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&d for the Samaritans , tlmt[ t:j ~73z;ght recesve tbe'fiél Gho

' If;&; 8. }f and they laid hands on them, and they receyz’md thf;
v oly Ghoft, w. 17. but not that they gave the Holy Ghoft, though
y the laying on of their hands, and their prayers, he was given

as he was on them without, A¢. 2. ;
3. And in Matrimony it’ confefled, that the Prieft is not the

Owner and Donor of the Husbands power, but a Minifterial In-

velter.

4. And in the Eucharift, even they that think the bread is
made C}od, ‘take not the Pricft as the efficient caufe, buta dif-
-pofing inftrument 3 nor that he giverh God to the Receiver, ‘as
the Owner, or Donor, but delivereth him as a Minifter.

.5+ The fame is true of Penance, Extreme Un&ion, and-there-

“fore muft be o alfo in Ordination. : .

If the King fend a thoufand Commiffions to Captains, ‘Judg-
es, Juftices, e#c, the Mcflenger is not the Owner , or Donor
of them all; nor may make any alteration of them : yea, if
"he intruft the Chancellor to name all the Juftices, he doth fhere-
‘by but determine of the perfon that thall receive the Co‘m_mnﬂion,
but altereth nothing of the Office, noris the-Donor of it. Al
‘this is plain to-us, but not to Mr. Dadwell.

9:30. Saithhe, p. 30. Are not many abtual praffices grounded
‘on circumftances ? o Are not many of thofe circum|tances obnoxions
20 great mutability ¢ Are not ordinary Governours the competent
Fudges of their attual change ?

- Anf. 1. And did not Chrift promife his Spirit to his Apoftles,
for the performance of their Commiffions? And were not thofe
‘Commiffiens to gather, and fettle his Churches, and teach thent
a_" that he commanded them? And did not Chrift by that Spi~
it make Paflors and Teachers, asis before proved ? And did not
‘the Apoftles faithfully perform their truft? S
2. And doth he not fee, that by this he alfo fubverteth his
foundation of Prelatical power #lfo, as having no better infti-

‘tution than the Priefthood ? And then who are thofe Governours’

they 'thcir__‘jugdﬁ\gypqwer'? A
3. And it were a kindnefs, if he would tell us what change

of the Church that he talks of, that muftjudg? And how prove

it is that the Diocefans may make in the Priefly Office and work,

and tell us the bounds of their power , if it have any ? And
= G 2 - ‘whe-
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whether they may put down the Preaching part, the Praying "
part, the Sacraments, or which of them ? ‘And whether this bé -
the power that hath put out the Sacramental Cup, and made 2

;hg-changfsﬁthat are made in the Church. ' To tell us of thefe
ardinary. Governouts changing-pawer, is a hard-word to-us, that
took Chrifts Laws, delivered by his Spirit, to be perfecty and

unchangeable 5, However, fome circumftances areﬁchanged,"—WhiCh

were noted to be but occafional. ,

- §:-3%. To return his Confequence, [p. 40, Simce 4 3¢ certuin,
that the power: of O:daining ethers, was nor given to, mor fof
foe hundred years exsrcited by that fpecies of Diocefans, wha -
were neither the Bifhops of fingle. Churches, @ffociated for 'per-
fanal prefent Comimuniony Thoroweré the Querfeers of fuchiBi~
fhops, but the Bithops of Diocefiesy. that have many {core, Of -
hundred uabithoped ftated worfhipping Affemblics, it will follow
by his arguing, that thefe never had their Cffice from the Apoftles; .

. and much iefs acontinued fucceflon of it

§:32:;He negtpleadeth the Nullity of. the Presbyterians Ordi- -
mation, ; 1. Becauleif they had Ordaining power, itis only in Al-
femblies where Bifhops are Frefidents, and Edi& them. 2., And
becaufe they carry it not by Plurality of Voices. «But 1 ama -
weary. with anlwering fuch trifling: things, and the later part is -

~ agwown. miftake. . I never heard.of one contradifting Voice a-

gaié\!’& the Ordination of  any.that. was Ordained in. our Sy -
nods, o

1§33+ And he_hath half difsbled"me to anfwer him from 7.
50. (forwardss where he feigneth me to maintain, that Authors-
vy, muft cmecefJarily refult frov: true qualifications . For it is taken-

- for-uncivil to give his words their proper name. Butif the Rea-

der will pardon the Repetition, I may remind him, how pro~
bable it .is, that Mr, Doedwelk: trofted that his. Reader would
believe his 'werds without, pérufing what I wrote; where he’
might have feen, 1. That I fay, that the duthority refulteth nos*

Seom, the qualifications, but from Chrifts Law,. Grant, or Char-

ter.. 2. That perfonal.gualifications (of gifis, or'grace) arebut’
part of the neceflavy Difpofitio Recipientss , but that moreover -
thi¥re.is reedful;) 1, Opportunity. 2.7 And nieed of *his: Office.
un[‘ R _'- : ~Sew : e | 3'_. 1 P 3.?-~A“d""(
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3 A.ﬂd,to a Bifhop the frckscoafzat,if. not ele@ion: And erdisss
&rarsa, “(where moral neceflity difpenfeth not with order) the Or-
diners approbation and conlent. §. And to regular poffeflion, -
Where it may be-had; a duz-Invaltiture 5. 10 that there is a Relative
Part as well as a Qualitative of the Receptive difpofition neceflarys
And all the following leaves in which he difputeth againt me, as
MAiNtaining a power refulting from meer qualities, are 1o uabef:

ing a Divine, and.a Cariftian, that I will not foul.my.pa rgssiah
their due confutation. But they.are fuitable tothat man who thinks
him(elf wife, good and fit enough to Uachurch. and condemn fo
- Much as hedoth of the Chriftian werld, on pretence of pleading
for obediece tothe Diocelani. - | se il A 201 10 cte) ViF

-

(1Y

. $-34. And where he 2dds,. p..50. [Or that it Jo depends on them
(qualifications ) as thar where the perfons ordained may want any ?f
them, there the whol. Ordination wuft be nully becanfe of the incapacsiy
of the marters] This alfohedeniethe . o Jew oo e
Anf. 1. 1 fill ,amiﬁgui{}_{bgggv(egnj;h‘e Qualifications neceflary ad
effe, and thofe only ad bene effe, ot integral. 1f he would priwade
the Reader that I null Ozdination for want of tl?e latter, hisweak~
© mefs, or defigned ill intent is fuch as warneth his Reagers to take
heed of believing him. If he meanit only of the former, as 1 fpeak, -
Rave before confuted him that dare fay that no qualification is ne-
ceflary ad effe, Then a Pope Foan, or woman-Prieftor Prelate, or
a profcfled enemy of God or Chrift may be.a Prict. And he may.
“be a Paftor of a Church to feed them by. the Word, who never
heard or knew what was the Word or Church. Cannot the beft be.

ment ¢ and yet may a man bevalidly a Bithop, and the Key keeper
of Heaven that believeth not that there isa God, a Chrift or Hea-
ven, and fo profefleth ? This maketh me remember the old Roman:
Cinons, how no Bifhop muft be depofed for lying with his own
Sifter, uniefs a great multitude of Witneffes teftifie it 5 and the:
Councils that decreed no Layman fhall witnefs.againft a Clergy--
mMalk,eoe, "o 00t o e e S8 AT
-But Eletion; confent,. the Ordainers approbation (ordinarily) -
are part of my Qualifications. And if thefe be unneceflary, what>
3 dotﬁ\h:the man plead for 2. And isa falfe approbation of a man that -
Wanteth Effentials, more neceffary than having them? How con--
trary is this to the Doftrine of the Council of Carthage in the Epis
: : &’c, =

t

liever go to Heaven, if all your Pricfts will but deny him the Sacra-- - :
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B®le in Cyprian, of Martial and Bafilides 5 and to many honéft -

Coupcils ?

¢ 35. P.90. Atthe end of this infinuated falfe accufation, he
asketh, { Where dowe find that God ever gave Bifhops, Presbyters
.G;Id Deacons, (though be gave A poftles,” Paftors and Teachers) ?
thofe extraordinary Offices indecd Jeem to bave been made neither of
man, nor by man, but by God immediately, ¢c, :

Anf. 1, Hath he faid a word to prove that Paftors and Teach-
ers are wot ordinary Officers, contrary to the common judgment of
the Church inallages? 2. Whether he mean [ Bifhops] in the Da-
tive Cafe, or the Accufative,l know not. If the fater, let him fpeak
out andfay, God gave not Bifhops. But how proveth he that Pres-
byrers (and Bifliops ):are not Paffors or Teachers ? 3. The Text
tells you, Epbef. 4. 14, 15, 16, that thefe offices were given for
thg continued ftated ufe of the Church: For the perfetting of the
Saints, the work of the Miniftry, for the edifying the body of Chriff,

- il we all comein the unity of the faith, and the knowledg of the Son

Qf.G'_ﬂd, 0 4 perfect man, ¢c. Was this temporary ? 4. It feems
heldifclaimeth Bithops being made, in making Apoftles. 5. Chrift
by his Spiritgn the Apoftles ordered the Churches.

$. 36. P. 65. he (zith, [They never find any of thefe Officers
t0whom fucce[fion is at prefent pretendedmade immedsiately by God,bue

&y the intervention of men, &c.])

Anf. Still deceiving confufion: 1. Intervention is a word of
fraud, and may fignifie only that a& which determineth of, and
qualifieth thereceiver 3 and it may fignifie the Donation, or making -
of the office, Itis this that we fpeak o 2. The Intervention of in-
fallibly infpired men, eommiffioned to deliver and record Chrifts
own will, hathan efficiency inftrumental in making the office, in
that the Spiritin themdothit, and they do make inftrumentally .
the Charter or Law which giveth th~ power; and .Chrift doth
‘what they did by his Commiffion and Spirit. If youcan prove that
our Diocelans have this Commiffion, fpirit and power, if they

- Writé ‘new Sacred Scriptures, or mzke new Sacraments, and

Church-forms, and offices, we will obey them. But prove it well.
“3.'Did any man but Chrift fend forth the Seventy ? Yet
moft Prelatifts hold, that thole were the predeceffors of the Pres-
byters. ;
4. BY
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4. By this it {eems he again denicth, that Chrift himflf jn-
fituted the Order of Bithops, by making Apoftles. ~And if
fb) he Wl“ fOfElV ,fhake hisﬁanding; for :{ha‘n{ (hgy muﬂ prove
alluthein: pavier from) the Apoltles (or following perfons ) in-
fitutions;: andnot make. them fuccetlors of . the' Apoftles own
Office (for they made not their own:Office). . And Dr. Seil-
lingfleer thinks there were #o Bifbops, or few made in the A-
And if Chrifts Spirit in the Apoftles made not thefe Offices
it-proved, that any f{ince them were authorized to make themy

may unmake them.

fore Baptifm, which is our Chriftning. There are fome godly
baptized; and fome know not whether they were,0f Rots and
being born near Two hundred Miles hence,: cannot ‘learn or
have Communicated, {hould yet be baptized ? which is to make

not eminently contain the lower, as making a man a Bithop,
containeth making him a Presbyter, and that containeth emi-

yet, it implieth the Nullity of their Sacramen’al Communion be-
fore : And if fo, Mr. Dedwel muft confefls, that Prieftly exhi-

think moft will fay , that he fhould not be baptized, it bewng
done interpretatively. And if {o, is his Prelatical mode of Or-

is faid) they make: Lay-mens or womens baptizing fufficient

ceffary. to-{alvation. .

/

-y

pottles times , as Dr. Hammond, thinks of fubje&t-Presbyters.
{who made the/Scripture, which is GodsLaw), |defpar of fecing -
-And if men only made the Epifcopal- and Presbyters Office, men
' éo:-‘»;7' A cafe--puf»to me within- this hour, tgmipdﬁh mej -
how much:thefe men prefer Ordination, not only in it fe f, but -
in this circumfance of Prelatical uninterrupted - fucceflion; bes
young men that have Communicated  in the Lords Supper, that
were the children of Quakers and Anabaptifts 5 fome were never -
come to any certainty. The queftion is , Whether thefe that

~Chrifiians of Chriftians 2 Or whether the higher Sacrament do
nently his Deaconthip (as fome fay)? If they. mult bz baptized, -
bition, or inveftiture is null to an uncapable Subj:&t. ~But I -
‘dination more neceflury than a&ual Baptifm? Befides, that (as
ad effe.. And yet the Churchof Englawd profefleth, that only the -

Two Sacramens, Baptilm and the Lords- Suppes, are generally ne- -

. ¢ 3% °
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$. ;§, Pag. 67, 68. He would perfuade us that the Impofition of
hands mﬁOrd(n’ation fignifieth what he afferteth. But he g'weth. us
not one word of proof of it. Wasit the Holy Ghofb which was in
the zfﬂpoﬁng.'ﬁpaj}_(e or Prelate that was given by him, and out of
him into the Ordained 7' No, he was never 'in Scripturefaid to be
the Ownor, Dopar, or efficient conveyer of the Holy! Ghoft. But
Godg WIll’tpadé the Impofition of’the-Apoﬁle‘sihgnd; a conditional
a&t to qualific the recipient to receive the Hgly.gahbﬁ.immedia’te-
ly'from God, as ‘the Tekts before cited, and manv more prove.
What if it be once faid'that (A2 7iis 633 6 s waly yaipsy TOU &m0
sxwr. iddleu 73 Tvedyn T34 ys0r,7] Wheﬁ»’maﬁy"oih&fTEth ex-
pound it ? It’s well known that Jva fignifieth, many other caules,

“mediums, conditions, as well as efficient conveying caufes. Is it

like tq fignifie movehere than in the Do@rine’ of Jultification,
when'it is' fo oft’l’aidﬁhat we are juffificd by faith? And yet faith
there, is noefficient inftrument conveying or giving us pardon and
relative Juftification, but only a nece(Tary qualification of the Re-
cipient (called by Dr. Twiffe, Canfar difpofitiva, which is part of.
the Materilis) upon which Gods Covenant immediately pardon-
eth and jultifiezhi the belicver ;- fo both there and here it is by ot
through the A& of .many as a moral qualification of the Recipient
made a conditionby God, '

§.39. After all this, the man cometh himfelf pag. 72. toO di- -
finguith of ‘Qualifications necefJary to the being of the office, and e
the well-being 5 yea, and hath ‘the face to fay, that I fhould have
diftingnifbed themy, asif 1 had notever doneiir. Isit not an unpro-
fitable toil to difpute with fuch men that will pretend that a cale
by me conftantly Rated was not ftated, and then will long difpute
himfelf for the unqualified without diftinétion, and after all diftin-
guith in the fag-end? This befeemeth not'any’man that will pre-

énd to plead for'truth. =7 = 0 o ; i
“IBut yetrhe will not be'over-liberal tous's he faith p. 13: - All the
skill that is vequifitee[fentially, s only in general voknow the benefits 0

- be'pecformed on Gods part, and the duties to be promifed on mans; 4%

the narive uml‘obligmior‘i of Covenantsin general - and the partiﬂd”
[olemnities of Ecclefiaftical Covenanting.  Andof this how ean any
one be wncapable, that is but capable of wnder [tanding the common dea’
mgs of the world ? »

‘ Anfw
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a Afﬁ 1. And yet mult we have Univerfities ¥ and muft theHoly
shott bz given by the Bithops for this2- And s there any need o
open ﬂ_lc Bible to know it? and mult fo much riches and honour
maintain this much? and all be damned Schifmaticks that turn fo
’be;ter’? ; S5 02 y emits 106 oW Vsllag s 1
. 2 Set thi¢ qualifi-d Minidry” and his great:zeal to perfiwade
the Nongonformifts 1o ceale Preaching, and his Unchurching the
Reformed Churches altogether 5 and it's eafie to fee what this
humble diligent man is 1abouring fof. i 14, 245695
3. Do not many millions underftand the common acalings of ‘the
world that underftand not the Golpel? - The naturalman receiveth
not the things that be of God, for they are {piritually difgém]e&
4 Ts not this a plain defizn to fet up-a carnal Kingdom of igno-
rant, vicious Clergy-men, fuch as St. Paul [aith, Rom. 8. neither
are 1.or can be fubje@t to Gods Law, inftead of aroly Catlolick
Church and Communion of Saints ? and to make Adabomssans
think that they are Saints in comparifon of 1 15, and that Chriffians
are an unholy fort of men? . o LA 1L 20
5. Tither heincludeth all thatis nece(fary to the things named
by him, or not. If not, then his Prieft muft know the benefits of Gods
 Covenant, withont knowing what God is, or that Chrift is the Purchas
Jery (ovenanter, ¢ic. if yea, (which [ doubt not he will fay) then,
OWhat an excellent body of Theology 15 included in thefe few general
words ! Then he muft know all thoie Attributes of God and his Re-~
lations to man, by which heis {aid to be esr God. He muft know
all the neceffary articles of faith, about the Perfon of Chrift, as
G_od and'man in two Natures and one Perfon,his Incarnation, Birth,
Llff_, Sufferings, Death, Purial! his Doérine, his Merits, his
Refurre@tion, Afcenfion, Glory, Interceiion, Kingly and Pro-
! phetical office, and laft Judgment, and Glerious Kingdom. He
mu® kaow what Covenant God formerly made, and man breke s
apd what fin, original and 2&ual, and what corfe and condemna-
 tion followed on mankind. And Oh how many- great and myfteri-
OUs things are contained in Gods Covenant-benefits! Our Unton
with Chrift, Reconciiiation, Juft:fcation, Adoption, Sanétificati-
on; The Do&rine of the Holy Ghoft as the Third perfon in the
Trinity, and as the Infpirer of Prophets and Apoftics, and Inditer
?',*d C?“ﬁrm?f of the Sctiprures, and the Witnefsot Chrilt; and the
> ,‘*“&‘_ﬁ‘f‘f and Comforterof the Ele&, befides Refurre&tion, Glo-
rification, @c. And what a deal is contained in mans neceflary qua-
: : H lification
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Tification (Faith, Repentance), and promifed duty ? -And the true
nature and ufe of the Sacraments themfelves ? And is all this fuch a
fmall or eafie matter as he feems to inttmate ?

6. But hath he yet proved that a true Minifter of Chrift bath
no neceffary work but thus to adminiltes Sacraments? L will yet
believe; 2 Tim. 4. 1,2. that he muli preach the Word in {eafon,
out of feafon, reprove, rebuke, exhort, partly to convert the
unconverted, partly to confirm and guide b:lievers 3 and that the
people thouid ask the Law at his mouth as being the meflenger of .
the L.o‘rd of Hofts, And that the very eflence of bis office is to be
E hhgng&et under the Teaching, Prieﬁ[x and Ru[,’,-g office of

7. And if he had proved thata forry Prieft hath all that is effen- -
tial to his office, that proveth not that Lmuft take him for my Pa-
ftor, no not though the Diocefan command me. . Souls are more
worth than to be wilfully made the Pricfts and Prelates merchap-
dize. If a man have 2!l ¢fential to a Phyfician, and no more, Iwill
pot truft my life to his skill, which is lefs than my foul, though
the Bifhop bid me. 1fa woman have all that’s eflential to a woman,
he is a fool that will take her for his wife, becaufe the Bifhop bids

_him, iffhe have nomore. The Pricfls that the Pope fent from Jraly

into England that could fpzakno Englifh, knew what you mention
perhaps. Burit’s neccffary alfo that the Paftor teach all this know-
ledg to all the flock, which is not done with faying a few words.
This man minds me of the (aying of an Atheiltical Phy fician, What

meeds there all this Preaching and fiir 2 1 can tell them allin three

words; it is but tkink well, and [ay well, and do well. Dr. Saywell,
and Mr Dedwcll thatare {o much for our filencey frem to be roo
pear to this mans mind. But faith St. Paul, Who is [ufficient for thefe
things ! / :

é Yet this fort of men that can accept of o little of God in the
Priefts,fo be it they will but be ruled by the Prelate (who 1 {uppofc -
need ad effe beno wifer or better himfelf in their opinion) are the
rigideft filencers and escommunicators of others the wifeft anfi
holief Paftors and Chriftians, as Schifmaticks, or Hereticks, M.
they obey not the Diocefan in every indifferent thing, or be not 0%

- their mind in what they Gecrees fuch 0dds is in theit demands for

God, and for the Prelates. ;
He that doth but underftand the common dealings of the world, 16

capable of faying over the Liturgy of the Sacraments and alitt'
: know-
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knowledg, and no honelty or piety, may ferve ad effe. But if the
Councile of Prelates, yeagn‘ his ﬁngfé:lﬁf;{iééﬁqﬁom}{and him ne-
ver fo many things as indifferent, which the poor Pricft fearcth are
perjury, lying, falfe worfhip, or other heinous fins, he is to be
Excommunicated from Chriftian fociety, and caft out of the Wi~
- niftry,and as a Schifmatick not only to be filenced, but to be dam-

ned, if fuch as M. Siaywel and Mr. Didwell, and their Mafters be
tobe believed. S50 i g e

$. 40. Butfaith he, P.~4. How can the! ‘g{é‘{{qbgfgﬁ Preaching

35 gt all any effential part of the Offcd ¥ 6. .« M ool
eA. nfnxy {:];om Cphriﬁsj:)wn Pgﬁj@’{ ?@d%’g,"c“f““i‘%@‘ff’igﬁ%
whom he called'and fent, and from their-pradtice, and ihe L ?W_
Ghoflts determination by them, AMat. 4.17. ¢ 10. 7.1 1,
Mar. v 4;38.6- 3. 14, Lk, 4. 18, 19, 43, & 9:20 0O Ait.5.42.
@10 42, Rom. 10. 8, 10, 14, lg,;Mﬂ{M,&' J9: M&f?}.‘@ﬁ‘??%%
Alft30.20/' 85, 25,40 & .26V & 15 542 *@";P 752%
to theend. Phil: 1 17, 18, 1 Tim. 3,16. 2. T1m: 3. 16, 2 Tomet: 152

1(or-1.21. 2 Tim. 2. 2, 24 Tst-2- 3. Where do you find that:

ever any one¢ in the New Teftament was ordained a Mafs Pricft, or
Sacrament Prieft, and nota Teacher? . £ ool
2. When did you prove that agusl, giving the Suctaet B
effential to a Bifhop or 'g;ésbyfei‘?‘ not only; Paul biptiz: fcw,
but many‘Parifh«Pricﬁs feave that work to their (_3_urates,aqd ome
- Bifhops leave both the Sacraments to their Chaplains or Pricfts. 1
fuppofe you know that in the ancient Churches one Affembly had
ufually a Bifhop with many Presbyters and Deacons '?_and ulually
the Bithop did both preach and celebrate the Eucharit? Can you
prove that the reft did any oftner celebrate than preach? -

3. But if you are willing, you may eafily know that we take.
Preaching to have more modes than making a fet Sermon in the Pul’
~ Pit. The Presbyters of old were all Preachers; Sometimes in th‘e

Pulpit when the Bifhop or chief fpeaker was abfent, fick or requi-
red it 3 Sometimes to fmaller parties in Houfes of Chappels,
or lefler meetings 5 fometime by conference, qé%h’ril’é preached to
the Woman, Fob-4. And if you think otherwife, yet1am con-
fident by experience, that it is an eafier thin 5, and requireth lefs
skill to make a Pulpit fudied Sermon, than to deal convincingly in
conference with particular perfons that need our teaching. And &
man may learn to fay Mafs or Liturgies, that hath no tolerable fit-
nefs to teach. = ) 4 But

s e ol i
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4. Butif Preaching and Teaching be all one with you as they
are with me, isitnota ftrange queftion to ask, How we prove that
Preaching, that 1s, Teaching,is at all effential 1o their Office? Asif you
fhould ask, How we prove that Teaching is ¢ffential to a Schoolma-
fer or Twtor ? or that to Rule is eflential to a Ruler; or to give
Phyfick eflential to a Phyfician > What can you take the Office to:
be that includeth not Teaching ? Neitr.er Chrifte Apoftles; nor the
ancient Church éver o ained any to give Sacramenis without
Te?chmg, (however Papifts make the eflence of the Priefthood to
be in thepower of making the body and blood of God.) Nay, how
can they cclebrate the S.craments without Prezching or Teaching 2
Can they juftly baptize the adult, and not teach them the great
Articles of the Ciced which they muft profefs ? and the great and
many dutics to be done ? and the great and many benefits to he re-
ceived? And doth he think it fuch a fmail and cafiz matter to teach
meb all the Articles of the Creed, the finfe of the Lords prayers
the Ten Commandments, and the pature of the Sacrament of Bap:
tilny and the Lorde(upper? It m ybe he will fayythat it is fome
other Pieaching that he m-aneth, But he {peaketh to me, who (i
the hearing of Dr, Warmftrie, and of Me. Th. Baldwin, who is yet
living) did oﬁ’éi‘Biﬂiop‘Md_&xwhm.he forbad me to preach in his
Diocefs, to promife him to preach only the Catechifm-fic&rine,
cn Baptifm, the Ci‘if’:t’da',,‘th‘é.,‘lgiifgds-pr'ayer, ‘the Ten Command-
ments, and the Lords fupper. * Archbifhop Ufher in his Sexmon
before Ring Fames, onEphtf 4 3. boldly .fhrmeth, That let the
leatnedty of them all try it when they wiil, they fhall find that it
- requireth greater skill 1o open to the ignorant intelligitly. thefe
calgé‘chif@éﬁiﬁfhop;;"m;hs,’tha’n. to handle points of controverted
School-Duviniey.” = - © ‘

g% T .I\sz.rf)ay be oEi é‘t’ea, 1 Cor. 12. Are all Teachers? and

Rom. 12. He that teacheth on teaching, (. . ... .o -
1T evide it that Teachers or: Doftors are there pur, for
fome éipntly gifted'above Qihers imopening and defending found
Di&tine, dod not for all Teachiersin genceal. For Exhortationis
diftinguifhed from it, which.yet is the greateft part of moft Ser=
Mans Paul was the chicf Speaker, yet Barnabas was a Teachef
We are more than he s, for many Minifters in. each:Church,where
the chief Speaker fhall ufuzlly preach ; . ut the other as aflitanss in
thieir time and place, ‘and not to be meer Sacramenters,

$.42. His
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~$.42. Hisnext recolle@ions run all upon fuch iﬁtirﬁ'zt;d‘;gg‘&;:
prefied untruths meerly forged by him contrary to my copious
Explications, and againft the rules of common honety, thatl will

not lofe my own and the Readers time in particular aniwers to

them. He would perfwade the Readers that 1 .ffi-m that power ime, -

mediately re[ults from gifts, who never had fuch a thoughz, but fay:

it neither refultéch from them, mediately nor immediately. This

dealmg is {o grofly falfe,that it is neither credit to his caufe nor him.
Would he make men think that | take him to have moft.authority,
or power,that hath the beft gifts 2 As if the wilcftand bsft man,
had righg to the Crown or Church-power ? If copiousdiicouties
to the contrary will not hinder fuch bufic difputers from fuch:inhu-
mane {linders, are t\]eg meet to be difputed with? Lhave over and
over faid that, 1. Giits, or the beft abilities. 2. And due elettion:

or apprebatson of the-Ordainers. 3. And the peoples eleétion and .

conlent, &1l fet together,do but make up the Qualification or Re-.

ceprive difpofition of the Re’cipié_xjf.i-ﬁ,, Yea,and his conlent con=|
joined 3 and that where all thele in the neceffary degree concury
the power refulteth to that c.pable perfon from none of them ally:
but immediately trom God: Law, which is his inftrument giving

powcr to perfone fo gualificd. And that befides all thefe, Minifterial

Invetiture for Orders fake, when it may be had, fhould introduce:

him into poflcflion ; vea, and the Magiftrate muft be judg wqum
he will countenance, protedt or tolerate. But the cafe of Ordina-
tion and Invefticure are necelTary only where they may be had law-
tully, and without croffing their endy as facrifice was compared:

with wercy,and the Reft of the Sabbath compared to works of cha-

rity. and neceffity,

. 9.43. And as it is the trick of fuch dealers, p 81. he muft,

ave Governours to do his work; and therefore muft not leave |

out that which may make vs odious to them 3 but tells ‘meny
that our Hypothefis is unreconcilable with government in this lifey
7 that it permits perfons to affume Authority, and to extend it.as
far as they think fir, by appealing to writings againft the fenfe
of all the wifible authority of this isfe. . . '

Anf v, But f thie Hypothefis be none of bis Adverfaries, but

come out of the M:al-Tub, or forge of Inventers, what fhall fuch:

uen be called 2 0 :
W 2. We
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2. We permit no perfon to affime Authority, But Writings
are not fo contemptible to us in comparifon 'of that which you
take to be all the vifijle Authority of the Church. 1t is your
Richard Hooker that faith, that the Law maketh the King, and

- giveth and wmeafureth bis power, and that it’s ufurpation which

obligeth no mans Confeience, when power ‘is taken , and ufed
Which the Law never gave.  What [ think of -this, I have elfe-
where fhewed.  The "Srarates are not fo contemptible in this
cafe, but the great Lawyers think they may be'appealed to from
vifible Rulers in feveral cafes.  And you muft talk atother rates
than you have done in your tedious fallacious Vagaries, before
wile ‘Chriftians will belicve that we may not appeal from Pre-
lates ‘to’ the written’' Word of " God, when the power ufed by
them is- juftly’ queftioned. If “not’,” how came the Reformed
Churehes to juftifie their Reformation ? Was it not by. appeal-
g to'Scripture againft the vifible Church Rualers, that were com-,
moaly againft them? Were tiot Popes, Councils, Prelates, and
Friefts againft them, for the'far greateft pare ? Did it overthrow.
all Government of the world to appeal from thefe to the tcrip-
twre? I hereby undertake to prove, that neither Popes, Pre-
latesy or Priefts, have any Church-Authority , bur what God
hath ‘given them by his Word. " And is it not then neceflary
0Py it by that Word ? Muft we take their own words for
adi that Pepes ,” or Prelates claim ? And it will put the Pope
and Council hard to it , -to prove any Authority from God,
if ‘the Scripture do not give it them: And if it give it them,
it may give it others, : &

$- 44. And when all’s done, we are far from granting, that
we have lefs to fhew for our fucceffion from the Apoftles, than
Popes ‘ar ' Piocefans have. ’ '
582/ We ‘are fure that we have the fame Bapfifm, Eucharift,
Creed, 'Lords Prayer, Decalogue, and Seripture, delivered down
from the Apofiles. ™ 2. We'are fure that we have a Miniftry of
the fameypezies which” Chriftand his' Spirit ‘in the Apofiles
infbituted, " 25 \We know ‘that our Churches, and Worthip ,
and Do&rine , are the fame that are deferibed, and fetled by
die’ Apofics: 4. We know ‘that our prefent Minifters are qua-
libed actlthe Apefticy requiredi 5. And”thar they are Ele&ed, .
or conlenited to by the Flocks, asthe Apofiles required, 6. z‘i‘nd
! S “that




, -that they have zs good an E)rsdisna?ion and Invefkiture,,as; h;
Apoftles ever made neceflary to the Mi_niﬁp;x; That lis'," "ﬁfl :
tl;elr;l 'i'lflegll) il:’ave} the Approbation of fenior Paftore, and manyof
Pact ocefans, All that were put into any places by the
arllament, . when the Bifhops were down, were to have the
Weftminfter Aflemblies Approbation under _ their hands.  And
that Affembly, as called, confifted of many Diocefans, with-
many {core grave Eminent Divines, though the Diocelans were not
aGually prefent. And a figned Approbation, and Allowance,
252:: the Effence of sll that is of abfolute neceffity in Ocdina-
2. They were Ordained by true Bifhops. 1. All true Pref-
byters are Epifcopi gregis: and joyn in Ordination here in Eng-
gland. 2 The chict Paftors of City-Charches, having Gu-
-rates under them, are Epifcopi Eminertes wel Prafides, fuch as
O:dained for above Two hundred years after the Apoftles.
And 3. The chofen Prefidents of Synods were fuch Bifhops..
But all thefe concurred in the Nonconformifts Ordinations when
the Diocefans were down. They were Ordained at, and by a
Synod of Presbyters in fome great Town, or City, where t.hc
Moderator, and the chief City-Paftors were part.
3. -Many of them were Ordained by Diocefans. o
4 Many Ordained, as aforefaid, were after approved by Di-

" ocefans, fome by Impofition of Hands, and all by Word, or

ertlﬂg; fOr ArChb‘ﬂ'op 'U(her dld in myvheating by Word
and in Writing more publickly declare his opinion of fuch Pref--
byters Ordination as valid ¢ though he ¢xculed not fuch as de-
‘poted: the Diocefans from the guilt of Schiln) s and fo did the-
many other Bifhops, whom 1 tormerly cited 5 yea, €ven Ban-
croft himfelf. And furely all this hath all that is effential to
Ordination,

" §. And we know that fuch a Miniftry hath continued to-pro-

pagate the Church and Gofpel in the world fince the Apoftles.

days,

But we cqnfefs, 1. That we cannot prové, that fuch. Mini-:
fers have fFill fuccecded in the fame Towns. 2 Nor that no-

one, from whom their Ordination came down from the Apo-

_ files, did pretend to have Orders, or Authority when.he had-

none. 3. Or that no one of them in 1660 years was an He-
- getick, of a Schifmatick, of a Papift. 4. Or that no one Or-

dainegd:
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“dained in wrong words; . Or that rio one Ordained contra-

1y to the Canons, out of his own limits, or without three Bi-
ﬂ’?’PS: or Wlthput the Presbycers. 6. Or that no Competi-
tors were Orcained by feveral Bithops,  Mr. Dodwell isagreat

“Hiftorian; when he hath proved all this of all; or any of his

“Clergy-friends, he hath done fomething more than -multiply

“words.

$.45. But on the other fide, we can eafily ‘prové," and have
‘proved, 1. That our Diocefans are not of the fame fpecies with
thofe of old. 2 That the Apoftles did not make them. I

“think Mr, Dodw:il will fay, that the Presbyters firt made them

by confent (" the Children begot the Fathers ). © 3. and Dr.
Hammond will defend it that there is no certainty, that any
‘Subje@t Presbyters were made by the Apoftlesia Scripture. times.
So'that the'Very [pecies of their Clergy hath no_fuch fucceffion, as
diftin® from ours. 4« And he that will read the Church- Hiftory,
‘and Councils, declaring the multitude of doleful intercifions in-

“Eaft and Weft by Herefics, the Patriarchs of Alexandria, Antioch,

“Conftantinople, Ferufalem and Rome, and moft of the chief Seats of
Bithops, having been judged Hereticks, Simoniacks, or no Bifhiops
b7 General Councils; vea, Roman Bifhops judged fome of them
Anfidels, and Diabolical by the Councils of Conflance Bafil, csc.
1 {ay, he that knoweth this Hiftory, mult know, that the Diocefins
“that frum thefe derive their fucceffion, have certainly had fre-

“quent and notorious intercifions, ;

©§'46. And this leads me to another part of Mr.” Dadwell’s
waork : wiz. his proof that w4idan and Finan were Fifhops. As if
~fhis had been a great part of his Canfe. Such diverting nqife
is a great part of the art of deceiving. Bec-ufe T had faid,
ithat o giden and Finan were not Bithops, but Presbyters, that

“i3, when they came out of Seorland into’ Northumberland, 1ap-

preherded that fome mon of his geaius and defign, WOl{ld be
willing to mitake ‘'me, and therefore Printed an Egplication of
the Warde ia the ead of my f: Anfwer to Dr. Srillingfleet.
Bue M. 0D would have men think that 1 faid, that they

erefd naver’ mide and calied Bitheps atall’y and that I read

‘naf Pedi,” from whom alone ( neat Five and Thigty years a-

gn) ttoor almeft sll that | affert concerning them. Lethhe
i ea-
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Reader fee my forefaid Explicatien. If Mr. Dodwell will give us
. more than noife and milt about this matter : - T
‘1. Let him prove that it was Diocefan Bifhops that Ordained
thefe Scots before they came into England, when Beda faith they
were {ent from thofe Monafteries that were ruled by Presbyters,
and which would not fo much as eat or communicate with the R o-
man Bifhops. ; T -
2. Let him prove that any Bithops inEngland Co nfeerated hem,
or made them Bifhops here, when Beda tells us that they were the
firft in the North, and therefore had none here to Ordain them.
-3:.Let him prove that they were here made true Dioccfan Bifhops
of our fpecies : When 1. they bad no Presbyters at firft U{ld‘?f
- them, and therefore :;ﬂed none, and had but one Copgrega’txor{:,
r'oneman can be but .in one place at once. 2. Their Churchﬂm
Lindssfarne was not made of ftone, but of weod, covered or
thatcht with reeds, and they are not faid to have any other Church
under them, 3. They went indeed to preach all over the Cotn-
try, but not as to a Church, but as to Heathens to convert them.
- 4. Let him prove that ever they took themfelve; to be of a diftin&
order from Presbyters. 5. At a Synod (Bed.c. 25.) we find no
‘more but the King and his Son, and Hi/da a woman-Abbeft, and
three or four of this fort of Bifhops, (far below our Ordaining
City-Presbyters and their Synods.) :
But unlearned men that value Eooks by intereft and preconcei-
ved opinions, ‘may think that by fuch talk M. Dedwell hath done
fome great matter. '

- $..47. But ({aith he, p. 81, 82.)- Onr Hypothefis obliging inferi-
our Governours to prove their title to their office, and the extent of ity
fr om the intention of their [upream Governours, does oblige alltoa
SPricé dependance on the Jupreme vifible power, fo as to leave no place
for appeal concerning the praslice of [uch Government (which # it lafls
ouly for this life, [o it onght not to adwit of difpures more lafting than’
s praitice), e, . A W :
Anf. Alas for the poor world and Church that will be cheated
-at fo grofsarate ! ; -
«, 1. Did you not know that the grand etror that Proteftants
,chgrge Papifis with, is the afferting ot any fuch thing # a [iipreme
ifible power aver the Church univer[al befides C briff. And did"you
think that your roteing over the namle to them that deny the thing,

" ‘would

|
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weuld: ‘make a wife man change his Religion?
2. By your Hypothe(is then no man can prove his title to his -
, Office, who cither believeth not that there is any fuch univerlal Su-
2 - preme, of that knoweth not who it is (L know no Cempetitors but
: the Pope, and General Councils, unlefs the Patriarch of Conflanti-
nople be one.) - Uy 1
3.And he that knoweth not the intentian of this Supreme power, .
is ill unable to prove his office. .
4. Andhe that knoweth, the intention of the Ordaining Dioce-
fan,is never the better if he'know not the intention of the Supreme.
And what if the intention of the Supreme,and of the Diocefanare
contrary? - < RSBV e
5. But by-your Hypothefis the Governours may alter the very -
[pecies of the Priefthood as they pleate 5 and what ever God faith -
of it in his Inftitution or Law, it muft be to us no other in kind or .
extent, than the Governours intend. if they fay, Tordain thee to
. baptize, but not toteaghy or to do both, but not to celcbrate the
f ~ Lords-Supper 3 or todo that, but not topray or praife Gods or-
' not to ufe the Keys of the Church, our power is limited accor= -
- dingly 5 Then if the Prelates ‘make Mafs-Priefts, their intention
- is the meafure 8f their power. “Anfwer the Papifts then that ask, .
Wias it ever the intention of the Pope and his Prelates, that the
Englifb Bifbops {honld difclaim the Pope, or the Mafs, orreform

g B without them as they did?
i

6. Seeing the Englifh Bifhops, by you, derive their fucceflion .
from Wilfred, and Angufline, and Rome, is not the Church of -
Rome .the fitieft Iud% f the extent of their power, as knowing
their own intentions? My, if they were fo ‘blind as to, intend -
them. power to pull dowa themfclves, may they not recallit?

7. Did ever Proteftant preach this Do&trine, That there is no-

i appeal from the [upreme Prelates,to God? Odreadful! whar may -
B men come to? and what error fo great that a former may notin-
; troduce ? Difgrace not the Church of England fo much as thus to - -
i intimate, that they fer up themlelves fo as that there is no appeal to -
&» : Scripture, or God himfelf from them? God hath commandcdu
o Preaching, Praying, Praifes, Baptifm, the Lords-Supper, .ho:;y;-
p aflemblies, ¢gc. if the {upreme prelates interdi@ and forbid a

thefe, is there no appeal to God ? 1 have told you how much Rg- -
- berg Grofthead abhor’d this Do&rine, and fo told Pope Innocent the
F‘“ 4th, W hat abfolute blind obedience to Prelatesis this! “ Ané

L
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8. And what a reafon brings he, That the praftice laft
- Jor this life, and therefore, ¢ ¢ Doth any of our a&ions here laft
longer than while they are doing ? Praying, Praife, Sacraments,
obeying the King, doing good to the poor, ¢#c. and fo fwearinF,
curfing, adultery, rebellion, atheifin, blafphemy here, laft only
for this life. . Muft we therefore obey men without appeal to God,
if they forbid us all duty, and command all fin ? o

9. And what did the man meanwhen he faid, That it cught roe
“20 admit of difputes more lafling than its praflice. Is this the rate of
thefe mens wife difputations? 1. A murderers practice may be dif-

puted at the Affizes when hisaft ispaft. 2. Shall not all the a&i-

“ons of men in this world be examined and judged of by Chrift
kercafter ? What ? no men judged according to their works,or for
any thing done in the body ? 3. Ordid he mean that God will

- jultific us for any Villany that we fhall do in obedience to the Su-

“preme Clergy?” 4. Or did he think that by appealing to Gods -

‘judgment, we challenge them there to difpute with us ? What to
make of this mans demonftrations, little do Tknow.

6. 48. He adds, P.82, For how fallible foever they may be con-
“c6ved to be in expounding Scripture, yet none can deny them to be the
wof} certain, as well.as the moft competent Fudges of their own 17~

“Lentions. : X '
ednf. 1. That’strue. And if their intentions may make Do-

“&rine, Worthip, and Pricfthood, what they pleafe, it much con-
~cerneth us that they conceal not their i?cntions! But I would I
knew whofe intention this muft be ; whether the fupreme Clergies,

or the Ordainers 3 and what to do if divers mens intentions differ;

and what bounds are {et'to their intentions 3 and how many hun-
dred forts of Priefts Dogtrine or worthip they may make.

2. You touch their fallibility tenderly, asa thing that fome may
conceive.- But it {eems let them never fo fal(ely expound Scripture,
their own sntentions Rill fhall prevail again@ all the word of God ?
I would you would anfwer Dr. Stillingfleet’s Ravional Account,
which confuteth you. _

9. 49: Heproceeds, As certainly therefore as God bath made bis
Church a vifible fociety, and conftituted avifible Government in it, fo
_ “certainly it 1 1o be prefumed that their Hypathe(is muft be falfe, esc.
eAnf. 1. Trifle notat this deceiving rate with plain men ‘tha'r.'

: 5 , ove
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vove thelight, f by awifible Society with a.vifible Government, you -
mean (as we have great realon to think), With awifible Government
over it befides Chrsff, do not, thus as Mr. Thorndike and others of
. © you&o, go on to begiir, and build valt ftructures onit,, but prove
1 X ar tows and we will yield 5 prove to methat the Univer[al.Chirch 4
; aSeciety that muft bave one vifble [upreme Govermment under Chrifty
and I here declare to you,that I will turn Papift prefently, and will
/ : not wrangle againft any man for calling me a Papiff (though 1 may
= ~not cwaall that Popes fay and do, as thofe do that Grotus called
Papifis.), Lwill not tallc with Bithop Guwning of a (vlleginm Pa-
Storwmy, governiog all the Chriftian world per literas formatasy, nor-
belo moderate as thofe French Papilts that make an Univer [al Couns
¢t (which never was,nor ever muft be, the fupreme ¢ hurch-power.
I will prefently be for the Popg,, though not as abfolute. But why
aniwer you not what we have {aid againtt it 2 - particularly my Ser-
mon in the Morning-Le€urcs againft Popery. .
2. Butif by a wsfible power in the Church, you mean not oze over.
zhe Church, the Independentsdeny it not ; whils every City hath
its proper Mayor, {and fo every Church its Paftor ) it is a vifible
power sn the Kingdem, butnot over it as a Kingdom. All the Jufti-
ces of Peace are vifible powers_in the Kingdom, but not Supreme,
nor as one Arsffocracy over the whole. =~
Sceing all my diffent from Popery, and from yow, is founded in
my judgment againft any one univer fal Supreme befides Chrift,(Mo-
narch, Ariftocracy, or Dsmocracy, 1 ferioufly intreat you to
- write your ftrongeflt arguments on . that fubje& to convince me,
and anfwer what [ ha’viid to Mr. Fobnfon, and you may f{pare
all the reft of your Jabour as to me. This willdoall. .~ =~

53 .

§. 50, P.83. He adds, How can [ubjeéls preferve their di.
Subordination to their Superiors if they pratlice differently ? and
while they defend their practices, and prerend Divine anthority for,
them.? : 7 :

Anf. 1.. Asthethree Confeflors did, Dan. 3. and as, Dansel did,
Dan. 6."and ac the Apoftles did, AfF. 2 & 3. & 4., Andasall the
Bifhops and Churches did for three hundred years. And as the Or-
thodo did under Valens, Confantine, Theodofins junior, Anafia-
[y Philippicus, Gre. e TR \ ..
2."They may defend it by proving, that thereisa God, who is.
fofreme, and that there is no power but of him, and none aga?

.
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