[13

_ A | ( |
CmJTICALIHSTORY
Of the TEX'T of the

New Teftament,

Wherein is. eltablifh’d

The Truth of thofe A ¢ T s on which
CurrstraniTy is founded.

PART LI

Craprer L

The Verity of the New Teftament defended in general
againft the ancient Heyeticks, Refletions upon the
\  Principle made ufe_of by the Fathers to éflablifl the

1

Authority of rbcﬁ‘ ‘Boaks. . -

Efus Chrift having profefs'd that he came not into the World Matev.12.
‘to'deftroy the Old Law, buerather to accomplifh it, it feem- ™
ed not to him neceffary to publifh his Do&rine in Writing.
He was content to prove his Miffion by his Miracles, and
- to fupport his Reformiation upon the Books of the Old Teftament
which were _received by all the Jews, to.whom the Meflias had
been promiféd. So that we do ncg'*ﬁnd him'to have given ordec
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-or by their Diftiples, from thofe which had been forged
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to his Difoiples to putany thing into Wri_riﬁg, He only commands
them to Preach his Gofpelto allthe Nations of the Earth; Go ye,
{ays he 1o them, inre all the world, and preach the Gofpel. The
Books of th2 New Teltament tcolk dizic Oviginal from this preach-
mg. This it was that caufed Terewliian to fay, (a) Thar the
Agoftles, to whom Jefus Chrift had given this Command to pro-
muige the Gofpel, were the Authors therenf. Upon the whole
matcer, the Gofpels had not been pur in Wiiting bur ar che re-
quelt of thafé Peaple who were wiliing to preferve the memory
of that which the Apoftles had preached to them. S, Paid com-
poled the greater part of his Epiftles for the Inftruction of
Churches which were already evected.  Thar Hiftory which we
call the Adts of the £peftles was publithed to no ocher end bur to
fhew ro the Faithful the Progrels of the Chriftian Rehgion upon
s firfk advance no the Woild s and the Chriltians not having
ar that dme any State [eparace from chae of the Jews, and being

prefent and affiting at all cheie Ceremonies in the Temple and

m ths Synagogus, they had no Perlons appointed to record any
ching of importance which pal’d among them.  And chis 15 the
reafon thaowe find not here, as in the Old Teftament, any pub-
bick Wiirers who had the Charge of colieéting the Acts of their
State.  This, during the Primiave umes of Chriftianity, gave a
pretence o {everal Heretickd ro doubt of the truth of thofe Apo-
1tolical Books which to them feem'd to want fomz publick Ac-
teftation.  S. Jgmatius, in one of his Epiftles, complains, (4) Thac
he undesftoed there were fome men who {aid they could not be-
tieve the Gofpel, excepr they conld find it written in the * Archives.
The holy Martyr anfwers thens, That it was written, thae tha
Death and Refurredon of J=fus Chrift, and a Faith in him, were
inftead of the moft authentuck Archives. It was then difficu!r to
ditinguifa the Books which had been compoled by the A pofties,

Ey falfe
Apoitles or by {ome Sedtaries. Lvery one-bore in its frone either
the Name of the Apoftles in general, or of fome {ingle one of
their number :- and fince there were no publick Archives, to

~which recourfe might be had for the deciding and clearing -of

mawers of this nature, the Hereticks took occafion. from thence’

i

(a) Confiitismus in prims Evangelicum inflrumentum Hfa_ﬁofa: autores
habere, quibus boe snumus’ Evange!si promulgands ab $pfo Domino fit impofitum.” -
Tcrtul) l. 4. adviMaré&on. c. 2. . ’ " o - .

(b) "Hueon Trdy Asgoyrur, In <r uh & vois Qpoelors Tuper, 4 78 Conypanty .
wmsde. Igoat Ep, ad Yhilad, e T s
_ . > . ' s to.
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to publifh a great number of falfe Acs; of which hardly any
thing 1s. left to Pofterity except the Tutles of them and a2 few
Fragments, N ' '
Thele Se&aries boafted that they taught the Do&rine of tha
Apottles, or at leaft of theiwr Diftiples.  Bafilides, who was one
of thz moft ancient Hereticks, avouched thar he had for his M.i-
{ter, (¢) Glaucias, one of St, Peter’s Laterpreters,  Valentin af-
firmed with th= fame boldnefs, that he had been inftru@ed in
Religion by Theodad, (d ) whe was one of St. Paul’s familiar Ac-
guartance.  But whereas chey did not agree amongft themfelves,
and on the contrary the Doctine of the Apoftles was perfeétly
umtorm in the Churches that they had planted; the Fathers made
ufe of this Uniformity of Do&rine to confirm and eftablifh che
eruth of thic Apoftolical Writings,  Clemens Alexandrin antwers
‘Bafilides and Falentin, that chere was buc one true ancieimChurch,
that was before all Herehies.  From thence he brings an unque-
{tionable proof of the falfity of che Dodrine of thefe Se&aries, _
who durft be fo bold as to give the Name of * the Doftrine of the * siaza-
" Apaftles to they own Inventions: he reprefents to them, that i *™
(e ) the Doffrie of the Apaftles were one, as well as their Tradition,
‘The Primirive Chriftians argued againft the Hereticks of chofe
tims;, from Tradition, and from the Conformity of that Belief
that was manifeft in all the Churches founded by the Apoftles;as
may be feen at large in the Works of St. Trenens, Tertullian, Epi-
phaniuz, and St. Auguftin, and in a word, of all the Fathers that
have defended the Writings of the Apoftles againft the Hereticks, -
Whenfoever any Se@ary oppofed the declared Gofpel, they L
mediately convinced him of the forgery of thofe Ads that he
produccc{’ By the trus ones that were kept in the Apoltolical
Churches, and were inftead of Archives. (f) If any one, faich
St. Epipbanius, fhould go abeut to countertert che Ediéts or Ordi-
nances ef Emperors,” the Cheat would be {oon laid-open,. by pro-
ducing che true Cdpics taken from the Arebives ot the Court;. .
In like manner, adds he, falle Gofpels compofed by Herericks
may be detecred ; their fpurioufnels may bz ealily dilcovzred, by

(¢} Thauniar my TIeTs épulwia. Apud Clem. Alex: Iib 7. Strom,

(d) Trabequ@ Mavae, Apud Clem. Alex. ibid. - L e a
(e} Mia & mivruww ypws S amosthor docp Ndumaria, Vs 3 68 Spd-
Dag Clem. Alex. ibid. . oo
1 f) YOms fadvpyionsd nyves Ramnng aessifuale, S B dysdlor 18 drai-
fezoa Cespeesibe nTpadqubvms Eh0rTa NSy Ses TOV d0coray” ¥ 4y WY T, Ba~
aAEE Bi%t, TuTist e dylay 7% O xadnaid Gespeedidior 7 Suay) oy SAR s
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* oroducing the true Gofpels, that are kept in the Churches as e
were in Archives. ,

This manner of defending the Truth of the Apoftolical Wii-
tings againft the ancient Se@taries, hath proved fo effectually
convincing, thac the Gmofficks were obliged to fupport their No-
veltics, to fly to I know not whae fecrec Tradition chat was
known to none buc chemfelves, They were fo infolent as o
prefer themfelves before the Apolties and Difeiples of Jefts Chrift,
accufing them as not having preached the Purity of the Gofpel

“with fincerity, becaufe,. fay they, they have retained many Ce-
remonies of the ofd Law. "They thought by this means, that they
might be able with Authority to reform the Writings of the Apo-
ftles. (g) There s no way (faich St Irewens) of convincing chis
fort of People, neicher by the Teftimony of the Scriptures ge-
nerally received in the Churches planted by the Apotles, nor
by authéntick Traditions, becaufe chey imagine themfelves to be
above all this. They were perfiaded, that they alone were in

. polleflion of the truth of Religion that contained hidden My-

Ben, ikid. (Yeries: Se indubitaté & incontaminasé & fincer? abfeanditum  [iire

iy feriuns. - And {ince they had joined Philofophy sith Chrifti-

anity, they intended alfo to accommodate the one to the other.

They argued on matters of fa&t after a pure meraphyfical man-

ner; and being filled with an infinice number of Prejudices and

Notions taken from the Principles of their Philofophy, they re-

formed the Dodtrine of the Apoftles, and even that of Jefus Chift

on this foundation, under pretence of bringing Religion o a

greater Perfection, They pretended that the Apofties had preach-

¢d the Golpzl before they had a perfed knowledge of the Truth,

and that therefore they were at liberty to correct themi: Anre

pradicaverunt, quam perfeitam haberent cognitionem. This was thac

which caufed them to take the ambitious Title of Learned and

Knowing Men, or Gnofficks, as if none but they were endued

wich the true knowledge of Religion. They vainly boafted alfo .
Zren.ibid. that they had reformed the Apoltles: Gloriantes emendatores. feeffe

Apoftolorum. S, Irenzas fharply reproves their rathnefs in bragging
that they had made perfe@ that which was grofs and obfeure in.
the Gol’y l“publifhcdgy the Apoftles. L

It hatﬁe been neceffacy to make all thele Reflections on the. an-

(8) Cim autem ad eam sterum traditionem que eft ab Apoflolie, gus per
ﬁtcazﬁﬁom; Presbyssrorum sn Ecclefiss cuftoditur, provecamus evs,. adverfansur
~eradieions dicentes, f& non folim, Preshyreris, fed etiam Apoftolis exifientes fipm
y g:r:’or’e.rﬁucn-am' snvensffe veriiasem s Apoflolos autem, admifesiife ea que funs .
rgalia Salvaverss verbiz. Tren, lib. 3. advcr{us‘ Hzr. ¢ 2, . o

' cleat.
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“cient Sect of the Gnofficks, becaufe they have applyed themfelves
more tharmr any others in thofe primitve times of the Chriftian
- Religion, to the obtruding of falfe Aés under the Names of- the
Apoltles, or other fpecious Titles. Thefe are a fort of Philofo-
phers that ought not to pafs but for half Chiriftians, who have al-
tered the Traditions that the Difciples of Jefus Chrift had left co
the Churches. And therefore no regard ought to be had to all the
Books that they have produced under what Name {oever, fince
they have profefled that they underftand Religion better chan the
Apoltles themlelves, and (4) have been {o bold as two pubftth'
new Golpels, to which they have given the Title of  The Gofpel
of Truth, altho thefe Gofpels do not agree with chofe of the Apo-
ftles. This aloné 1s {ufficient to make it appear, tharthe Gofpels
of the Gmofficks were falfe A&s, that cannot be oppofed to the
Apoftolical Writings that have been acknowledged by the primi:
tive Churches. S o
Ic.were an eafie matter ro anf{wer Celfis by this fame Princiﬁlc;
who heretdfore objected.co the Chriftians, that theychanged their
Golpel every day, adding’theréto, dand diminithing whae chey
thonghe fit, ‘that they mighe be able by this meass co'retraét that
which they had formerly alledged. ~Ofigen judicion{ly an{wers
this Philofopher,.who was-a ‘great’ Enémy o the Chnftian Re-
ligion, that he- unhappily contonridéd> the' dncient’ Se&aries with
the true Faithful.+ He protefts; "that he' knows noc in the leaft,
thatthe Golpel hath been corripted by others chan’ the Gnofficks or
Marcion (i ) This is not a -Crime (faithhe) that ought to be
imputed to the Gofpel, but to them. that have dared to corrupt ic.
He brings an Example of the Sophifters, whofe falle Do&rine
cannot bearttributed to true Philofophy. ( £)-Ic iSshe {ame thing
( faith rI?grc:ac Man) with refpeét to the Seés thar have intro-
duced Novelties into the Doétrine of- Jefus Chrift} which cannor
be charged on twrue Chrftianity, " Itis certain, that in all timeg;
and in all places there hath been a perfe& Conformicy benween:
the different Copies'of thefe Books ; thé Diverfities-that are found

(h}) Exiftentes extra omnem timorern flaas confiriptiongs praferentes plura ba-
bere gloriantur quam fine spfa Evangelia. 8¢ qusdesn in tancum procefferune au-
dacizy uti quod ab hiz ( Apoftolis Jg non olim conferiptum eft versratis Evange-
bum titulent, 1 nibilo convensens Apoftolorum Evangeliis, use nec Evangelyion
guidem fi¢ apud ¢os’ fine blafphemia, Iren.adv. Her. 1ib. 3: ¢ 110,

(i) Tem 5 aedbuor % 73 Aiye Bhiv Symanpa; < maunadilay fadig.-

' yﬁn}:{-@e- é}}:yﬁzdag. Orig. lib. 2 gontr_achll- . L i

k)Y Ovlwg k.73 2AnI0® i usravious Vyxanus 37 wildrgpgdorns ey [iAe..
’thie&ﬂf by Sweniyorne mh. Runipkn . s 'Ined didnoxerlay’ Orls:;x?id-'f"
T - : _ .« therem
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therein, and fhall be remarked in the Sequel of this Work, arc
not of {o great moment, as that we may fay wih Ce/fas, that
the Chrithians have changed rheic Gofpels, o theend thar they
might fuic chem o ther own opinions.  This cannot be under- -
ftood but of the ancient Hereticks, who having no certain
Riles for their Belief, reformed them according to their capri.
cious humor. This is that for which the Oithodox Chriftians

I2dfib 15, hereeofore cenflired the Theedofians, who comg:ted the Sacred
H:LE:C, Books under a pretence of correéting them ; and whereas {everal
¢.28 among chem had taken this liberey, all cheir Copies differed one
from ancther: there were of them under the Names of 4fi/e-
piadesy Theodsfins, Hermophilus and Apolloniys, that did notin the -
feaft agree together. _ ‘ o
I will (ay nothing here concerning the Golpel of the Aarcio-
wites whereof Origen makes mention, becaufe 1defign to treat of
it in another place: I fhall onlg_l add, that if we compare the
Golpels and the other Books of the New Teftamenc with the
Liturgies that we have under the Names of (everal Apoftles, to
whomn the moft pait of the Eafltern Chriftians do actribute chens,
< we fhall be convinced that the Gofpels are truly of the Apoftles.
‘For all the Churches have preferved them in their ancient Puricy ;
whereas every particular Nation hath added to their Licurgies,
i and hathraken rﬁciibcrty_oﬁcn torevife them. The refpeét that
' hath been always had to the Writings of the New Teltament,
without inferting any confiderable Additions therein, is an evi-
dent_proof, that all- People have looked upon them as Divine
Books, which it is not lawful for any to alter. On the contrary
they have been perfuaded; that the Liturgies, altho they bear the
Names of the Apeftles, orof fome Difciples of Jefus Chrift, were
not originally written by them to- whom they were autributed. And
therefore it hath been left free to the Churches to add to them, or
to diminith from them, according as occafion :requires. L
- The Principles that have been'maintained above in difcourfing
of the Gmoicks, may.fcrve to confute the Mamichears, who like-
wife acknowledge nething Divinein the Scriptures buc that which
pleafed them, or rather was agreeable to their Fancies. -This
canfed'S. Aufin to fay, addrefling himfelf to Fauffas, who was
onecof the chief of ‘this Party, (/) Tou are then the Rule of Trush, -
whatfsever 15 againff jou i mor true. He clearly’ demonftrares to
them, thac they were only upheld with falle prejudices, when they

eyt

(1) T o3 ergo regula .1;;15:':4?5;.-_-1;@&:1'{:;!_1{ -Contra trf-ﬂcﬁ:‘ v eft Seram,
. AugLb nrg cont. Faulteezy - w0 LT e e L DS
Tt o PR rejected

mhe e

P
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rejeded the Writings of the Apoftles againft the Auchority of alf
the Churches of the World, and at the fame timz received the
Apociyphal Books that had no Authority. If any one { continues
this Facher ) fhould oppofe you, and thould make ufe of your
awn words, that thac which you alledge on your behalf is falley
and on the contrary that which is againft you strue, (ms) what
would you do? How couid you defend the truch of chofe A&s
that you produce ? How could you prove their Annquity, not
having any Witnefles in Tradion Tyy whote Teflimony they
mightbe confirmed ? From whence he concludes (» ) that itis ab-
folutely neceflary on this occafion to have recour(e ro the Authority
~ of dliofe Churches that were eftablifhed ever fince the primitive

times of the Chriftian Religion,and tothe confent of Nations thae
havereceived the Books of the New Teftament from the Apoftles.

~ 1ic obferves further, and moreclofe to the purpofe; that if ic
were only difputed concerning the variety of Copies, fince they
are but few 1 number, 1t would be fifficient to confult the Co-
ptes of different Countries 5 and if they did not agres in this point,.
the greater number fhould be preferred before the leffer, or the.
more ancient before the Jaters Plares paucioribus, ant wvetuffiores
recentioribus preferrentur.  But the Manicheans, who judged notof”
the Truch of thefs Books but with relation to their own Ideas, re-
fufed to fubmut to this Authoricy; they confulted only their reafon:
in matters of Fa&, wherein all Deference ought: to be given to:
Authority s therefore when any paffage was urged to them thac:,
thwarted' their Opinjon, they boldly affirmed that that part had.
been corrupred, or that the Book wherein it wastound had been:
compoféd by -fome- Impoftor'under the name of the Apoftles. .
Fauffus, for example, who avouched, that after having diligently
perufed the-Books 'of Mofes,” e could not find therein any Pro--
‘phecy that had any regard o Jefus Chrift, takes chis method inan-
{wering the Texwof the Nc'w-Téﬁam‘ent.-' ‘Where expre(s men-
tion 15 made of thefe Prophécies, Jefus Chrilt fzith 1n fpeaking

of himfelf; Mofes-bath wrote of me; Fanfius anfwers @ this, that jon, 4.0

after a fertons ekaminationof this paflage; (o) his reafon-obligedye..
A . eSS . V- EEIRY TR 7 . . D e

.

- (m) Quidages? Quo te converres? Quam Kibri §-te prolass criginem, quam . /.
Ue:(uﬂimﬂ;;;q:}gam _ﬁ%m@ fucee(fiopis reftem citabig ? Aug.ibid. "o /

(n) Vides in bac ve quid Ecclefie Catholice walear aufloritss, qne ab itfis
Fundatiffimis fedsbus Apoflolorum ufgue ad bodiernumn dieni Juccedéntium ﬁbl/mm ‘
“Epifesparum ferie £ ot populovum confenfione frmarnr. Aug.ibid. "

(o) Ratione cogebar sn alternm ¢ duobus, us aus fg{ﬁ;'m_ prosunciarem ¢d-
picubumn boc ,. dut...mendaces: Fefon; s fed 14 quiders elicnam - piprapis erat
Dewm exifiimare mentitum,. ;. Rethins vgo vifiont off feriptovibus adfrjbere fab:
firatem, quam veritasss aulloritats mendacium, -Appd-ABg. hb',-' i6; contra

Fauft. c.2. . . . - s _himaf-

A
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hin to conclude, either tharit wag falfg, “or that Jefus Chrift had’
ot {poken che truch and fince ic would be no lefs than impious
Blafphemy to fav that God could lie; 1t' would be more acfvifc-
able to actribuce the falfification ro the Writers them{elves. When
it was démanded of this Feretick why he did not receivethe Old
Law. and the Praphets whom Jefus Chrift himfelf hath authorifed
snthe ' Neéw Teltament, by his words, I ams not comse to deftroy the
Law or the Peophets, but to fulfil them: he obje&ed aganft the
Teltimony of S. Maribew, becaufs he 1s the only Evangelift thac
hach related this. It is fappofed (faich he ) chat this Difcourfe
was delivered in the Sermon that Jefus Chrift made on the Moun-
tain. In the mean time S. Fobs (p) who .was there prefent
fpeaks not a word thereof; and yet they would have S. aartbew,
who {aw nothing, tomention it, He pretends that this hathbeen
wrote by {ome other perfon, and notby S. Marrbew,

~After this manner the Mamicheans who facrificed all to their
Reafon, and almoft nothing to Authority, entirely deftroyedthe
Books of the Néw Teftament, receiving them no farther than
they were conformable to their Prejudices: they had formed to
themfelves a certain Idea- of Chniftianity, after which they regu-

Jaced che Writings of the Apoftles. - They would have it ¢thacall

Ardduz,
133, cont.
Fauftc3.

that which could not be adjufted to this Idea had been inferted

in their Books by later Writers who were half Fews : Fauffus faich,
Multaenim 3 maforsbus vefpris eloquiis Domini naftri inferta verba
funt, qua nomine fignaia ipfing. cum.fide non congruant § prafertim
guid, ut fain (epe probatum’ d nobis eft; nec abipfo bec [unt, nec ab
ejus Apoftalis feripea ;. fed multa poft eorum aflumptionem @ mefeio aui-
bus, & spfis inter [¢ non concordantibus Semi-Fudeis, per famas opi-
wionefque compersa funt, &c.. ., . . .0 o0 T

- But S. Auguftin reprefents to, them- in- ¢his very fame paflage,
that one niuft renounce common fenfe to argue :after this man-
ner on matters of ‘Fad, towhich itmhaginary realons ought not to
beoppofed. . (4. ) We cannot becertain ( f';ith' he) of any Book,
i once we call in queftion thofe - Works that the Church that is
extended throughout the whole. World receives with a common
confent; and if on'the contrary we authorife as Apoftolical Books

- p) Teftss idosiens 'r_.:cér,' !&g@:’;ui“aé?;{n’ r}i;‘ng}.i ?. sa’m:w ‘ Apu_d.-_ Aug. cont.

JFautt bb. 1701,

(q) De quolibro certum erie cujus fir, fi licere qkas','dpqﬁoferyr;: dicit & re-

“we Ecclefia ab ipfis Apsfiolis propagata, €3 pe omnes gentes tamd eminentia

declarata, utvion- Apoftolarsemy fint sncereum oft 5°€3 boo - eric cereum fevipfiffe A=

. pofolor quod buic Bcclefie: consrarii baretics proferims < AuSoriam fuorum noms-

7ibui appellati longé poft* Apoftolis’ exifrentiumi’ Aug.ibid, = m -
. - ’: - - "—_ -vl'_'- ..". 8 TLoLa o Lt _'\‘.'”"'-.'__ o St t
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that difputé therewith, and:that cafry  the name of Whiters who

have lived a longtime after the Apoftles. He charges them () wich:
making Fables ‘and Apocryphal Works to pals for Apoftolical Wri-

tings : and hefhewsat the fameé time the Fall'ﬁy of thele A&s, becaufe
they have not any teltimony of the Doétors of the Church thae
were then living.. He urgeth Fasffas to prove whathe hath alledged;

by Baoks that are Canonical, and generally. received. in' all the
Churches: Non ex quibufcunque literis, fed Ecclefiafficis, Canomicis,Ca- Aug. [13,
tholics. This-Holy Do&or-calls this way of arguing of the Mani- zdv.Fay.
cheans folly, infaniams ¢& demensiams, who not being able to accom- <. 9
modate the Writings of® tha' Apoftles to'the.Idea that they had form-

ed to- thémfelves of the Chrithan Religion, or under colaur of cer-

tain contradictions in the. Scriptures, which they could not refolve

() would needs have it-believed chatthefe Books were compolfed

after the” Apoftles themielves by uncertain Authors, who had made

bold to borrow the Names of thefe Apoftles o gain Credic and Au-
thority ta cheie Works,.” "2 %7 v 0 T 0

. Ta convince them the more eafily of their folly, he fers before
their eyes the Books (‘¢2).of Hippocrates, Plato, Ariffotle, Varro and
Cicers, and of feveral other Writers, that are believed tobe the Au-
thors of thofe Works chat we have under their Names, - becaufe they
have been attributed to them in the time wherein they lived, and
they have been always {o attiibuted fucceflively. from Age to-Age.
Now there 15 nothing more contrary.to reafon, than notto grant the
fame privilege tothe Chutch, and not to:acknowledge thatifie hath ...
faithfully “kept the Writings-of the Apoftles; whofe Do&nne fhe -
hath always preferved by the means of the'Succeffion of Bithops. -
.. -We have.enlarged alitrle on thefe Refle@ions of 'S, Auguftin, and
of the other, Fathérs that preceded him; beeziife they have mighaly e-
vinced the Truth of the:Booksiof . the New. Teftament, without ha-
ving recour{e td I :kno¥ nor what particalar Spiric, which & an:in.

3 F

() Leguns Scripturas apocryphas Manichei &_nefcio quibus fabularum fardrie
bus fub Apoftolorumn’ vomin: feripeaa, que - fuotum jcripterum tempaorsbus insu-
dorsratem- fanile Ecclefig recips xuererensur, fi fandls 83, dodli bominey quui tunc
i °bac wiea brims, €3 Cxwmiriare talia porerane, cos-vera locucos et copnafierens
AUgCOan&U&. hb_ 317‘--1C.7I9‘-_" ....‘L._, R ._.‘! DoET o
.. (8):Non & Chrsfts. “Pf@"fi fed " lomga poft tempote’ & qiisbnfdint ifgerti nominis
wirfs, qui-ve fibs non babgretur, fides. fersbeatsbus. Jie wefesrent, paxtim Apifiolo-
rum nomina, partim eorum qui Apoftolos fecuri viderentur, [iripeorum fuorum
fronsibus indideruns, affeverantes Jccundion eos [¢ feripfiffe que ferspferimi. Apud
Auvg.hb. 32.cont Fault: ez 1 - R
(L) Plasanis; ‘A{é{?ﬁ{g’i{’, Csceronii, Varronis, -aliarumque efufmd.i . ‘auterien
fibros, Gnde noveruns hemiines qudd ipforum fing, iifi scimporwen fitimes. fucoeden:

sinm conrifRatione_oneinud ¢, Augulticont, Fauft b33, ¢ 6 v il
oo _ : RN o o ) -vanten .
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vention of thefe lacer times. We cannotimagine any thing more
oppofite to good reafon, than thefe Words of the Confeflion of Faith
of thofe that formerly took the Name of the Reformed of the
coifef Churches of France : We acknaowledge shefe Books (1n fpeaking of the
At 4. whole Scriptures ). to ke Canonical, not fo much by the common agree-
ment and confent of the Churcl; as by the teftimony and imward perfua--
fien of the Holy Ghoff. The Fathers neverchelefs have always cosi-
futed the ancient Hereticks who refufed to acknowledge thele Books
as Canonical, &y the common agreemens. and confent of rhe Church, It
-would have been 2 pleafant way of realoning, if every one in thefe
primitive times of Chriftianity, would not have acknowledged for
divine Books, only thofe that his private Spirit fhould dictate to
him to- be fuch.  This hath appeared to_be fo great an extrava-
gance to thofe of that Perfuafion, who in the Low Countries are
called Remonffrants, that they look upon the Calvinifs that follow this
Principle, as People that have renounced common fenfe.  Simon
Epifcopius, who hath beenone of the Champions of this Party, after
having handled this queftion with a great deal of fubtiley, concludes
thatitis a veryill fort of argumentation, to admie befides the tefti-
mony of the Church, another inward teltimony of the Holy Ghoft,
to know whether certain Books have a divine Authority ftampt upon
them. Hin¢ pates (faich chis Proteftant ) ineptos effe eos,qui vel prater wel
citra teftimoniums Ecclefia requiri  aiunt insernum Spiritus Sanéli seftimo-
nium, a&d boc ut likros bos divinos effe; & authoritaterm divinam babere
Remonft. imeigamus; It is {ufficient according to the Remonftrants, thatwe
Confeff. o have there upon the teftiimony of (v ) the primitive Charch), that
I ‘é‘ /P cercainly knew that thele Books were written by the Apoftles, or ap-
ke proved by them, and that this teftimony 1s come down to us by a
conftant Tradition.. This: Spiric that is diffufed through' the whole
Church, ought withour doubt to be-preferred to a private Spirir; that
Grot. A- canonly ferve ro make a divifion therein. - This is what Greriws hath
’:;::::i' 7 judicioufly obferved : Spiritus slle privatus ( {aith chiy Critick ) Spiri-
Riv tus Ecclefie divifor. ) - _
It would be to no purpofe for the Calviniffs to obje& to the Remon-
Jrramts, that their Opinion is taken out of the Writings of Socinas 3
becaufe an evident truth ought not to be reje&ted, inder pretence
that it may befound in. the Books of Socinws; This Heretick hath
proved in hus Treatife Of rhe Ausbority of the. Holy Seriptyres, and'in

v} Ecckjia rimitiva que temporibus Apollolorum fuie, certs .:m:‘ r? Gifeere poe

eust, & :’ndu?:'f eziam ref.-livit b’&f:u 805 ab Apoftolis feriptos t%'.e, we. m'umﬂp-

| probasos, mobifque iftius rei feientiam quafi per “mmawus tradidity, s veluts depo-

. Jirom quoddam reliquire - Remonft, Confefl, cap. 1, de Saiptm8. -- -~ 7~

:another
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another Work intituled Sacred LeBurer, the 'Truth of the Sacred
Books, and principally of thofe of the New Teftament, by the very
fame reafons, and after the fame manner that S. Iremeus, Tersullian
and S. Augaftin have done. (x)-Let them read ( faith Socinus ) Secin. 1ib.
that which Eufebiss hath written on this matcer in his Eccle(taftical e Austor,
Hiftory, -and they will find therein a perpetual confent of all the Seripe fac.
Churchesof the World, fince thefe Bookswere writcen, to the time
of this Author.  He infifts very much in thefé two Treatifeson the
Teftimontes of the ancient Fathers. Will any one fay for this, that
this 15 a Socinian Method, becaufe Socinws hath made ufe of it after
the moft Learned Ecclefiaftical Writers? Would to God that'chis
Enemy of the Traditions of the Catholick Church had always fol-
- lowed ¢his Principle! he woild not have introduced {6 many Inno-
- vations intd Religion.  Neither can heavoid an Objection that may
be made even by thofe of his own Party, that according to his Prin-
ciples, he onghe neceffarily to acknowledge a Tradition after the fame
manner as 1t is maintained in the Church of Remre, - We cannoc
{ might they fay to him ) receive the Gofpel of S. Marrbew, and re-
& tgha: which hath been publifhed under the Name of S. Thomar,
without eftablithing Tradition at the fame time, becaufe ic is im
poflible to prove this byany Teftimony of the Scriptures. '

Socinus, To an{wer this Objection without departing from: his-
Principle, laysdown () a certain Medium between the Scriprures
and Tradition; which Medjum confifts,” according to his opinion,
in writtern Hiltories, in other Teltimonies and 1 Ratiocinations,
from whence it is proved without malang application'to any Autho-
rity of the Church, that the Golpel of S. Masthew contains the
crue Hiftory of Jefus Chnift, and that on the contrary, that which
carries the name of S, Thomas is a fuppofititions Book. "Epiftepius and

(%) Legantur eagque bac de re Eufebius [cribir pluribus in fozis Hifforis Ec-
clefiaftice, & invemserur ufque ad sliius Eufebii erarem, hoc eft per a5e. circiter
anncrum perpetuum (pasium, pofiquam [Cripta slia conferspes atque edira fueruns,
nunguam fusfle in Ecclefia qus dubitaree quin quaruor qua babemus Evangelia, li-
ber Altorum Aph{ia{;vmm, Epifiole omnes” que Pauli Apoflols effe dicuntur, praser
eam que ad Eebraos eft feripea, prior dpeftoli Petri, (G prima Foannis Apoftols,
bec, inquam, omnia abiis feripea fuiffens quibus astribuurmtur, Socin, fid. de Au-
&Gor. Seript. Sac. : - N ]

(v} Eft quiddammedium inter Scripewras &3 traditionemn, - basnd non quiddam
msag, fed multipiex quiddeom, feripee nimirum bifforse, aliaque teftimomis{dra-
tiones, ex quibus fqgmg":' &9 fis ue cordass bomines Matthes Evangelium prove- -
ra de FefuChrifto pifforiababeant, Thome nen haboant, nwld bic incercedense su- -
toritate Ecclefie 6 Spirieus que sl perpesus gubermecwr. Soo Epift. 4. ad Chri-
ftoph. Oftared. ~ *~ o e T e T
T C2 . Y the
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the other Remonmfirants do alld make ufe of this Anfwer, that they
may not be obliged to acknowledge the Traditions of the Church.
But this Medium which they fuppofe to be between the Scriptures
and Tradition, is a true Tradicion, which differs in nothing from
that which S. Ireness, Tertullian, Epiphanius, S. Auguftin and feveral
other Fathers have eftablifh=d, when they intended co convince the
ancient Hereticks of the Truth of the Apoftolical Books. Thele
Hiltories, and thalz other Ads whereof Socinus makes mention; are
taken from the Churches, or from Ecclefiaftical Wricers; and this 1s
that which compofeth Tradition. He ought to agree to it himfelf,
fince he avoucheth in his Treatife of the Authority of the Holy Scriptures,
that fince the times of the Apoftles to thole of Ewfebius, none have
doubted in the Church, that the Books. of the New Teftament
were not compofed by thofe, whole Names they bear. - For 1t is cer-
tain that many Heraticks that were oue of the Church, have not on-
Iy doubted chereof, buc have abfolutely rejeced them. Tharwhich
hath deceived Socinas and the other Seétaries, is a falfe notion thae
they have conceived of che Authority of the Church ;. theyimagine
that fhe Judges by her own ‘Authoricy only, and not upon_good
A&s and Records, that the Books that compofe the Old and New
Teftament are Divinc and Canonical. L

£ .

- Cuar. m ."'_"'.'._ ;

Concerning the Titles that are at the Head of the Gofpels
and other Books of the New Teftament :  Whether thefe
Titles were made bythe Authorsof thefe -Books,: or whe-

. ther they were fince added > R
N e N et i piauiy, o make I sppeat to vt

were thercunto prefixed by chofe who are the Authors of them-:

S. febn Chryfoffom afldres us exprefly of the contrary in one of hss -
o por Tes us expretly ontrary in one of. his
Homelies: (@) Mofes ( faith this Learned Bithop)hath not puc his

‘ f:) ywnu‘\&) TérT BilMa yedlag St 7 Broua 0 davl¥ niSensy, Edfei
941 Encipor, 7 wl’ exsiror ayt&lﬂu' AN’ v/ Malasior; €8 Tadrmc, & Mdpxas,
?rf"}??- 03 Maxdesws [Maiines merlasci 7 dmsoady awrs 1 srops cun¥ weer Snaty
Tis nmrm.l\n Sxdires ;;J,w-fgw':i-' Jf?:_aor, g ey LS bedlie ATy medy--

_ 'n? "W[j' Da naxs 18 pegupars iqiy.m?o, Xy & Shsonds aduan® M x &=
reixa b ma oriuales ayodving, Joann. Chryl Bom. 1.in Epitt. ad Rom, '
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