, we fhall eafily difcover
it to be compounded of meer Novelties, whether we have
regard to its Dottrine, or toits Rites and Ceremouies, or
way of Worlhip: For thofe additional Articles of Tranfub-
ftantiation, Invocation of Saints, Image-Worfhip, Purga~
tory, Gre. were certainly unknown to the firft three Centu-
ries, as has been fufficiently made out by Proteftant Writers,
or at leaft, which makes as well for my purpofe, they were
not then Articles of Divinc Faith, and to be Believed under
pain of Damnation ; but now they are neceffary and eflential
parts of a Roman Carholick Faith, who becaufe of the Decifions
of fome of the latter Géneral Councils, muft believe, againft
the cleareft evidence of fenfe, the deftruction of Bread ina
confecrated Wafer, as likewife of Wine after its confecra-
tion by a Prielt, the lawfulnefs of Image-Worthip, and of the
Invocation of the Saints, the being of Purgatory, or of a
third Place, where the Soulsare to be punilh’d before they
cnter into Heaven: Al this I fay, and whatever is determined
by a General Council, he muft believe with the fame firmnefs
he believes the Exiltency of God, the Divinity of Chrift, the
Trinity, and all the other primary Articles of the Chriftian
Religion; and this Tam fure was never done by the Chriftians
of the Primitive times,

*Tis
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*Tis clear then, that the additional Dottrine of the Church
of Rome is a new Contrivance of the later Ages, fince now
"tis made neceflary ' for Catholicks to believe, and was not
then : For to fay 'twas believed.implicitly, befides that this
is the greateft picce of non-fenfe imaginable, becaufe it in-
plicth, that a man belicyeth he knows not what, it makes
not againft what 1 was faying, For what was believed then
(to make ufe of this nonfenfical Expreflion) implicitly, is. now
to be believed explicitly, under pain of Eternal Pamnation ,

which is ftill 3 Novelty, and a {trange one too, if duly. ex- -

amined, - . ,

The being of an Infallible Vifible Judge wasunknown to the
pureft times of Chriltianity.For had the firft Chriftians belie-
ved any fuch,without doubt shey had appeald o him toput a
ftop to the growth of Errots: and Herefies that in ghol very
days difturb’d the Church: But fince they never made any
fuch Appeal, we have gdod reafon to fay , the Primitive
Chriftians never acknowledged any fuch Judge. b

I thould willingly leasn from: the Rawmay Catlylichsy if the
“Pope had the fame Power of old, hehas now? Washe fook'd
upon by the three firft Centuries, asthe fole Vicar of Chrift

‘upon Earth? One need but turn over the Ecclefiaftical Hi-
ftory, to know how, and by what policy he came by degrees

‘to the prefent pitch he now is in; though in the firft days of

the Chugch, the Bithopof Rome was under the Command of
"Temporal Princes, nolefs than other Subjeély ave: |

As to the Pradiices and Rites of the Clrch of Rome, they
are but late Inventions, and moft part, pointblanck contrary
to thofe 'of the Primitive Church.” The denying of the Cup
tothe Laity,is a convineing Inftance of this; it was inftituted
for all indifferently, Drink yo albofthis, and was for. the {pace
-of thivtéen Ages and miore granted to thic People, as well as
to the Priefts; butby anorderof a Rewsifh Council, notwith-
ftanding Chrift’s exprefs Command to the contrary, this Pri-
mitive Cuftome was laid afidg upon the flighteft and moft

frlvoleas grounds intaginable, which wpan na ogeafion, how .

plaufiblie'foever, was 1o be:changed,as being fo'folemnly infti-
toted bythe Founder of the Chriftian Religion,Chrift himfelf.
The Publick Service in: an lénknown‘ Tongud, wl:s_ the

: : nown
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known pratice of the Church: For fixc bundred years (faith not
Origen?) the Grecians in their Prayers ufe the Greek, and the
Romans she Latine Tongne 5 and fo cvery one, according to hss
Langnage, prayeth wito Gody and praifcth him as be is able, )

And yet this Ancient and Apoftolick Cuftom is abolifh'd
by the Romifh Clergy, asif they had received a greater Power
from Chrift, than the Apoftles themfelves, whofc Power
was only fer Edification, but not for Dflvuttion, as St. Paud
tells us, 2 Cor. 10. 8. and proves convincingly throughout
a whole Chapter, that the performing of Publick Service,
and efpecially Praying inan Unknown Tongue, is quite con-
trary to Edification. _ . .

The Tnvocation of Saints was not in ufe in the three firlt
Centuries, which, befides the filence of all Records upon this
Matter, may be made out from hence, that the bleffed Virgin
began to be Prayed to, only in the Fourth Century, as1 could
fhew : now 'tis more than probable, that fhe being the holieft
among Women, was the firft of all honoured this way, un-
lefs we fuppofe, againft common fence and reafon, thatthe
primitive Chriftians, during the three firlt Centurics, di-
re@ted their Prayers to the other inferior Saints, without
ever having recourfe to the more powerful Mediation of the
bleffed Virgin. .

3Tis well known, that Ymage-Worfhip was never the Pra-
fticeof the Primitive Chriftians, who could fearce allow of
the Art of Painting, fo zealous they were of the breach of
the Second Commandment, whichthey‘g_enerally thought to
reach thus far. They were it feems of opinion,that God being
a Spirit,was to be adored inSpirit and Truth, and not under
any corporal fhape, as they might eafily gather from the fe-
vere puniment of the Jfraclites, for adoring the golden Calf,
whom they knew to be nothing clle but a meer reprefentation
of God, fince they themfelves had furnifh’d the Matter this
dull 1dol was made of.

Neither-can it be made appear, that Prayer for the Dead,
the Foundation of Purgatory, was pr.a&ns’d in the Primitive
times, after the manner ’tis now ufed in the Church of Rome :
for what is faid in the Second Book of the Macodbees, to this
purpofe, is of no moment, becaufe this pretended Scnptux:;
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is not Canonical, and was not reccived as fuch by the Jews,
As to what relates to fuch Practices, as are the naturalcon-
fequences of Tvanfubflantiation, they were unknown to the
Primitive Chriftians, becaufe Tranfibffantiation itfelf was a
thing unheard of among them: they knew not what the
Mafi was, if we take it with all thofe pompous Ceremonies
that go along with it ; we canfhew how itgotintothis fhape,
by the additions from time to time of feveral Popes: and do

not moft men know the firlt and late Birth of the Adoration’

and Elcvation of the Hoit, of Proceffions, and the Dotrine of
Concomitants,and of all the other Ritesand Ceremonies lately
fprang up fromthe belicf of Tranfubfantiation : 'tis nodoubt,
upon the account of this ftrange Doltrine, that the Eucharilt
is not adminiftred now as 'twas in the Primitive times.

When "twas put. into the hands of the Receiver, given to
Children, trulted,to Boys, or Common Perlons, to be car-
ried to the Dying, when the Remains werc eatenup, and in

fome places burnt, inother places confumed by Children, or -

by the Clergy, or made ufe of in Cataplafims: to which we
may add the mixing of the confecrated Chalice with Ink to
fign the Excommunication of Hereticks, which would now
pafs for a great Sacrilege, becaufe of the Dodkrine of Tran-
fubftantiation, that was not heldthen: But thofe are not
the only Reafons, though fufficient enough, had Ino other,
why I canvot fubmit to the Church of Rome. I would fain
then go upon fure Grounds if ['could, efpecially in Matters

* regarding the Eternal Welfare of my Soul s Now, if I turna

Roman Catholick, and in cafe Baptifm be neceflary to Salva-
tion, as the Church of Rome teacheth, I (hall alwaysbeafloat,
and uncertain whether I be baptized, or not 3 becaule the

" Council of Trew allows of no valid Baptifm, without fome

foregoing intention of the Prieft : but if the Prieft or Mi-
nifter had either a contrary intention, or theough forgetful-
nefs not atall 3 for Iconceive nothing of thisto beimpoflible.
I am at a’lofs whether I be in a ftate of Salvation, or not,
asall thofe Priefts may juftly queftion, according to their
own Principles, who were Confecrated by a late Frengh Bi-
fhop, fince he ingenuoufly declared in the Wordsof a Dying
Map, that he never ingended the Srd'mation of any of ehgfe
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that he had confecrated Priefts: for the intention of the BI®
fhop is thought as necglfary to the valid Confecration of a
Pricft, as to the being of -a real and valid Baptifin: 1-fhould
Jikewife, upon the fame grounds, doubt of the Being of a
truc Pope, of true General Councils, if their Members mufk
be Priefts and Bifhops, becaufe if theynever be Confecrated,
(which I can never becertain of ) they have no Commiffion,
{ays the Romanift, to decide Matters of Faich.

May not I be allowed to add in this place, that fhould I go
over to the Church of Rome, § would have rcafon to que-
ftion, If therewere any fuch Book in the World as the Bible,
yea, or any thing elfe? For I can give no furer proof of the
being of things that fall within the fphere of my Senfes, than
my very Senfes themfelves: yet I am told, that my Eyes do
deceive me in the Eucharift, and what: I fee there, is not
really Bread, though Ibothfeel, fee, and tafte it, and findit
likewife a good fubftantial Nourithment for my Body : now
my Head turns round, and I am ready to fancy the whole
World to be but a meer appearance, without either fo-

lidity or fobftance; yea, 1 fhall perhaps run myfelf into .

greater extreams, and take all Chrift's Miracles to be but
meer deceptions of the fight, becanfe they cannot be proved
otherwife than by the teftimony of the Senfes, which could
be no cogent Argument toa zealous Romaniff, as 1 would then
pretend to be.

There is yet another thing, in cafe of my Converfion, I
fhould extreamly ftumble at, which is this, That I could not
believe the Churchof Reme to be Infallible, upon the account
of her own Authority ; for fhe allowirg no other Infallible
Judge but herfelf, I muft believe her Infallible, becaufe fhe
tells me, fhe cannot Err, though without giving meany good
veafon for it : And this I could not eafily confent to, as loving
to adt rationally in every thing, efpecially in Matters of the
Higheft Concern.

Tam yet frightned from the Roman Catholick, Religion vpon
another account, which you will be fomewhat concern'd to
hear, but that I cannot help ; I muft tell you freely my mind,
fince you have defired me to be ingenuous with you:

I was
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I was always Loyal to the Royal Family, and with the
Grace of God ever fhall be, yot if I'embrace the Roman Ca-
tholick Religion heartily, and with allits Tenents, | know not
but that 1 may begin to waver® in this main Point of my
Duty, by acknowledging another Power upon Earth above
that of my own Prince, which I look upon as adlfppﬁuqn
at leaft, if nota full ftep towards an unnatural Rebellion, in
cafe thefe two Autherities fhould clafh together, and I were
to take party for either. . .

1 prert)endynot heverthelefs to fay, that a Roman Catinlic,
cannot be a good Subject, God forbid I hould think fo; buc
1 know fomuch of their Religion, that Lmay fafely ventute
to fay, they owe their Loyalty to their Generous Temper
and Good Nature, rather than to the Principles of the Reli-
gion they profefs. To be free with you then, were Ia Ro-
man Catholick s 1 could not, 1 fancy, have the fame refpect for
my Prince, that 1 now have; for ['would be oblig'd to zc-
kinowledge the Pope above him, but i firitualibus only, .
youllfay: what then? heis rather more his fuperiour, than -
lefs, by this very reftriction: for asthe Spiritis nobler than
the Body, and the Spiritual Power of a higher order than
that which regards only Temporal Concerns, and fince the
Spirit gives Life and Motion to the Body, whoever is Malter
of the Spiritual, has likewifea great influenceupon the Tem-
poral: So I have reafon to fear, fhould Ionce believe and
grant the Pope's Superiority over Princes in Spiritual Mat-
ters, that Ifhould likewife fancy hehad at leaft an indiredt .
Power over their Temporal Conceinisy yeay | would of courle -
acknowledge a .Depofing Power in the Pope, in cafe my
Prince embrac'd -what you call Herefie : for could I then re-
ject the Council of Lateran, affertingit? Whetheritbean .
Article of Divine Faith among you, or not, 1 fhall not en-
quire in this place 3 but fure Tam, 'tisa Dogtrine allowed of
by your Church, and was neyer yet cenfured 9;:1443»':, where
many lefs dangerous Opinions have been condemn'd.

Tam then quite out of conceit with your Religion, fince I
cannot embraceit, without endangering my Loyalty, in c,a[_'e .
I'mind to live up to the pitch of its real Principles: but’tis
all one to me, fo long as [ remain a Proteflant, what Rellg;:;\ ;

.
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my Prince is of, though I could wifh he were of the fame |
profefs, becaufe his Authority over me, and my indifpen-
fable Obligation to fubmit to him, do not depend upon his
Opinion or Religion, bul upon his Birth-right ; . yet have
we not reafon to doubt, if the zealous fort of Roman Catha.
licks would not think it lawful to take Arms againft thejr
Prince, turied a Heretick, fince the French League, againft
Henry the Fourth, was upon this veryacconnt flyl'd Holy;
and had I not been particularly acquainted with the Principle;
of the Church of Reme, I'hiad never conceived how it cante
to pafs, that fuch great numbers of lcarned,and well-meaning
“Men too, could be guilty of fuch a horrible wickednefs, a5
that was, and forget themfelves fo far as to pretend Ho]i;lefs
inan open Rebellion againft their lawful Prince: This con~

firms me more and more, thougha Council of Zateran had

ot declared the Matter, in the Opinion [ was always of, that
by the very Principles of your Church, there is fome allow-

-ance for Subjects in this cafe.

I'am then more fatisfied with the Loyalty of a Prore
efpecially of the Church of -England, wl¥o agknow]cdget{l}: tnl;’a
Prince to be Supreme Governor over all his Subjeéts, and
Sovereign Judge in all Cafes , than with that of a Romgan
Catholick, who leems to fer Limits to his Power, by fuch Re-
ftrictions as neither Reafon nor Scripture can warrant.

Thus, Sir, 1 have done with the promifed Account of
fome of thofe Prejndices, (as'you was pleas’d to call them) that
have kept me hitherto in the Purity of the Chriftian Faith:
if you think Rill they are not folid Reafons, but meer préjue
dicate Opinions, and ill-grounded Fancies, it will become
you to make good the Charge, and free yourfelf from the
Sufpicion I may juftly entertain of your being guilty of that
very Crime you fo confidently, and with more Zeal than
Knowledge reproach to others,

Your wevy Humble

Servant,

F I N I 8,
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