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ed for the Samaritans, that they wight receive the Holy Ghofi, 
AEl. 8. 15. and they laid hands on them, and they received the 
Holy Ghofi, v. 17. but not that they gave the Holy Ghoft, though 
by the laying on of their hands, and their prayers, he was given, 
as he was on them without, AB. 2. 

3. And in Matrimony it's confefTed, that the Prieft is not the 
Owner and Donor of the Husbands power, but a Minifterial In
verter. 

4. And in the Eucharift, even they that think the bread is 
made God, take not the Prieft as the efficient caufe, butadi f -
pofing inftrument *, nor that he giveth God to the Receiver, as 
the Owner, or Donor, but delivereth him as a Minifter. 

5. The fame is true of Penance, Extreme Unftion, and there
fore muft be fo alfo in Ordination. 

I f the King fend a thoufand Commiflions to Captains, Judg
es, Juftices, &c. the MelTenger is not the Owner , or Donor 
of them all > nor may make any alteration of them s yea, i t 
he intruft the Chancellor to name all the Juftices,, he:doth there-
by but determine of the perfon that Ihall receive the Commiffion, 
but altereth nothing of the Office, nor is the Donor of i t . AH 
this is plain to us, but not to Mr . Dodwell. 

$.30. Saithhe, p. } 9 . Are not many aBual praBices grounded 
on circumframes ? ^re net many of thofe circumftances obnoxious 
to great mutability I Are not ordinary Governmrs the competent 
Judges of their aftHal change f 

Anf. i . And did not Chriftpromife his Spirit to his Apoftles, 
far the performance of their Commiflions? And were not thofc 
Commiffions to gather, and fettle his Churches, and teach thern 
all that he commanded them? And did not Chirift by that Spi
ri t make Paflors and Teacbers, as is before proved ? And did not 
the Apoftles faithfully perform their truft ? 

2. And doth he not fee, that by this he alfo fubverteth tus 
foundation of Prelatical power elfo, as having no better inf t i -
tution than the Priefthood ? And then who are thofe Governours 
of the Church thathe talks of, that muft judg? And how prove 
they their jugding*-po.wer? 

5- And i t were a kindnrfsy i f he would tell us what change 
i t is that the Diocelans may make in the Prieftly Office and work, 
and tell us the bounds of their power , i f i t 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 be 
the power that hath put out the Sacramental Cup, and made all 
the changes that are made in the Church, To tell us of thelb 
ordinary Governourschanging-power, is a hard word to~us, that 
took Chnfts Laws, delivered by his Spirit, to be perfect, and 
unchangeable v However, fomecircumftancesare changed, which 
were noted to be .but occaficnal. 

§,$i. To return his Confcquence, p. 40. Since it is certain, 
that the power of 0<daining others, was not given t o , nor for 
fome hundred years exsrciied by that [pedes of Diocelans, who 
were neither the BiOiops of fmgle. ChutcheV, 'affociated for per
ioral prefent Communion, 3IQB were the Overfeers 0 f fuch Bi-
fhops, but the Bifhops of Dioceifes, that have many fcore, cs* 
handrcd unbiihoped ftated worfoipping Affemblies, i tw i ! ! follow 
by his arguing, that thefe never had their Office from the Apoftles, 
and much ids a.continued CuccefTian of i t . i 

§. 32>, He n-xt pleadeth theNallity of the Presbyterians Ordi
nation, 1. .Becaule i f they had Ordaining power, it is only in Ai' 
femblies where Bifhops are Prefidents, and Edict them. 2. And 
becaufe they carry i t not by Plurality of Voices. • But 1 am a 
Weary with anlwering fuch trifling things, and the later part is 
a known miftake. I never heard.of one contradi&ing Voice a-
gainft thp Ordination of any , that, was Ordained in our Sy~ 
nods. 

And he hath half difabled me to anfwer him from p. 
50. forwards, where he feigneth me to maintain, that Authori
ty m lift necejfarily re fult from true qualifications: For it is taken 
for uncivil to give his words their proper name. But if the Rea
der wil l pardon the Repetition, I may remind him, how pro* 
feable it is , that Mr. DodwelL trufted that his Reader would 
believe his words without perufmg what I wrote ; where he 
might have {ten, 1. That I fay, that the Authority refulteth not-
fr&m^ the qualifications, hut from Chrifts Law,. Grant, or Char
ter. 2. That per fond .qualifications (of gif.s, or grace) are but 
part of the necetfary Difpofitio Rechpientis ^ but that moreover 
ttffoS ifijneedful, > 1.. Opportunity. 2. And 'need of his Office, 
bn'- . 3.. And 
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*v ^na to a Bifhop ths fl )cks content, i f not election And ordinis 
gratia, (where rmral nVceffrtydifpenfetb not with order) theOr-
dainers approbation and content. 5. And to regular pofiTeflion, 
Where it may be-had, a due Inveftiture j fo that there is a Relative 
P*rt as well as a §>u.tlitative of the Receptive difpofition neceiTary* 
And ail the following leaves in which he difputeth againft rae, as 
maintaining a po\ycr>refnliing from meet qualities, are lo uabefeem-
ing a Divine, and a Cir i f t ian , that I will not foul my pap^r with 
their due confutation. But they arefuitable to that man whb thinks 
himfelf wife, good and fit enough to Unchurch and condemn lo 
much as he doth of the Chriftian world, on pretence or pleading 
for obedience to the Diocefani. 

1:54 And where he adds, p. 50. {Or that it fo depends on them 
(qualifications) as that where the perfons ordained may want any oj 
them, there the whol: Ordination mufl be null, becaufe of the incapacity 
of the matter.^ This aifo hedenietru _ ' 

Anf 1. 1 ftUldiftinguifh bet ween the Salifications ntccii^y ad 
eJF*, and thofe only adbtneeffe, or integral. I f he would perfwade 
the Reader that I null Osdinanon for want of the latter, his weak
ness, ordefigned ill intent is fuch as warneth his Readers to take 
h-eed of believing him. I f he mean it only of the former, as I fpeak, 
i have before confuted him that dare fay that no qualification is ne-
ceiTary ad ejfc. Then a Pope Joan, or woman-Pried or Prelate, o r 
a profefTed enemy of God or Chrift may be a Prieft. And he may-
hjeaPaftorof a Church to feed them by the Word, who never 
heard or knew what was the Word or Church. Cannot the beft be
liever go to Heaven, if all your Priefts will but deny hiro the Sacra*-
ment ? and yet may a man be*vaiidly a Bifhop, and the Key-keeper 
of Heaven that believeth not that there is a God, a Chrift or Hea
ven, and fo profeiTeth ? This roaketh me remember the o\d Roman* 
Canons, how no Bifhopmuft be depofed for lying with his own 
Sifter, uniefs a great multitude of WitnelTes teftifie i t ; and the 
Councils that decreed no Layman (hall witnefs ag^inft a Clergy
man, &c. 

But Election, confent, the Ordainers approbation (ordinarily) 
are part of my Qualifications. And i f thefe be unneceffary, what • 
doth the roan plead for ? And is a falfe approbation of a man that 
wanteth EiTentials,more necciTary than having them? How con
trary is this to the Doctrine of the Council of Carthage in the Epi-
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file in Cyprian, of Martial and Bafilides and to many honefl 
Councils ? 

$ 35. <P. 90. At the end of this infmuated falfe accufation, he 
asketh, [Where do we find that god ever gave Bifhops, presbyters 
and Deacons, (though he gave t^poftles, Paftors and Teachers) ? 
*hoJe extraordinary Offices indeed feem to have been made neither ef 
nan, nor by man, bat by God immediately, &c> 

jinf. i, Hath he faid a word to prove that Rafters and Teach
ers are not ordinary Officers, contrary to the common judgment of 
the Church m all ages ? 2. Whether he mean IBifhops'} in the Da
tive Cafe, or the Acculktive,I know not. I f the later, let him fpeak 
out and fay, God gave not Bijhops. But how proveth he.that Pres
byters (and Bifiops)>are not Paftors or Teachers ? 3. The Text 
tells you, £phef.$. 14, 15, 16. that thefe offices were given for 
the continued ftated ufe of the Church: For the per feeling of the 
Saints, the work^ of the Miniftry, for the edifying the body of Chrift, 
till we all come in the unity of the faith, and the knowledg of the Son 
of God, to a perfeSb man,&c. W as this temporary ? 4. It feeros 
he/difclaimech Bifhops being made, in making Apoftles. 5. Chrift 
by his Spiritfn the Apoftles ordered the Churches. 

§ l6. P. 65. he faith, \_They never find any of thofe Officers 
to whom fuccejfion is at prefent pretended}made immediately by God,bttt 
by the intervention of men, &c.~\ 

Anj. Still deceiving confufion: T. Intervention is a word of 
fraud, and may fignifie only that aft which determineth of, and 
qualifieth the receiver •, and it may fignifie the Donation, or making 
of the office. I t is this that we fpeak of. 2. The Intervention of in
fallibly infpired men, commiffioned to deliver and record Chrifts 
own wil l , hath an efficiency inftrumental in making the office, in 
that the Spirit in them doth i t , and they do make inftrumentally 
the Charter or Law which giveth th- power} and Chrift doth 
what they did by his Commiffion and Spirit. I f you can prove that 
our -Diocefans have this Commiffion, fpirit and power, i f they 
write new Sacred Scriptures, or make new Sacraments, and 
Church-forms, and offices, we will obey them. But prove it well. 

3- Did any roan but Chrift fend forth the Seventy ? Yet 
moft Prelatifts hold, that thofe were the predeceflbrs of the Pres
byters. 

4. By 
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4. By this it feems he again denieth, that Chrifi himfelf i n -

frtuted the Order of Bishops, by making Apoftles. And i f 
fo, he will forely fhake his ftandingj for then they muft prove 
alh their, power from the Apoftles ( o r following perfons) in-
ftitutions, and not make them fuccctfbrs of the Apoftles own 
Office ( f o r they made not their own Office). And Dr Stil-
Ungftm thinks Here were no B^op > o r J ^ J P ^ V " £\ A ' 
poftles times , as D r . Hammond thinks of ^ ^ ^ ; P [ e s b

n ^ e

s : 
And i f Ghrifts Spirit in the Apoitlcs made not theie Offices 
(who made the Scripture, which is Gods Law), Idefpa.rof ieeing , 
i t proved, that any fince them were authorized to make triem. 
And i f men only made the Epifcopal and Presbyters Office, men 
may unmake them. 

f H A cafe put to me within-this hour, remindeth me, 
how much thefe men prefer Ordination, not only in t t fe l f , but 
in this circumftance of Prelatical uninterrupted foceffwn , be
fore Baptifm, which is our Chriftning. There are fom: godly 
Young men that have Communicated m the Lords Supper, that 
V X chlldLoi Quakers and Anabaptifts', fomt were never 
baptized, and fome know not whether they were, or nor , ana 
being born near Two hundred Miles hence, cannot learn or 
come to any certainty. The queftion i s , Whether thefe that 
have Communicated, fhouldyet be baptized ? which is to make 
Chriffian* of Chriftians ? Or whether the higher Sacrament do 
not eminently contain the lower, as making a man a Mr iop , 
containeth making him a Presbyter, and that containeth emi
nently his Deaconffiip (as fome fay) ? If they mud be baptized, 
yet, i t icnplieththe Nullity of their Sacramen al Communion be
fore : And if fo, Mr . DodmH muft confefs, that Prieftly exhi
bition, or inveftiture is null to an uncapable Sublet But 1 
think moft wil l fay , that he ffiould not be baptized, i t being 
done interpretatively. And if fo, is his Prelatical mode ot Or
dination more neceflary than actual Baptifm? Be fides, that (as 
is fa id j they make Lay-mens or womens baptizing iuffkient 
ad effis. And yet the Church of £ ^ / W p r o f e i T e t h , that only the 
Two Sacramens, Baptifaiand the Lords Supper, are generally ne-
cellary to falvation. 
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4- l 8 . Tag. <57?68. He would perfuade us that the Impofition of 
hands inOrdination fignifieth what he afferteth. But he giveth us 

- 'jptl 
theOwwr, "Donor, or efficient conveyer of the Holy Ghoft- But 
Gods will made the Impofition of the Apoftles hand, a conditional 
aft to qualifie the recipient to receive the Holy Ghoft immediate
ly from God, as the Texts before cited, and manv more prove. 
What if it be once faid that T«J 2fafr.<r T$v %%ipcc\i JCOV apf?. 
s-'oha? fi$f\<u ra livzvy.*. rb&yw^ when many other Texts ex
pound it ? It's w?ell known that <ft« fignifieth many other caufes, 
medium?, conditions, as well as efficient conveying caufes. Is i t 
like to, fignifie more here than in the Doctrine ol Juftification, 
when it is lb oft faid^that we are jaftified by faith? And yet faith 
there, is no efficient inftrumcnt conveying or giving us pardon and 
relative Juftification, but only a necefTary qualification of the Re
cipient (called by D r . Trifle, Caufa difpofuiva, which is part oi 
the MateriJis) upon which Gods Covenant immediately pardon-
eth and juftffieth the believer ; fo both there and here it is by or 
through the AcVof man, as a moral qualification of the Recipient? 
made a condition by God. 

$ 3 9 , After all this, the man cometh himfelf pag. 7^. t 0 

ftingu'fh of Qualifications neceffary to the being of the office, and to 
the well-being ; yea, and hath the face to fay, that I Ihould have 
dijlinguified them', as i f I had not ever done i t . Is it not an unpro
fitable toil to difpute with fuch men that will pretend that a cafe 
by me conftantly ftated was not dated, and then will long difpute 
himfelf for the unqualified without diftin&ion, and after all diftin-
guiffi in the fag-end ? This befeemeth not any man that will pre
tend to plead for truth. 

But yet he will not be over-liberal to us s he faith p. 13. AUtw 
skill that is requifie effentially, is only in general to know the benefits to 
be performed on Gods part, and the duties to be promt fed on mans, an 
the nature and obligation of Covenants in general; and the particular 
folemnities of Ecclefiajiical Covenanting. And of this how can any 
one be uncapMe, that is but capable of underfianSng the common deal-
inn of the world? A r 6 J Jnjv?> 
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Anf, 1 And yet muft we have Univerfitics Y and muft the Holy 

Ghoit be given by the Bifhops for this?-And is there, any need to 
open the Bible to know it? and mult fo much riches and honour 
maintain this much? and all be damned Schifmaticks that turn to 
better ? 

2 Set this q<nlifi-d Minittry and his great, veal to perfwadtf 
the Nonconformists to ceafe Preaching, and his Unchurching t h i 
Reformed Churches altogether-, and it's eafie to fee what this 
humble diligent man is labouring for. 

I. Do not many millions underfiand the common dealings *} the 
worldtthit underftand not the Gofpel? The natural man receivein 
not ihe things that be of God, for they are fpirituatlv difcerned. 

4 Is not this a plain defi. n to let up a carnal Kingdom of igno
rant, vicious Clergymen, inch as ht. faith, Ron.*, nutner 
arei.orcanbefubjea to Gods Law, inftead of a r,o!y CataoiicK 
Church and Communion of Saints ? and to make Mahometans 
think that they are Saints in comparifon of us, and that Chi Ufians 
are an unholy fort of men? , 

5 . Either he include-h all that is mceffary to the things named 
by him, or not. If not, then Mr Vriefimufl know the bene fits of bods 
Covenant, without knowing what God isy or that Chrifi v> the lurcha* 
fir, ^enanter, &c. I f yea, ('which I doubt not he wil l (ay) then, 
Ovphat an excellent body of Theology is included in thefe few general 
words! Then he mutt .know all thole Attributes of God and his Re
lations to man, by which he is laid to be our God. He muft know 
all the neceiTary articles of faith, about the Perlon of Chrift , as 
God and man in two Natures andonePerfon,bis Incarnation,Birth, 
Life, Sufferings, Death, Burial 1 his Doftrine, his Merits, his 
Remrreaion, Afcenfion, Glory, IntercefTion, Kingly and Pro-

\ phetical office, and L f t judgment, and Glorious Kingdom. He 
mull know what Covenant God formerly made, and man broke ; 
and what fin, origins! and a&tlaf, and what curfe and condemna
tion followed on mankind- And Oh how many great and myfteri-
ous things are contained in Gods Covenant-benefits! Our Union 
with Chrift, Reconciliation, Juftification, Adoption, San&ificati-
o n ; The Doftr ineof the HolyGhof t as the Third perfen in the 
Trinity, and as the Infpirer of Prophets and Apoftles, and Inditer 
and confirmer of the Scriptures, and the Witnefs ot Chrift , and the 
Tanaifier and Comforter of the Elea, belid.:sRe&rre&ion, Glo
rification, &c. And what a deal is contained in rnans.neceflary qua-

H lification 
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nature and ufe of the Sacraments themfelves ? And is all this fuch a 
froal] or eafie matter as he teems to intimate ? 

6. But hath he yet proved that a true Minifter of Chnft hath 
no neceflTary work but thus to adminiftes Sacraments? I will yet 
believe, 2 Tim. 4-. 1,2. that he miiit preach the Word in feaion, 
out of feafon, reprove, rebuke, exhort, partly to convert the 
unconverted, partly to confirm and guide believers *, arid that the 
people fhooid ask the Law at his mouth as being the meflenger of 
the Lord of Hofts. And that the very effence 01 his office is to be 
a Minifter under the Teaching, Vriefliy a r , d Ruling office of 
Chrift . 

7. And i f he had proved that a forry Prieft hath all that is elTen-
tial to his effice, that proveth not that Imuft take him for my Pa-
ftor, no not though the Diocefan command me. Souls are more 
worth than to be wilfully made.the Prieftsand Prelates merchan
dize. It a man have ail tffential to a Phy fician, and no more, I will 
not truft my life to his skill, which is lefs than my foul, though 
the Biffiop bid me. I f a woman have all that's effential to a woman, 
he is a fool that will take her for his wife, becauie the Btlhop bids 
him, i f (he have no more. The Priefts that the Pope fent from Italy 
into England that could fpeak no Englijh, knew what you mention 
perhaps. But it's necclTavy alfo that the P*ftor teach all this know-
ledg to all the flock, which is not done with1 faying a few" words; 
This man minds me of th* faying of an A theiftical Ph, fic.an, w*« 
needs there all this Vreaching and fur J / can tell them all in thrc 
words, but thinK WW, and fay well, and do well. Dr . Say well, 
and Mr Dodwll that at e fo much lor our filertce, -fcem to h e w -
near to this mans mind. But faith St. J M Who is fluent jor thej* 

T Yet this fort of men that can accept of fo little of God in the 
Prieft ' io be it they will but be ruled by the Prelate (who I iuppoic 
need adejje be no wifer or better bimfelf in their opinion) are he 
rigideft filencers and excommunicator, of others the wdeft -mi 
hoiieft Paftors and Chriftians, as Schifmaticks, or He retCKS, * 
they obey not the Diocefan in every indifferent thing, 
their mind m what they decree h fuch odds is m their demands lor 
God, and for the Prelates. ,1 j 4 

He that doth but underf and the common dealings tfthe*or "\k 

capable of laying over the Liturgy of the Sacrament •, and a » ^ 
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knowledg, and no honefty or piety, may ferve a& effe, But i f the 
Councils of Prelates, yea or his fingte Diocefan command him ne
ver fo many things as indifferent, which the poor Prieft-feareth are 
per jury, lying, faffe worihip, or other heinous fins, he is to be 
Excommunicated from Chriftian fociety, and caftoutof the Mfi-
niftry,and as a Schifmatick not only to be filenced, but to be dam-
ned, i f f u c h a s M r . 5 j y ^ a n d M r . Z > ^ / / , and their Matters be 
to be believed. 

$. 40. But faith he, P. 74. How can they prove that Preaching 
is at all any efftntial part of the Office * &c. hvhwMHA& 

^ n f I From Chrifts own praaice, and ^ c o m m . ^ o thofe 
whom he called and lent, and from thur - F aa ice a,c, th , Holy 
Gholts determination by them, M*.*. H> & l o - \ " ' 
Mar. i 4 , ,8. e ^ . H - LOt, * 

& 10.42. Rom, 10. 8, IO, 14, 15. * * & | \ 9 ^ % 2o- 7 / ^ , 

to theend. Phil. f . 17, 18. 1 » * ^ d o y o u find that 
i £ i r . i . 2 i . 2 Ttm. 2. 2,'24 Tit. 2. 3. W h e r e d . ft 

ever any one in the New Teftament was ordained a Mais Pnelt, 
Sacrament Prieft, and not a Teacher ? c arrament was 

2. When did ^ou prove that aaual gwing 
effential to a Bifcop or Presbyte, ? not only ; Paa haptitew, 
but many Panfih-Prkft. leave that work to 
Bilhops leave both the Sacraments to their C h . ^ P ^ ^ . ^ X h a d 
inppofe you know that in the ancient Churches one Ailerony_ naa 
dually a Biftiop with many Presbyters and Deacons 5 and ulually 
the Bifhop did both preach and celebrate the Eucharift? Can you 
prove that the reft did any oftner celebrate than preach i 

3. But i f vou are willing, you mayeafily know that we WNC 
Preaching to have mere modes than making a fet Sermon in trie r u i 
pit. The Presbyters of old were all Preachers; Sometimes m trie 
Pulpit when the Bifhop or chief fpeaker was abfent, lick or requi
red it •, Sometimes to fmaller parties in Houfes or Chappels, 
or leffer meetings *, fometime by conference, as Chrift preached to 
the Woman, J oh- 4. And i f you think otherwife, yet I am con
fident by experience, that i t is an eafier thing, and reqyireth Ids 
skill to make a Pulpit ftudied Sermon, than to deal convincingly m 
conference with particular perfons that need our teaching. And a 
man may learn to fay Mafs or Liturgies, that hath no tolerable fit* 
nefs to teach, H 2 4* But 
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rU L 1 S ^ " , f t r a n § e S U e f t i o n "> a>k> prove that 
Preachy that u, Teaching,* at all ejfential to their Office}As i f you 
ftould ask, How we prove that Teaching is effential to a SchooL-

fcetrl^ W h a t C a n take'the Office to 
E c f c n " ^ N«tr . r rChr i (b Apoftles, nor the 
Teachino rh^e^r P -n d a n y t o S l v e Sacraments without 
leaching, (however Paptfts make the efilnce of the Piiefthood to 

be in the power of making the bodv arH K U i r x ? 
n n i h r v f r ! ^ o t P tK <r DOG y and blood of Goo.) Nay, how 
can they celebrate trie S l ! f raroenrs without Preaching or Teaching 2 
Can they jufily baptize the-adulr, and not teach Them t h fg rea ' t 
Articles of the Creed which they muft profefi? and the greafand 
many dutits to be dene ? and the great and many benefits to be re-
' Z l u rU n d

A

d 0 t ! J ^ V h m u k ^ C h 3 f m a i l a n d ^ ™ " e r to teach 
men all the Artie e* of the Creed, the fenfeof the Lords prayer, 
the ien Commandments, and the nature of the Sacrament of Bap-
tihn, and the Lords-fup ?er ? It may be he wiil fay,that i t is fome 
other 'Reaching that h, m-aneth. But He Ipeaketh to me, who (in 
the hewing of Dr. Warmftrie, and of Mr. Th. Baldwin, who is yet 
living) oio offer B.ftop Morley when he forbad me to preach in his 
Dioais to promilc hirn to preach only the Cnechifm-I ?cftrine, 
cn Lapti.ro, the C a d , the L o r d s . p r a y e r , the Ten Command
ments and the Lords lupper, Archbifhop Vjher in his Sermon 
before K i n g o n i f i f / 4 i- boldly .ffiirneth, That let the 
learned!? of ihem all try it when they ^ i[J> they ftjj find that it 
requireth greater skill to open to the ignorant intelligibly thefe 
Cat^'chifm common truths^ than to handle points of controverted 
School-Divinity." AI 

. £ 4 1 . It may be obj #cd, 1 Cor. 12. Arc all Teachers ? and 
Rom. 12. He that teacheth on teaching. 

Anf. \i\ evident that Teachers or ppi iors are there put for 
iomee -i-im-nily gifted abav/ others inopening and defending found 
D :arine, and not for ajj Teachers in general. For Exhortation is 
diftinguifhed from i t , which, yet is the greateft part of moft Ser
mons Paul was the chic f̂ Speaker, yet Barnabas was a Teacher, 
we are more than he is, for many Minifters in each Church,where 
the chief Speaker ft all ufuslly preach 5 but the other asaffiftants in 
their time and place, and not to be rneerSscramenters. 

$.42. His 
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$.42- His next recolleclions run all upon fuch intimated or cx-
prelTed untruths rneerly forged by him contrary to my copious 
Explications, and againft the rules of common henefty, that I wi l l 
notlofe my own and the Readers time in particular anthers to 
them. He would perlwade the Readers that 1; ff i :m that power im° 
mediately rejitlts from gifts, who never had fuch a though:, but fay-
i t neither refulteth from them, mediately nor immediately. This 
dealing is fo grofly falfe,that it is neither credit to hiscufe nor him. 
Would he make men think that 1 take him to have mofl 'authority, 

rJ or power,that hath the beft gifts ? As if the wileft and beft man 
W ^ had right to the Grown or Courch power ? I f copious dilcouries 

to the contrary wi l l not hinder fuch bufic difputers from luch mhu« 
mane flinders,' a-e they meet to be difputed with ? I have over ana 
over laid that, i . Gifts, or the beft abilities. 2, And c ue eleclion 
or approbation of the Ordainers. j . And the peoples ekaion and 
content, all fet together,do but make up the Qjalifican ̂ n or Re-, 
ceptive difpofition of the Recipient. 4- Yea, and his conlent con
joined ; arid that where all theie in the neceflary degree concur,., 
the power refulteth to that c pableperfon from none or them ail, 

' but immediately trom God, Law, which is his inftrument giving 
power to perfonsfO qualified. And that befidesall thefe, MimiteriaL 
Invtftiture for Orders fake, when it may be had, ftiould introduce 
him into polfeffion \ vea,and the Magiftr&te muft be judg whom 
he will countenance, protect or tolerate. But the cafe of Ordina
tion and Inveftiture are neccfTary only where they may be tod law
fully, and without crofTiog their end,!, as facrifce was compared: 
with mercy,md the Reft of the Sabbath compared to works of cha
r i ty and ncceffity. 

$.43, And as it is the trick of fuch dealers, p. S i. he muft. 
have Goverhours to do his work , and therefore muft not leave 
out that which may make us odious to them*, but tells men,, 
that our Hypothecs is unreconcilable with government in this life, 
in that it permits perfons to affume Authorityy and to extend it a$. 
far as they thth\ fit, by appealing to Writings againft the fenfe-
of all the vifible authority of this life. 

Anf 1. But f this Hypothecs be none of his Adverfanes, but 
come nut of tht Meal-Tub, or lorge of Inventers* what fhall fucb, 
men be called ? 

2 W c 
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2. We permit no perfon to affume Authority, But Writings 

are not fo contemptible to us in companion of that which you 
take to be all the vifible Authority of the Churcb. It is your 
Richard Hooker that faith, that the Law maketh the King"and 

g T \ u m e a ^ r c t h hi* p w « \ and that it's ufurpation which 
cmgeitb no mans Confcteme, when power is taken, and uftd 
wmcn trie Law never gave. What I think of this, I have elfe-
wnere (hewed. The Statutes are not fo contemptible in this 

ru » / - g r ? a t L r y e r s t h i n k t h e Y fflay be appealed to from 
vifiblc Rnlers in everal caies. And you tnuft talk at other rates 
w i r ^ r - n ^ u V " , y°ur^iQ™ fallacious Vagaries, before 
wile Chriftians will believe that we may not appeal from Pre
lates to the written Word of God, when the power ufed by 
them is juftly qucftioned. I f not , how came the Reformed 
Churches to juftifie their Reformation? Was a not by appeal
ing to Scripture againft the vifible Church Rolen, that were com
monly againft them ? Were not Popes, Councils, Prelates, and 
Wiefts again!! them, for the far greater! part ? Did it overthrow 
all Government of the world to appeal from thefe to the Scrip
ture ? 1 hereby undertake to prove, that neither Popes, Pre
lates, or Priefts, have any Church-Authority , bur what God 
hath given them by his Word And is it not then necefTary 
to- try it by that Word ? Mult we take their own words for 
all that Popes , or Prelates claim ? And it will put the Pope 
and Council hard to i t , to prove any Authority from God, 
if the Scripture do not give i t them : And i f i t give i t them, 
i t may give i t others. 

§. 44. An^i when all's done, we are far from granting, that 
we have lefs to fhew for our lucceffion from the Apoftles, than 
Popes «r Diocelans have. 

1 We are it re that we have the fame Baptifm, Eucharift, 
Creed, Lords Prayer, Decalogue, and Scripture, delivered down 
f^orn the Apcfties; 2. We arefure that we have a Minif t ryof 
l ' , c ' " s i r , e j)(cies which Chrift and his Spirit m the Apoftles 
inft^Lted. ^ We know that cur Churches, and W o r f t i i p , 
and Do&rine, are the fame that ate defcribed, and fetled by 
die Apoiiks, 4. We know that our prefent Minifters are qua
lified a* >tbe Apefties required.. 5. And'that they are Elccled, 
or conlenfed to by the Flocks, as the Apoftles required. 6. And 

that 
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that they have as good an Ordination, and Invcfijturc, ; the 
Apoftles ever made necefTary to the Minif try : That is, 

i . They have the Approbation of fenior Paftor?, and many of 
them of Diocefans. Al l that were put into any places by the 
Parliament, when the bifhops were down , were to have the 
Wefiminfter AfTemblies Approbation under their hands. And 
that AfTembly , as called , confifted of many Diocefans, with 
many (core grave Eminent Divines, though the Diocefans were not 
actually prefent. And a figned Approbation, and Allowance, 
hath the EiTence of all that is of abfolute neceffity in Orduu-
tion. 

2. They were Ordained by true Bifhops. i . Ail true Pref-
byters are Epifcopi and joy;n in Ordination here m Eng-
gUnd. 2 The chief Paftors of City-Churches .having C u 
rates under them, are Epifcopi Eminentes wl Prtfides, iucJj jas-
Ordained for above Two hundred years after the: Apoftlc , 
And i. Thechofen Prefidents of « % ^ t ^ ° g ' n 
But all thefe concurred in t £ N o n c o n ^ 
the Diocefans were down- They were Ordained at, aneTby a 
Synod of Presbyters in fome great Town, or Ci ty , where the 
Moderator, and the chief City-Paftors were part, 

a. Many of th^rn were Ordained by ^ocefans 
i . Many Ordained, as aforefaid, were ^ ^ ^ f ^ 

ocefans, fome by Impofition of Hands , and ail by Word , or 
Writ ing- , for ArchbiOhop V(hcr did in my hearing by Word 
and in Wri t ing more publickly declare his opinion of= fuch Pref-
byters Ordination as valid r though he excukd not fuch as ck-
pofcd the Diocefans from the guilt of SchiLn) v and fo did the 
many other Bifnops, whom I formerly cited i yea, even 
croft himfelf. And fureiy aU this hath all that is effential to 
Ordination. , 

5. And we know that fuch a Miniftry hath continued to pro. 
pagate the Church and Gofpel in the world fince the ApoMcs. 
days. 

But we confefs, 1. That we cannot prove, that fuch_ Mini~ 
fters have ftill fucceeded in the fame Towns. 2. Nor that no 
one, from whom their Ordination came down from the Apo-
fries, did pretend to have Orders, cr Authority when he had 
none. 3. Or that no one of them in \66o years was an He-
retick, or a Schiftnatick, or a Papift. 4. 0 r t b a t n o o n e . ° r " 

dained 



Gained in wrong words/ 5. Or that no one Ordained contra
ry to the Canons, out of his own iimits, or without three Bi 
fhops, or without the Presbyters 6. Or that no Competi
tors were Ordained by fcveral Bifhops. Mr. Dodmll is a great 
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 prove, and have 
proved, 1. Thar, our Diocefans are not of the fame fpecies with 
thofe of old. 2 That the Apoitles did not make them. 1 

"think Mr , Dodwttl will fay, that the Presbyters firft made them 
by confent ( the Children begot the Fathers ). 3. And Dr. 
Hammond will defend i t , that there is no certainty, that any 
Subject Presbyters were made by the Apoftlesm Scripture- tirr.es. 
So that the very [pedes of their Clergy hath no fuch fncceffion, as 
diftincT from ours. 4- And he that will read the Church-Hiftory, 
and Councils, declaring the multitude of doleful intercifions in 
Eaft and Weft by Herefies, the Patriarchs of Alexandria, Antioch, 
Conflantinoplt, Jerufalem and Rome, and moft of the chief Seats of 
Bifhops, having been judged Hereticks, Simoniacks, or no Bifhops 
by General Councils *, yea, Roman Biftiops judged fome.of them 
-Infidels, and Diabolical by the Councils of Conftance Bafil^ &c. 

I fay, he that knoweth this Hiftory, muftknow, that the Dioceftns 
that from thefe derive their fuccelTion, have certainly had fre
quent and notorious intercifions, 

§ 46. And this leads me to another part of Mr." Dodmll\ 
work '. viz.. his proof that ^id<tn and Finanmre Fifiops. As if 
this had been a great part of his Caufe, Such diverting noife 
is a gre:?t part of the art of deceiving, Bee ule I had faid, 
that \Au^n and Finan were not Bifhops, but Presbytery that 
is when they ca ne out of Scotland into Northumberland, 1 ap
prehended that fome mm of his genius and defign, would be 
willing to mi lake me, and therefore Printed an Explication of 
the Word* .in the end of my firft Anfwer to Dr« StillingHeet. 
But Mr. D would have men think that I fiffef', that they 
were n -v e r mule and called Bifhop; at all •, and that I read 
not Bed.%, from whom alone (near Five and Thirty years 
r O i toot almoft all that I affert concerning them. Let the 
t j J Rea-
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Reader fee my forefaid Explication. U Mr* Dodwell will give us 
more than noife and [Rift about this matter : 

K Let him prove that it was Diocefan Bifhops that Ordained 
thefe Scots before they came intoEngland, when Beda faith they 
Were lent from thofe Monafteries that were ruled by Presbyters, 
and which would not fo much as eat or communicate with the %o~ 
»*an Bifhops. 

2 - Let him prove that any Bifhops in England Confeef atecl 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 Diocefan Bifhops 
of our /pedes : When 1. they had no Presbyters at firft under 
them, and therefore ruled none, and had but one Congregation 9 
for one man can be but in one place at once. 2. Their Church in 
•Lindhfarne was not made of ftone, but of wood, covered or 
thatcht with reeds, and they are not faid to have any other Church 
under them. They went indeed to preach all over the Coun
t r y , 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 dif t inft 
6rder from Presbyters. 5, A t a' Synod (Bed, c. 25.) we find no 
more but the King and his Son, and Hilda a woman- Abbefr, and 
three or four of this fort of Bifhops, (far below our Ordaining 
City-Presbyters and their Synods. J 

But unlearned men that value Books by intereft and preconcei
ved opinions^ may think that by fuch talk M r . Dedwrtl hath ddrie 
fome great matter. 

$-47- But (faith he, p. 8 1 , 82J Our Hypothecs obliging iriferi-
our Governours to prove their title to their office, and the extent of it, 
from the intention of their fupream Governours, does oblige all to a 
ftrict dependance on the fupreme vifible power, fo as to leave no place 
for appeal concerning the practice of fuch Government (which as it lafts 
only for this life,f0 it ought not to admit of difputes more lafting than' 
*ts practice), &c. * 

sfnf Alas for the poor world and Church that will be cheated 
•at fo grofs a rate ! 
. ii Did you not knew that the grand error that Proieftants 

.cnarge Papijis wi th , is the afTerting or any fuch thing as a fupreme 
vifible power over the Church unmrfal be fides Chrifi. And d id you 
think that your roteingover the name to them that deny the thing, 

1 would 
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would make a wife man change his Religion ? 

2, By your Hypothefis then no man can prove his title to his 
Office, who either believeth not that there is any fuch univerfal Su
preme, or that knoweth not who it is ( I know no Competitors but 
the Pope, and General Councils, unlefs the Patriarch of Conftanti-
nople be one.) 

3, And he that knoweth not the Intention of this Supreme power, 
is (till unable to prove his office. 

4, And he that knoweth,the intention of the Ordaining Dioce-
f3n,is never the better if he'know not the intention of the Supreme. 
And what if the intention of the Supreme,and of the Diocefan are 
contrary? 

5, But by your Hypothecs the Governours may alter the very 
[pedes of the Priefthood as they pleafe and what ever God faith 
of it in his Inftitution or Law, it mult be to us no other in kind or 
extent, than the Governours intend, i f they fay, I ordain thee to 
baptize, but not to teach y or to do both, but not to celebrate the 
Lord^-Sjpper j or to do that, but not to pray or praiieGod y or 
not toufe'the Keys of the Church, our power is limited accor
dingly \ Then i f rhe Prelates make Mafs-Prieft% their intention 
is the meafure 6f their power. Anfwer the Papifls then that ask? 

Was it ever the intention of the Pope and his Prelates, that the 
Englifi Bifnopsfhould difclakn the Pope, or theMafs, or reform 
without them as they did ? • . 

6 See rg the Engli(h Bifhops, by you, derive thcir^fucceffion 
from P W L , a n d Ju^jne, and » not the Church of 
^ the f i t t e f t j udgof the extent of their power,,as knowing 
their own intentions? Nay, i f they were fo blind as to intend 
them power to pull down themfdves, may they not recall i t ? > 

7 Did ever Proteftant preach this Doarine, That there ts no 
JUirom the fapreme Prelate,,* God? O dreadful! what may 
mScome to ? and what error fo great that a former may not in
troduce? Difgrace not the Church of England^ much as thus to 
i n n a t e ' that they fet up themselves fo as that there is no appeal to 
S c ^ t u r X or G 3 himfelf from them ? God hath commanded 
Preaching, Praying, Eraife, Baptifm, t h e

t

L ^ s f j ^ 0 ^ 
aflemblicf, &c[ i f the fupreme Prelates interdift and forbid au 
thefe, is there no appeal to God ? I have told you how much A / 
ben Grofihead abhor'd this Doftrine, and fo told Pope Innocent tne 
^ V\ hat abfolutc blind obedience to Prelates is this I 
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8. And what a reafon brings he, That the practice lafieth only 

for this life, and therefore,&c ? Doth any of our actions here laft 
longer than while they are doing ? Praying, Praife, Sacraments, 
obeying the King, doing good to the poor, &c. and fo fwearing, 
cHirfing, 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 ? 

p. And what did the man mean when he faid, That it ought not 
to admit of difputes more Ufiing than its practice. Is this the rate of 
thefe mens wife difputations ? i . A murderers praaice may be dif-
puted at the AfTiz?si when his aft is paft. 2. Shall not all the a f t i -
ons of men in this world be examined and judged of by Chrift 
hereafter ? What ? no men judged according to their works,or for 
any thing done in the body ? 3. Or did he mean that God wi l l 
juftifieusfor any Villany that we ff ial ldoin obedience to the Su
preme Clergy ? .4. Or did he think that by appealing to God* 
judgment, we challenge them there to difpute with us ? What to 
make of this mans demonftrations, little do 1 know. 

$.43. He adds, P. 82, For how fallible fever they may be con
ceived to be in expounding Scripture, yet none can deny them to be the 
no ft certain, as well as the moft competent Judges of their own tn-

¥ tentions. 
<^4nf. 1. That's true. And i f their intentions may make Do

ctrine, Worfhip, and Priefthood, what they pleafe, i t much con
cerned us that they conceal not their indentions! But I would I 

o* knew whofe intention this muft be ; whether the fupreme Clergies, 
4 or the Ordainers ; and what to do i f divers mens intentions differ j 

and what bounds are fet to their intentions *, and how many hun
dred forts of Priefts Doftrine or worfhip they may make. 

2. You touch their fallibility tenderly, as a thing that fome may 
conceive. But it feems let them never fo falleiy expound Scripture, 
their own intentions ftill fhall prevail againft all the word of God ? 
I would you would anfwer Dr . Stillingfieet\ Rational Account, 

m, j which confuteth you. 
n 

4p> He proceeds, As certainly therefore as God, hath made Us 
If Church a vifible faciety, and confiituted a vifible Government in it, fo 

certainly it is to be pre fumed that their Hypotheps muft be falfe, &c-
*sinfi 1. Trifle not at this deceiving rate with plain men that 

• I 2 love 
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love the light. I f .by a vif.bh Society with a vifible Government, yon 
mean (as we have great reafon to think), With a vifible Government 
ever it be fides .Ckrifl, do not thus as Mr . Thorndi^e and other* of 
you do, go on to beg i t , and build vaft ftiudhires on i t , , but prove 
it to m and we will yield prove to me that the Vniverfal Church is 
a.Society that muft have one viable fupre me Government under Chrift, 
and 1 here declare to you,that 1 will turn Papifl prefently, and will" 
not,wrangle againft any man for calling'me a *Papift'( though I may 
r.otcwa,all that Popes fay and do, as thofe do that Grotm called 
Papijh.). \ will not talk with Bifhop Gunning of A Collegium Ta-
ftorum% governing all the Chnftian worid per liter** formatas\ nor 
be fo moderate as thofe trench Papifts that make an Vniverfal Count 
«/./which never was,nor ever muft be., the fupreme Church-power. 
I w;ill prefently be for the Pope, though not as abfolate. But why 
anfwer you not what we have fa id againft it I particularly my Ser
mon in the Morning-LccTur.s againft Popery. 

2. But if by a vifible power in the Church, ,you mean not one over 
the Church, the Independents deny it not , while every City hath 
its proper Mayor, (and fo every Church its Paftor) it is a vifible 
power in the Kingdom, but not over it as a Kingdom. Ai l the Jufti-
ces of Peace arevifible powers, in the Kingdombut not Supreme, 
nor as one Ariftocracy over the whole. 

Seeing alt my diffent from Popery, and from you, is founded in 
ray judgment agzmft. any one.univerfal Supreme beftdes Chriji,(M.o-
narch, Ariftocracy, or Democracy, 1 ferioufly intreat you to 
write your ftrongeft arguments on that fubjetT to convince me, 
and anfwer what I haveTaid to Mr. Johnfon, and you may fpare 
all the reft of your labour as to roe. This wil l do all. 

$. 50. P. 8 j . He adds, How can fubjecls preferve their due. 
Subordination to their Superiors if they pratlice differently ? and 
while they defend their practices, and pretend Divine authority for^ 
them.,? 

Anf. 1. As the three Gonfefifcrs did, Dan. 3. and as Daniel did, 
Dan. 6. and a? the Apoftles did, AH. 2 & 3. & 4- And -as all the 
Bifhops and Churches did for three hundred years. And astheOr-
thodjo* did under Valens, Conftantine, Tbeedofw junior, Mafia* 
fix, Philippic-m} &c* 

2 • They may defend it by proving,jthat there is a God, who is. 
fupreme, and that there is no power hut of him, and none agamft 

him 7 


