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READER,
Hough the difference betmween M. Dodwegf
(and Mr. Thorndike, and fuch others), anc.
thofe condemned by them, be very great, &
would 1ot bave it feem greater than #'7s. The
Jum of itis as followeth : St
L. M. DOdWellj:binkgtb {;ut there is no true Miniftry,
Church-Sacraments, nor Covenant-right to pardon and [dlva=
tion, but where there is a Miniftry delivering the .Sacm-
wments, who were ordained by Bifbiops (in bis fenfe of Bifbops),
who had their Ordination from other Bifhops, and they frons
;{;-’eﬂ, by an uninterrupted chain of fuccelfson fromthe Apo-

es.

We know , that by this DolFrine he condemneth, or nn=

- churcheth, not only the Reformed Churches, the Greeks and

other Baflerns, but the Church of Rome it felf, and lea-
'aetbb no certainty of the very being of any one Church on
earth, . : .
And we maintain, that the facred Scripture is the univer-
Jal Law of Chrift, inwhich ke bath defcribed and inflituted
the office and work_of the facred Miniftry , and appointed
theway of their continuance in the world, by neceffary Quali-
Jfication, EleFion, Confent, and ordinarily regular Ordina-

tion. That as Presbyters now lay on bands with the Bifbop,

Jofenior Paflors are the Ordainers, a5 the Colledg of Phy-
Jficians licenfe Phyficians, and the Convocation of Dolfors
anake Doctors ( and man. generateth man ). But.lto
avoid contention and divifion, the Churches bave ufed. o
make one of thefe Presbyters or Paftors a Prefident, and part-
by a Ruler in each Colledg and Church, and given him 2 Ne-

4 2 gative
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gative voice in Ordinations s againft which we flrive not
but maintain, 1. That bis confent is not [0 neceffary, asthap
#0 orie can be a true Presbyter that bath it not. As the Clergy
at Rome 7z Cyprian’s days long governed when they had no-
Bifhop 5 foif the Bifbop be dead, or refufe to ordaingorwould:
ordain unone bup Hereticks, or wncapable. men, or would 1y
rannize and impofemen not confented to, the Ordination i
2alid that 7 made without him. _Ard . Thatthe 1rue chief
Paftor of every partienlar formed.Church, #s a true Bifbop,
though Diocefans fhauld deny it. 3. And that even Ordi-

i Z:g‘m it felf is néce?_y but for Order. where it may be
SR T :

ad, azd not to the Peing of the Miniftry where it can-
not be had onlawful ferms, 7o more than Coronationto the.
King, or publickfolemnization to Marriage, 4. And we
are affured; fhat if lgegu'lar Ordination were interrupted by
death, herefie, refufal, neglect, e. g. at Antioch, Alexan-
dria, Coﬁﬁéntihbplé, Jerufalem, & Cb’ri/zf!xebd‘?‘tfer, or
Scripture-Law would prefently reftore it to perfors duly gua-
lified, chofen and. grdained by the fittest there that can' be
kad. 5, If thiswere not o -Cas multitudes of [chifnaticad
and unlapful. Popes Ordinations at Rome would beinvalid,
€. g. John 13. and 21. and 23. and Eugenius 47h depofed
“as.a Heretick by a General Conncil, &e.) Jo every z'{ﬁ/rpiifgl
Bifliop that pretenderh falfly, that he was himfelf lawfillyor-
dained,.would nyllifie Churches, Miniftry and Sacramenty.
of albordained by bim, . And mary have falfly pretended'to
Ordgeses &y, Lud thas if men mufs vefufe'the Guvbrntpent
a}qd\SuEm{;;‘g_éﬁ of all Bifbeps and Pre.r»bj{tgr;r ‘that "to not-
proze to theraRegular Ordinatigy uninterrupted for 16co.
years, alf the Miniflry on earth way be refufed : and none.
3o Jeding fhanlaivecgled Schimaticks. " never yesbeard,
@ faw a Biflop prege fiich a fucctlfion, nér Wer e 07t
that smeuld. iake fis Qars g ity that ke was'a vrie Biflop on
I;‘fﬁ_«x\w:‘ .,\1 ‘\“"4: ‘ > "A" TR0 e
o pidey »* s “r o : s II. 'Mrh_‘
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M Mr.Dodwell thirks that the Preslyters, yea and Bi-
Jhops, were not given by God. Pag. 60. Jaith ke, But where
do they find, that God ever gave Bifhops, Presbytersand

E Deacons? Wherenote, that itisof the Office in {pecie that. .
i e [peake. | :
il But we think_that God hath made or inflituted the Office
A - anditswork, And if be did wot, 1. Whe did ¢ If menwas

it Clerg-ymen or Lay-men2 If Lay-men,: was it ChriStians

or Infidels 2 And by what Authority 2 Do the children beges:

the fathers, and yer may not. Presbyters propagate their {pe-
~cles? If Clergy-men, who were they? If not Apostles, cr

Prophets, or. Fvangeliits, theymere. none. If thefe, then it

Jeems the Apostles did it not.as Bifbeps s foritis the makirg

of the fir(t Bithops that we guestion. And what the A\po_[il'ef

- did (not as Bifhops, but) as commilfiored A]_:oﬁle.c, Chrift

did by bis Spirit.  And they that. will do the like, mftﬂ ﬁ{zzjc

the like Office, Authority and Spirit. If God gave not Bi-

Jhops, becaufe the Apofiles made tken, then God gave ws ot
the Scripture, becanfe the Apofiles and Evangelifts wrote:
it '

BRI SRR S R Tt TR SRS
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Aud is not this the fameor worfe Dolirine tban,ti-mt which.
theltalian Fefuiis would bave had pafs at Trent, againft Gods w
making Bifbops or their Offices = R |
:  dnd if God gave not Bifhops or. Presbyters, they that re- e
| _jedk them, veject no gift or inftitution of God. § g |
’ .. And if men made thew, bow come they to be.eflential to g
'{ﬁe,,@burcb 2 Did not Chrift and his Spirit in the Apoftles,
inflitute {0 much as the Church-effentials 2 e g
And if men made Bifhops and Presbyters in {pecie, may. '
- not man unmnake them s : l
WL Mr. Dodwell maintaineth, that the power of ‘Prese

~ |
1 byters is to be seafured by the intention of the Ordainers who - s j
’§ giveit themy, and not by any Scripture-inflitution, charter ot i
defcription. g |
‘ 2 4 ; ‘ W&! i
o \ .
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"We maintainthe contrary, that God having inflitused and
deferibed the Office of Bifhops, Paflors, Presbyters,Gods Law
o - inScripture is'the Rule by whichthe o ce-power,and obliga-
| tiony and work in the effentials, muft be known. Othermwife,
V- n Itwonld be fuppofed, that God made not the office of Bi-

E - Joops or Presbyters 5 which is falfe. _
| 2. That Ordainers may make new Churches, Bifbops or

Presbyters in fpecie 5 yea, as many {pecies of them as they

Shall intend. ‘
3. That they may abrogate or change the anciens {pecies.

They may make one office only for preaching, arother only for
- praying, anotler only for Baptifm, another only for the Lords
’ Supper, and others for new work of their own.” The Papiﬂ.r
= “them[elves abhor this Doctrine.
| 4. Then 10 man can know the meafure of kis Authority,

#ot knowing the intentions of theOrdainers. ~ Perbaps three

or ten ordainikg Bifbeps may have three or ten feveral in-
‘tents. A

‘5. Then the Bifhop may put down Gody Worfhip or Sacra-
-ments, by limiting the Priefls power. :

6. It's contrary vo all Minifterial Invefbitures. The Tyve.
o fling MiniSter is not the Owner or the Donor, but delive.
f‘ - reth poffelfion of what the Owner and Donor contracted for,

or gave.  If the Archbifbop, Crowning the King, wonld in-
fringe his Prerogative, it's a Nullity, becanfe he is not the

Giver of it5 noris bis intention, but the Kingdom:s conflity-

tion, the meafure of it. If the Pricft wonld make the man

whom ke marrieth 1o a woman, no governour of her, it's a

Nullity : forit is not bis intent that makes the power.

7. If this were otherwife, 1 call and call again (but in
F vain) to Mr. Dodwell, ard all his party, to tell me, how
: tke Bifbops wndk Priefes of the Chaurchof England inthe days
of Henry ¢the 8th, and Edward the 6th, and Quecn Eliza-
beth canse to have power to put down the Mafs, to fetup the

! : Liturgy,
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, Lz‘turgz'e, 10 bake down Images , and 1o rejorsit 45 they did,
when it was certainly contrary o the intention of their Or-

dainers?

8. A{Id Jetting this poini together with the otber, (that
Ordination of Presbyters is mull) 1 ask them, (and ask d-

&ain, but all in vain; ) 1. Do not Biflops generate their

Species, and make Bifpops their equals 2 2. Who then can

g7ve bis Office to the Archhifhop, if he have no Superior in-

England, wunlefs his Inferiors give it , or you fly to a For-

reign Jurifdiction2 3. Whofe Intention is it that giveth

Power to the Pope , if he be greateft ¢ Or 1o the General

Council, if i be greateft 2 If there be none above thew, .

either God or Inferionrs give thews their power? 4. And

n{bat if thefe Inferiours that make Popes,Primates,or Coun--

‘_“15, by Intention would take dovn balf their power 2 Is
it then done 2 What [elf-comtradiction and confufion would

Jome men vather vun into, than grant Chrift #o be Chrift 2-

that is | the only Univerfal Head and Legiflator to tffe»
‘Church o Earth.

L V. dccordingly Mr. D. boldeth, that there is a fupreme
Authority in manover the Univerfal Church, from whofé-
. intention and. finfe itis not bawful for ws to appeal fo much
s to the Sacred Scripture, no nor to the Day of Judgment, .

];” L “8”}’ practice different from ther. - See his Reply, p. 80,
1,82, 83, 84, 83. ; :
Though we bold that-no unjnft Appeal fhorld fufpend the

‘authorifed Aitsiof a Governour, this Dolirine [eewmss o me -

‘to-be worfe than Antichriftian , and to put down ~God.

If God indeed be the Univer Jal Soveraign Lawgiver,and -
hefinal Fudgesif God be God,and nan beman and not above -
kim, to fay that wemuft not obey bim before man, and difobey -
‘#weasr that commands. what ke forbids, -or that we minft not-
-appeal from mans fubordinate Law to bis fupreme Law, nor-
Jrom wmans_judgment-to bis final judgment 5 and to fay, (Zf
S 7
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ke and Th orndike dothat to' do fo,and praitife acecerdingly,
3s inconfiflent with " 4ll Governirent, are thivgs that I had

-hoped my ears or eyes fhounld never bave fecn or heard delix

vered by a fober Chriftians  Papifts.moft commonly . abbor

it fave fome few Flatierers of the Pope.. If this be fo.,

a man_ ranft not only worfhip Images, fwear iosthe Pope ;-
and do all that Councils command 5 but alfo ‘curfe Chrilt if
the Turkith Rulers bid bim , blafpheme God .if Heathen

Rulers bid him, and condern all the Martyrs as Rebels

that did fubvert all Government, by pratifing contrary to

3t and appealing to God. Andthen man.muft be évery where

of the ulers Religion'; and do- whatever  wickednefs. be

commandeth , Dan. 1.and 3.6. and the Church for three

bundred years and more tell ws of other kind of Exanples.

-~ V. Mr. D. holdeth this Abfolt%t)e Deﬁ}ua;vec Power

0" be effentially neceffary o the Unity of the Catholick
‘Churcﬁ”:e”nﬁbicz 7 tk{ f}z;m of Thorndike’s Book,

- I'wonld not go further from them or the French, in the

point of Onity, than 1 needs muft. 1 [ball therefore tell yon

‘what 75 our judgment of it. , Sgts
1. We grant them, that Chrilt’s Church oz earth is one,
“and its Unity # part of its very effence (as the Onity of the
parts of a Houfe, Ship, &c.) R
3. We bold that this effential Onity confifteth in the O-
wion of all Chriftians with Chrilt, the only unifying Uni-
wverfal Head's and thas the Onity defcribed Ephef. 4. 4,5,6.
ufficéth to it, vin. ‘One Body (of Chrift ) orte Spitit, one
Hope (of Grace and Glory) one Lord , one Faith, one

* Baptifm, one God and Father, &c.. And that all this is

preferibed in the Gofpel, and every rue Chriftian hath all
3. ‘That al] muft endeavour 1o keep this Unity. in the
bond of peace, and tobe in every leffer matter of one mind, ,
as far asthey cam = And the Paftors of the Churcbes #o
i ? ‘ : beantifie

PSSP o




beantifie and flrengthen the Charch, by ot much concord s
they can well obtain, - T SRILINL- A
4. Bt that perfelt concord being the Fruit of perfonal per-

Jeltion, will never be bad on earth : And the differences of

the infirm that cannot be cnred, muft be tolerated in tender
Bror er Iy Love, And to perfecnte or defiroy Chriftians,
z?bo wnite in Chrilt and -the Efféntials '?f “Chrifltianity, /e-
Canfe they are not of one fize of knowledg , and differ in
leffer shings, #s the work of Satan the Enemy of Love, and
t ¢ great D?ﬁf’Ojer. A ¥ 5% : S :

§. We  believe thas Synods or Conncils are fo far good
and ufeful, as they are needfiul 1o the forefaid firength and
concord of the Churches : Bt that they are for Agree-
ment, and not for dired Regiment , & Archbifhop Ulher
wis wont to fay, Councils are not for Government of the
féve!‘ al Bithops by the Majority, but’ forConfpltqtmn :
and Coneodrd : ' And they that cannot-in all things ‘confent
20 them in Accidenbals,or leffer matiers,are not therefore cit
off from Chrift's Univer(al Church: But it'#s a fanlt
peevifbly and’ canfelefly to diffent and. be fingular, a breach
of ghtiﬂfs‘ge’neml Law, of doing onr work_ as wench as we
¢an in Love and Concord. 5 Ak andle

Pluinly, Reader, do you know the di ffarence between the
Senate of R ome or Venice, and the Affembly at Nimmegen,
Ratisbone, or Frankford ? ‘The faid Senateis una peré’)na
Politi¢s, thongh plurés naturales, andhath the Supreme
Government by Vote inLegiflation and Fudgment. s, and it
:ﬂ'szel/ioh‘ there to difown their Power ;' and' @ Crime not
0obey T ST W) AR ; S .

"4t Nimiegen, Ratisbone, ¢ye. many Princes or their
Agents meet” for Peace and Chriftian Concord.” It 'is a fin
Jor any'of thens Vo be canfelefly againft any Vote that is ufes
Tulto thofe ends. But no one of themnor the major Vote,is

Spdes . b Gover-




~not:. Mr. Thorndike is againft Death and Ban
For my part, the two greateft things that have alienated me

Gowernour-of the reft 5 nor is any one o be difpoffeft of bis

ominion, that feeth reafon to diffent.

This is plain truth Though Dr. Sherlock find fanls
‘with the Learned and

/ ‘ or afferting:
i in bis Treatife againft the Papacy. e

diciows Dr. Barrow

And. it being mot Regiment byt Corrord that is the end

of Synods (as over Bifbops) there is o more nfe than
bilityof an. Univerfal Coumcil

offe-

But the necelfity and aptitude of Councils

! for firengthuing,
concord, muft meafure their extent., ' :

What Mr.D’s opinion is o
nifliment, which he would have #fed 1o bis ends,

ifbment,

fromPopery ares 1. That it cherifteth-Ignorance, and I ans

Jure that is the [oil of all wickednefs 5-God, Chrift, she
Spirit and Scripture, are Light 5.and Satan is.the

hating and defbroying: the. most koly perfons who differ,

deome-them: To thefe my Soul is. unreconciluble. L hate
cruelty 1o Papifts. or Infidels, much.more to 8oAly faithful,

perfons, that-do burt to none.

And I think I bave convinced Mi.Dodwell bz’mj&lf;}baz '
Lam notinclined for the avoiding of Popery, to rum into -

Ry contrary _Extre(ae- 5 nor to imitate . thew that 1gnae-
rantly call- Truth

&ny trutb vf Gpd.:: Wk

0. comply with the Cenfr

s or one Univerfal Colledge s,.

of the degree of corporal pu- -
L known -

Prince -
of Darknefs. 2. That. it liveth like the Leech on-blood,’

».or harmlefs things, Antichriftian op -
Popith. The zame of Popery, doth not . affright me, frone .
P at I bave written in many Boo 3

Slpecialy in, the la]t part of my Catholick Theology, aud.-
ﬁat acfgﬁzre: Lhave fuffered for i1, (whick never #;a%wtfd\w@{?
Jrrers) L thank; prove ity again -

a7d. again profefs, That if the Papifts, or fich a5 L now deal
@ith . mould. but prove, that God ever zeade; or allowed.-
Juch: & Chusch as. the plead for. in.the wor Wy, that s am:

Oniver~




“Univerful Church, confivured wrumyied by anyome Fiddd

or. Supreme Goverring pirt ( Mosarehivabor: Ariffocroticdl

-»Wzdeerhfiﬁ, the Difpute whether it be Pope, or Council,
-or Cardinals, oy Colledge of Bithops in all the world, fhall

70t Finder e from a chearful -and jﬂ)fﬁd declaring iy felf
a Papilt withous partidlii)z,fﬁnr or fhame, in the fonfe that

ke word Papitt hath (i) Jignified wirks fuch s [eomvdfe

with.,

Thefe things I have taken the boldnefs to-ask, fome of the
greatefl) that on the fore mentioned terms approprikte the
#2ame of the Church'of,.England o their8et or Party,and
L could get #no. anﬁverﬁ‘am.tbem , viz. Whether they took
the Councils of Confiance and Bafil for Papilts ? And
Whether they now take the Bithops and Church of

France for Papifts > Aud whether they took Gerfon, Cu‘ .

/ J

fanus; Caffinder, Erafinus for Papifts, or #ot?
Yy 3> 2 ¥ 5 8 b
.2« If yea, What is the difference between the faldb?ab
Pifts Church-Form and Government, and that whic

+ #hefe call the' Church Catholick, ##d Difpute for?

3. ] not, Then is not the Controverfie de nomgﬂes Wﬁe-
‘ther tb‘ef French Bifhops and Church; fand' the ﬁ'dc‘ml‘l"
<ils ‘being of the fame Form and Religion W“gtt -
Church: of Englend., (as calléd by thefe men’) o8ght _:;’
be called Papifts, or not >  And for that - Jhall firive
With none : ot every man call them as-be_feeth canfes or
#f e will, 4 they will call themfelves. -Let_them be ,Pg.'
Pilts 7% France, and Proteftants in England 5 { contend
708 for names. Byt T wonder not at thefe Church-mten, ’f
they unchurch the French Proteftants, and condemn their
Miniftry and Sacraments as nones, How elfe could their
‘;Perfecution be jufbified 2

And, O thay they wonld tell s, what Churches they be
hat they live in communion with 2 Whether the F rench,

Spanifh, Italian, Greeks, Neftorians, Jacobites, Copties,

- ba - Abiffines,

— iR
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‘Abaflines, be it their Communion, ormos 2 If yea, Whe-
ther the Reformed Churches be not- as worthy of their conss
wnnion ¢ If not, whether the Church of England be ol
the Catholick Church iz their accoyns 2"

" Othat. we conld long more Jor God's righteows final Fudg-
ment, (o which we appeal, though Mr. Dodwell be againft

it) and for. the world of perfed. Light, and Love, and
Ugion! ; S

‘ ; Date&Septemb- 2; ] 68.[‘\‘(appointéd a Publle Faft.

!

\ . for the burning of London. )
it
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- gle Church, and the nature of Schifth, e,
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Bramhall, Bifhop Gunning, Dr. Saywell, A4r. Thorndike, Ar.
Dodwell,22r.Sherlocke and the French Papifis, p. 193+ Some
notes on Dr, Saywell’s Communion, P. 198. More on Dr, Sher-
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