: ot EFoqy
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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_him;. and that man isnot God, and therefore hath no power but :
. limited 5 and that to difobey vfurpation, is not to difobey power;
and that God muft be obeyed before man. - N '
3+ This is high language, and bar(h to Proteftant and Chriftian . ¥
ears, What! areyou fcrious ? Mult none in Rowe, Izaly; Spain, }
France, ¢¢. praQile contrary to.their Governouss 2. mor in Turky
neither? Nor in China, Fapan, ¢c? Isit unlawful to read the Scrip- #
ture, to pray, to-worfhip God, to be baptized, to profefs ‘our e
felves Chriftians, to fpeak agood word, ordoa good deed, tofeed -
our Children,or relieve our Parents, @r¢. if Governours forbid us'?
This is far worfe than to forbid the Scriptureina known tongue,\yf S
Wwhen we know it, we muft not obey itif Governours forbid us,
nor {o much as plead Divine _Anthority for doing .wha't ‘G‘ods'mprd
commandethus 2 Is Gods authority fo contemptiblein comparifon
of Prelates. Or doth it fo little concern us, as that we may not fo
much as plead it for any praQice forbidden us by fuperiours ? This
Dogtrine muft needs fartle a Chriftians heart. It’s far unlike Bi~
- fhop Bilfens of fubjedtion, and fuch others. If you re’ally&rgean _Teias s .
that whatever God -commandeth us in Scripturey We m ?‘nénc_ !
of it if the Governours forbid us, or elle we o‘ve_rthrovs_r‘ﬁ .bho;
vernments, fpeak it out, and proveit 3 but Chnf’clz_ms Wi ha\ t‘x}is 2 )
it:~And yet this fame man calleth the Martyrs Saints, when bis |
3;;gumgnt makes them rebels. W. Fohnfon would not have talkeoat ;
this rate, . : i LT a5

e

§. s1.- And I 'would fain know 5 whether he that firlk faith,
that it fubverteth all Government, and after nameth [ fupreme o »
‘Church-Government ] do really mean it of all, or of Church=' - 1
g”f”"' ument iny ? : ‘ ; . 3
1. If of all; the man is no Papift, 1 will gratifie him to pro-: ' >
claim it; for he is no Chriftian. He that thinks that men muft ]
not. plead Gods Authority for doing any thing different from- ,
the wills of Turkifp, Fewifb, or Heathen Govemo_urs,'ﬁlt’dv 5
no_Chriftian: No, -nor if he had confined this power to0 Chri«
ftian Governours. Sy '

2. But if he mean ‘it only -of Church-Governorrsy hOYV- come:*
they to have fo abfolute .a power -more than Civil Magxﬂr.atgs?
May we plead Gods Authority againft 3 King, ;and not againft-
the Prelates ? What proof was ever given of this 2" Then the :
Prelates is far above the Kings: Then the Prelage is an abfolute :
Goyérnour of the King himfelf, - : o

/
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Let Kings and Parliaments but underftand thefe men, and we
“fear not their deceits. Are they willing to give over all wor-
- thip of God, and confeffing Chrift, and all duties of Religion,

Juftice, or Charity, if the fupreme Clergy will but forbid them?.
- See I befecch you, worthy Country-men, what fort of men and
_Dodirine you have to do with. ~ :

9- 52. And why doth the man talkk only again®t different pra-
tice 2 Doth he not know, that Government commanderb duty,
% well as forbiddeth the contrary 7 s not Omiffion againft Go-
- Yernment as well as Commiffion ? 1f the King command Taxes,
Military fervice, ee. may we difobey, and call it Paffive obe-
dience ? What if the Bifhops only forbid us to confeis Chrift,
%0 come to Chorch, to Pray, to give Alms, to do any good-?
May we forbear, fobcit we do not the contrary ? Doubtlefs if
- Gods Word and Authority may -not be pleaded for any duty
-?Vhlch God commandeth, and the Prelates forbid » Meither may
it be pleaded for the Omiffion of any Villany commanded by
~Prelates (no, not Inquifition, Torments, or Maffacres ), which'
. God forbids. But this man hath the Gramatical skill to call
Oviffive dbedience by the name of Paffive.

~ 4. 53. It% like he will next fay, that 1 make odiows Juppofiti-
. onsy That the [upreme Church-power may command any Villanses, and
forbid Chriftian dutics. v
ednf. L I defpair of gettingany of thefe defignersto tell me,
which is the Supreme Univerfal Church-power, fo as to be well
underftood. I never heard of any pretenders but Pope, and Ge-
ncral Councils, and as Bithop Guning holds, the Colledg of all
_.the Bifhops in the world. And certainly Pope and Councils have
fet up Herclies, and decreed even the exterminating of all that
will not dif-believe all their fenfes, and deny Bread to be Bread,
and Wine to be Wine. They have decreed depofing Kings, ab-
folving Subje&ts from their Allegiance adoring Images, e,
And what is it that yet they may notdo? If they fay with Pe- -
tery If all men deny thee, I will not 5 how fhall 1 know that they
{2y true? Doth not the Church of England tell us, that Councils
‘have erred, ge?
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$-'54. And be not thefe very honeft Sons of the Church of
€ ngland, that affirm it irreconcilable to Government, to alledg Di- -
vine A uthority of émy different prattises, without exception, and - - 5
at the {fame time to Sublcribe to Are. 21, 10. 6. 18. of the
ﬁ‘ﬁcffﬂcy'ﬂf Scripture. That the Churches of Jerufalem, Alex- :
andria, Antioch, Rome, have erred in matrers of Faith 5 Thae ‘ 4
the Church may not Ordain any thing comtrary to Gods Written i
Word : That General Councils may ere, and have erreds and that =
things Ordained by them, as necefary to [alvation, have neither 4
Strength, nor Authority unlefs it may be declared, that they are
zaken out of the holy Scripture: And thofe are accurfed thatpre-
Jume to [ay, thar every man may be faved by the Law, or Se& -
which he profeffeth. And why oet, if he muft do all that the
Governours require, or nothing divers to them? ,

6. 55. My Reafon forbids me to trace fuch a Wiriter as this

any furthers: To tell men of every vain Harangus, an_d confident - <
difcourfe, that’s full of grofs error, of falfe report, is work un- ; \
worthy of time and labour 5 butl will a little more open the Coar

¥ : (o : g B e S 5 |
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- Wherein dr.Dodwell's deceits, and the danger of them do
- confiit.

$. 1. AS to his Method of difputing, that you.may dete&

: his fallacies, he hath got this abfurd ptetence, p. 90
That there is but one [enfe of all Terms, which Canfes oblige men
26 meany, and that every one_ought to know, who prerends to have -
skill in (anfes. '

Anf. Would you have thought that ever a man {hould pub-
lickly ufe fuch a Cothurmus among the Learned ? What a man
is obliged to mean, is one thing, and what he doth mean is ano-
ther.  And is there amy one that knoweth what humane Lan-

guage is, that kaoweth not that almoft all words have various = -
o ﬁﬁgm— e
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- fignifications ? ‘Doth he not know by how good reafon the Schools

~ as much ignorance in him not to underftand me, as in me not to un-

' Grand Impofture, B{fop Bilfon, Dr. White, Dr. Whitaker, Dr. -

“as they call the Catholick 2 And is this the bold and happy Dif-

D6 ~ 5

eblige Difputants, firlt to explain their Terms ? And.what need
there is of Definition to explain them ? He inftanceth in the words
Bifbops, and the Church of England 5 And might have added,
the Catholick Church. And doth he not know that it is the fpecies of
Bifhops that we differ about ? and will the general name here ex-
plain each parties fenfe? When we are for one fort of Bifhops,and
againft another ? And isit not fuch fraud as fouls thould not be abu-
{ed by, torefufe wilfully to defive the.Epifcopacy that he meaneth,
and then plead that all hould underftand him ? And why is it not

derftand him, whea I ufediftin& explication, which he obftinately
refufeth? . v .

.. Add doth not Dr, Stillingfleer’s cafe fhame what he faith of the
Church of England, who was hardly brought to explain it, and at
laft denicth the very being of the Churchiin Mr. Dodwell’s fenfe ?
which of you was to blame to meddle with the Word -till you had
skill in Canfes, to underftand it without a Definition ?

- And dothnot Dr. Stillingfleet take it as the Introduétion of Po-
pery, to hold a Conftitutive Regent Church-Government, Na-
tional, or Catholick? and fo he, and Mr. Dsdwell mean not the
fame thing by the Church Catholick. (nor Bifhop® Guning, Mir.
Thorndike, or the Church of Rome, who are all for an Univer-
il humane Supreme power). And who is he that hath read Dr.,
Chulloners Credo Ecclef. (athol. Chillingworth, Bifhop <M ortons

Sutliffe, Bithop Andrews, Bithop Carlton, &c. Chamier, Sadeel,
Melanéthon, Bucer, &c. who knoweth not that the Papifts and
Proreftants, by the name of the Catholick. Church, do mean fe-
veral thinge, and that we deny the very being of any fuch Church

putant, that will fave the Schools andi World the labour of ex-
plaining Terms, and foreagreeing of the fenfe, and put men on .
difputing, where the. Subjeét is denied, and fill a Book with.te-_
dious confident Harangues, and then hide all the fraud by faying
that there is but one [enfe of all Terms, which Caufes oblige m. 70
mean s and that cvery one onght to Rrnow, who pretend to have Il{"”
in_Caufes # When the Caufe difputed is only managed by words, -
as they fignifie the minds of the Speakers about the real matterss

= : . : : A 4. 2
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¢.2. And as to the material fundamental difference between
Mr. Dodwel’siparty and us, it lyeth in thefe following things :
1. We totally differ about the nature of Gods Government of
man, ' :
II. And about the ufe of the Holy Scripture,and Gods Laws.
I, ‘About the nature and extent of all humane Government.
1V, About the form of moral good and evil, 5 :
V. About the effential form of the Catholick Churchs
VI. About Gods ordinary means of faving Grace. ’
/VIIL. About the ufe of Preaching.

“VIII. About the duty of worfhipping God in Sacred Alfemblics,
or the Communion of Saints. ’ , : ;
IX. About the difference of Apoftles, and the office of the Bi-
bps, : §
X. About the office of a Presbyter or Parifh-Paftor.
3“- dAbout the Neceffaries to Miniftry, Churches, Chriftianity,
and ordinary tstle to Salvation. s : %
e Anc? about the final ]udgment."lf all thefe be ht.tle tollerf
able differences, why may not we be tollerated ? If not, judg Rea=
der who they be that are intollerable, when you hear them plead
againft tolleration.

6. 3. 1. For the firfk, we judg that there isa God, who is the
Governour of the World by an univerfal Law, which is above all
humane Laws or will, and that he is the fountain of all power, and
there is none but what he giveth and limiteth, and that no man is
above him, nor hath true authority againft his Laws. L
_ But Mr. Dodwell faith, That st is irreconcileable to Government
nt his life, or todue fuberdination of [ubietks to fuperionrs,to prattice
differently, and defend it by presending Divine anthority, and appeal-
ing towritings, (Scriptuiss is our word by excellency fo called),
And fo God fhail be God, and be obeyed, if the Clergy pleafe.

are Gods Laws, indited and recorded by the Holy Ghoftto be the
firft obliging Rule of Faith, and hely living, which all men are to
beobedient to, before and againft all contrary Laws of men, But
Mr., Dodwell as aforefaid, alloweth no fuch prime obligation as will
Warrant an appeal to the Word of God, from the vifible Church-
overnours that contradidt it,

$.4. I, Astothe fecond, we fuppofe that the Holy Scriptures .‘

b5
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§ag. B And for the third,we fuppofe that all humane Powers

arederived from God, and have no authority butawhat he giveth -

them, and are more under him and his Laws, than the Juftices are
under the King and his Laws, and can oblige no man againft the

- Laws of God. But how far Mr. Dodwell thinksotherwife, you -

have heard. He faith notindeed that wemuft break Gods Laws, but
we muft not pretend them, or appeal ro.them againft onwr.Governonrs.

~ In charity 1 hope he meaneth no worfe, but that we muft take our

Rulersword er expofition, and judg nothing to be in the Scriptures -
contrary to their commands. And whether heigive them the fame -

- dominion alfo aver the Law.of Nature, let himtell you, Pauldif-

claimed dominion over mens faith, and the written Law of God.

§6. 1V, - And for the fourth, We takemoral good to be a confor=--
mity to Gods Law, andmoral cvilor fintobe abreach of 'it. ButMf. -
Dodwell is for meafuring them by the Clergies or Governours will; .
though Gods Law be againft theirs.

 §.5: V. &nd for-the fifth, we take the Catholick Church 10

" have no Supreme Government but God, and cur Glorified Redee-

mer God and man and that thereisno fuch thingasa Catholick- -
Church of Gods making under any other Supreme Rulers. But
that as God s the ‘invifible King of this vifible ‘world, and Kings

are fubordinate Supremes in their Kingdom, but neither one of *

- them,.or many conjun& in an Ariftocracy, Supreme over all the-

earth 5 fo Chrift is the partly vifible, .and partly invifible fupreme -
Ruler of the vifible Church of Chrittians, and eich Paftor is under
him over his proper flock (bound tokeep concord and peace); but
nope under him Supreme over all, whether Monarch ¢as the Pope) -
-or Ariftocracy, as Coungils, Cardinals, or others. -But My, Dod-
wellis for a vilible Society, with a vifible humane Supreme, Butwho -
the Supreme is, 1 defpair of getting him. to acquaint us.-

6:8. VI And for the fixth, we fuppofe that God fent forth

“Preachers to copvert the world; and turn them from darknefs t0-

light, and the power of Satan.to God, and that faith comes by
hearing, and hearing by the word preached, and that whoever be-
lievetk thall be faved , and the word of God is powerful to thisen® -

and [ ffizient to makeus wife to falvation, But Mr..v,DodwlL-thigiz .

- =
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“that it is not Preaching, but the deliveting men the Sacrameiits;

“that giveth them the firff true {aving grace and title to Salvation, -

} And thatvnonic in the world have thisSacrament or Covenant-title
“to life, but thofe that receive it from a hand that had an Ordinati-

on by Bifhops in his {enfe,of uninterrupted fucceflion from the Apo- -

“Rles by the like Ordination.

¢.8. VIL Accordingly we hold that Preaching is for the con=

verting of fouls, and the means of faving faith and holinefs. But
“what he thinks it is good for, I know not well ; nor whetherjhe
would fend the Jndians the Sacraments inftead of Preachers.

§. 10. VIIL We takeitto beour duty, though men forbid us,

to confefs Chrift, and affemble for Gods worfhip, to read and
“hear theScripture, and to praife God: _kButvheAthigks we mu_l’c not
pradice differently from the ruling Clergies will, if they forbid us,
nor alledg Divine authority for it. ; i
§. 11, 1X. We fuppofe that the office of & Prophetical Miniftry
“bringing new Dotlrines or Laws from God,, and the office of the
Teachers and Rulers by thefe Laws, are greatly different, and muft
“neceffarily to be diftinguithed. Mofes was a Praphetical Mediator
in Legiflation, and he confirmcd his Mediation by uncontrouled
~ Miracless The Prophets afterward came but on particular applica-
tory meflages:But the Priefts and Levites as fuch were no Prophets,
nor had power to make any new additions or alterations of the
Law, but only to teach it the peaple, and as guides apply it to their
{everal cafes ; fo Chrift and his Apoftles commiffioned to deliver
and record all his Do&rines and Commands to. the following ages,
did by the Holy Ghoft Prophetically deliver to the world that bo-
‘dy of Do&rine and Law, which muft rule themto_the end, and
judg them 3 and thus fealed and confirmed all by a multitude of un-
controuled Miracls;, but all following Bifhops and Paftors are not
to do the like, nor add oralter,nor are fuch Legiflators, being not
‘Prophets nor workers -of Miracles, but only to teach and apply
the Laws already recorded in Scripture, and guide their Congre-
~gations in variable circumftances (‘time, place, tranflations, @c. )
according to the general rules of Geds Law. This is the truth.
But how much Mr. Dodwell equals the Bifhops and Apoftles, and
11;eetfs their wordsabove the Scripture as to obligation,you have feen
before, =,
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§.12. X And as he giveth Bifhops power to filence Presby-
ters, and forbid the Preaching of the Gofpel, and Gods worfhipy
fo how little knowledg or godlinefs, or commn Jebriety or bonefly
he requireth to a faving Sacramenting Prieft, who muft not be fe-

‘parated from, you heard before, contrary to Cyprian, and many

a Coqncﬂ‘s Canons. But we know that Paulhad no power to de-
ftrudtion, but only to edification, And they have no more,

¢. 13. XI. We {uppofe that we muflt love, honour, and commu-
nicate with all fuch as true Minifters or Churches, who have true
faith and repentance,and fincere obedience to Chrifts Laws, and are
able, godly, willing Paftots, chofen or confented to by the flocks,
approved and ordained by fenior Paftors, (efpecially in Synods
where City-Paftors prefide), and efpecially if alfo authorized by
the Chriftian Magiftrate.) But he thinks it they have not alfo fuc-
ceffive Ordination from the Apoftles by Bithops of his /pecies, they
are no Minifters, or Churches, and have no Sacrament, and Cove-
nant title to Salvation, but are Schifmaticks, and by their Miniftry
fia againft the Holy Ghoft. And fo deftroyeth all certainty of title
to Salvation, and of Church-communion , Miniftry and Sacra-
ments,to all the Chriftian World.

§.14. XIL Laftly, we think that men thall be judged by their
keeping or breaking Gods Law, and according to what they did
in the body. But he would have usobey the Supreme Clergy, and

ot plead Scripture or Divine authority fot our different practice;.

becaufe the Government that lafteth but for this life, onght not to ad-
mit of difputes more lafting than its prattice.

6. 15. 1 conclude with a requeft to him to refolve me thefe
doubts. 2 . : :

1. Whether Prophets having immediate meffages from Heaven,.
were not differenced from the teaching Pricfts and Paftors.

2, Whether falfe Prophets were not grievoully threatened a-
mong the Jews 3 and whether Chrift did not command us to be-
ware of falfe Prophets ? : b )

3. Whether he be not a falfe Prophet ( worfe than a falfe teacher)-
that falfely pretendeth to that which is proper toa Prophet ? :

: : Prophet o deliver as imme-
4. Whether it be not proper té aPr Ph : g
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diately from God, new Laws to. the univerfal Church, yea or to-
any Church:, which are not in the Scripture, nor are revealed by
it as Gods means, (befides the determination of circumftanceslefe
to humane prudence variable pro re nata) if Mofes and the eApo-
fles in Legiflation aced as Prophets, do-not they fo that pretend
to do the like? : : .

5. Whether the General Councils of Bifhopsand the Pope have
not done the work proper to the. Prophetical cffice, when they:
have made Laws for the unverfal Church, and this as bny;'Vm?
authority, and undertaken to give all the Church the El; eF -
Scripture, which only fhall be obligatory to-them thereby ¢ Ior

itis the maker of the fenfe that is the maker of the Law ; efpecially’ ‘

when they pretend to Infallibility, or te be fecured from erring in
faith, by‘{')?vine infpiration, how ignorant or bad foever they be:
fingly. Is not this pretended authority and infpiration that of Pro--
phets, as different from meer Teachers and Guides by Gods Law:
already made? : . \ i

6. If it be fo, how many fuch Papal Councils, arrogating fuchr
power, have been falfe Prophets 2 ] :

7. Butif they pretend not Infpiration, nor P—rophetxcal_ autho--
tity from God, nor yet authority given them by the Scriptures, .
or Laws of God already made, (or falfly pretend fuch ) then is not-
this to ufurp Chrifts own autherity, and fo inftead of being falfe-

- Prophets, to be partly Pice-Chrifts, (or Law-givers to his univerfal: ‘

- Church) calied commonly eAntichrifts? 1 would willingly have:
things {o cleared, that men may be freed from all fuch fufpicions.
But if you are ftill confident that the univerfal Church hatha vi-~
fible fupreme Government befides Chrifts, 1 (hould be glad, 1.To-
feeitproved. 2. To know whofe it is, and how we may know-
them. 3. And to know its true extent, If you intend no fraud,:.
you cannot refufe me this, when I promife you, if performed,I will-

let fall the fuir, and no more trouble you with leffer Controverfics, . -

K -»bave.:’. i
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Orthodox than now we find them. I could
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“I'have no Copy of my firft Letter to Mr. Dodwell upon:a

* Book whi‘ch he fent me. This is his Anfwer.

Reverend and Wéﬁby Siry

-,I Have received your very kind Letter, wherein I hardly know

whether I fhould bé more thankful for your approbation or
your reeproof, both of them being in their kind fo ufeful, and both
of them being by you per formed with fo great civility, Iam confi-
dent that if our modern difputes had been moderated with that
candor, men would certainly have been more peaceful, and very -
: ivery .heartily have
withed that the opinions wherein we differ, had not been of that
nature as to feparate Communion, (for this I look upon as the only
circumftance that can make fuch differences gricyous to a pious per-
fon; for as for thofe others which exafperate many, that Diflenters
are not fo wife to difcern the truth, or fo fortunate inavoiding pre=
judices, or lighting on faithful informations in a time when they
are capable of receiving them or that they are not fo fubmiffive
as themfelves expe& to that Pope which Luther has long fince ob-
fcrved in every mans heart, ¢, are reafons either finful, or at
leaft infufficient to excufe the fin of uncharitablenefs upon fuch an
account) but as they are, confidering them as tempered with that.
picty and moderation which may cxpiate their other malignities,
that they are rather alledged as Apologies for your felves, than as
obligations on others, rather to excufe your ceformity in affifting
atour Altars,than ere@ing others in oppofition to them; that you
are full irquifitive and defirous of further information, and ready -
tolay down your miftakes where you are convinced that they are
fuchy that ftill you preferve a peaceable mind, and embrace our
Communion it felf in voro, though perhaps not actually 5 thefeare
fo valuable confiderations, even before God as well as man, for ex-
cufing from the guilt of error, as that whatever I may think of _
your opinions, 1 hope it thall not hinder me from a cordial refpect
and veneration for your perfon. £ .
As [ dovery much efteem the good opinion of fo great a lover
of peace and piety as your felf, and {hould have been forry ta have
given any julk occafion of offence toyou 5 foI am not a little glad
that upon a review of the particulars mentioned in your Letter, 1
find my fclf fo very innocent. For as for my Preface, the main part:_
: St
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of it wherein the difrepet of the Clergy isfhewn to have been an
Intr.odu&ory to the Atheifin-of the age welivein § and ‘that the
Conformable Clergy, that is, fuch as would anfiwer the defign of
the Church not only as to their exterior demeanor in publick fo-
lemn Affemblies, but allo as to the qualifications of their perfons,

'af_ld the condué of their' whole lives, could not prove either tri-
fling in their Preaching or fcandalous in their examples; and there-
fore that the Chureh is not relponfible for their mildemeanors
where they prove otherwife 5 and that the Laity are in their pro-
portion obliged to the fame duties with the Clergy, and therefore

may make tfe of the advices there prefcribed s or where the er=

rors of our modern School- Divinity are touched, and fome Pro-
 pofals made for their reformation’; in thefe things, I fay, T'can fce
no occafion of offence, but rather fome prefervatives aga}nf’c 1t.f
The only thing I fuppofe you aim at is my taxing {one epinions ©

Nonconformifts, and that with aslittle perfonal-refic@ion as 1 was ;.

able, which I conceived prejudicial to-Church-authority 3 which

becaule you feem to difown, 1do not fee why you fhould appre- -

hend your felf as particulasly conéerned, efpeciall y thore being no-
thing in the difcourf{e whereby you could conclude either your felf

% orany of your moderate temper to have been intended. _I will_af-
__fure you l'intended none but fuch as were guilty, and with being -
~ fo, I'charged none particularly. But that not only the old Puri-

tans and Scparatifts of Queen Elizabeths times, ¢ but alfo very
many of ours now are guilty of them, is too notorious to fuppofe
you ignorant of it. I could heartily wifh that the number of bet-
ter principled and more peaceable diflenters were greater than 1
fear it is. Nor do | fee that what is thete faid can make it unufefol

even to the perfons truly concerned, that value truth more than *
any, however beloved party 5 feeing it may cither let them fee the -

ill confequence of their Principles, and their influence on that

Atheifm and Prophanenefs which Iam confident themfelves do moft ©

cordially detelt, which | conceive to be morelilely to prevail with
them than other arguments, as being more fuited to their pious
difpofitions 5 or fuppofing that my fears were indeed gronndlefs
of the introdu&ion of prophanenefs by the contempt ot Govern-

ment, or of contempt of Government by their difobedience to it, -
yet mightit at lcalt warn them from:confining on {uch dangerous

confequences,or from coming to them unawares by an abufz of Prin-

ciples generally true, but obnoxious to particular inconveniences -
. ; thrg' :
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when unwarily managed. I mean it may put them in mind of the
greater momentoufnefs of good Government and.peace than many
of their differences, and confequently of the great engagements
Incumbent on them for their prefervation s and that they would
therefore fo take care t6 oppofe the particular abufive Conftitu-
tions of Government, asnot to bring their Government into con-
tempt, nor to fugg.ft unanfwerable Apologies to fatious perfons
for the future, when they are -unwilling to be obedient. Thefe
are abufes which I believe your felf would wifh redrefled in the
Cavufers of our Church-divifions. But if it could not be ufeful
to them, yet could it not be.prejudicial to them, nothing being
urged, either invidiouily, or imperioufly, and therefore no harm
being done if 1 fhould prove utterly miftaken, :
That you fhould marvel how Reviving Difcipline could by me
be expe&ed from the conftitution of our prefent Ecclefiaftical Go-
vernment, does feem no lefs marvellous to me, efpecially as to the
exception you make againft it for if it were impoffible to maine
tain. Difcipline under a Government fo far Monarchical , as to
appropriate the Decretory power of the Government of many
to a fingle perfon, though the execution be intrufted to many;
then it would follow, that the fecular Difcipline under a fecu-
lar Monarch of any extent, were impoffible alfo to be obferved,
fecing it is as impoffible for any fuch Prince to have a particular
cognizance of every particular Caufe, much more of every parti-
cular perfon in his Dominions , as for a Bifhop in his Diocefs.
As there it appears by expericnce (1 thall inftance in a Scripture-
example, becaufe 1 know that will be liable to leaft excepiion),
that Dsvid in an extent more valt , and a people more nume-
rous th.n that of the largeft Diocefles, 120. Miles in lengih ,
-and 60. Miles in breidth, and rather better in Dawid’s days,
where were accounted 1300000 men fit for War, befides Ar-
Zificers, and fuch others, not coming under that account , was
yet able to give a good account of his Government, without
Particular inipetion into all Caules, or Communication “of his
POW.r tp numerous co-ordinate Fresbyteries; {o I do not fee,
‘why it may not as well hold for a poffibility of Dilcipline, un-
der an Fcclefiaftical Monarch of a much narrower extent 5 for
“the reafon produccd by yau, feems to proceed from the nature
of Government in general, and therefore muft procced with the
fame force in fectlars as Ecclefiafticals, there being no ingredic
, ¢nt
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ent peeutiarly relaving to: Religion, wuch lefs to Chriftianie
which ‘might alter the cafe, or argue @ difparity; for certair

ral diligence, and yet you will not thence conclude that every
nizance ; nor is it proved, that the Bifhop is ‘otherwife obliged

againft experience, even in Ecclefiftalicals 5 for as it has fallen
out in fome places, where there were many Cities, the Bifhops

= were proporiionally multiplied, as in e vica and Ireland 5 10

that it was \a account “of the impoffibility of ‘managing
the charge:fo:n‘t;cggqgreé’tev multitudes than the \‘nhg}bnbmsuf
thofe fmall Citics, appéars, in that even in the veryfame places
the greatnefs of no City was thought {ufficient for multxplymg
- the Bifhops, though it was for the Inferior Clergy. -1 need not
tell you how great Rome was, and how full of Chriftians, cven
in Decius’s time, under Cornelins, which required the umqu en-
deavours of ahove a Thoufand Clergies,as appears from thefaid Cor-
#eling’s Epittle to Fabims, of Aptioch, in Enfeb. yet was ope Bi-
fhop thought fufficient for all3 nay, the ereing another inthe
ame See, was thought to be formal Schifm, as appears from
the controverfies of thofe Ages, betwixt C?rqqlw, a_nc! Nowvati-
an, and St. Cyprian, and Feliciffimws The fame alfo might have
been fhewn in f{everal other Cities, exceeding numerous, and a-
bounding with Chriftians, as Antioch, and Alexandria, and (ar-
thage, &c. which even in thofe carly Ages, when Difcipline was
' at the greateft Rigour, were yet Governed by fingle Bifhops :
Nay, whole Nations were fometimes Governed only by one, as
.thc.G"‘h‘- by Ulpilar, and the Indians by Edefins, and the A-
rabians by Mofes, whichisan Argument infifted on by fome Pref-
byterians, for fhewing the probability of Ordinations by bare
Presbyters. Yet are there no complaints of diffolution of Dif-
cipline in fuch places, uport account of the greatnefs of their charge,
which to me feem fufficient convictions, that the multitude of per-

Particular, 2 e Lo .
When T faid, that Iynatins’s Epiftles were queftioned by the
Presbyterians, | never faid, nor intended it concerning ali (for
L knew of Vedelin’s Apology g«;f them), much lefs did Ilay it

Princes, as well as Bifhops, are refponfible for the mifcarriage,
of their particular Subjeéts; for they may be prevented by mo-

particular muft come under his immediate perfonal care and cog- -

to fuch a care'upon peculiar refpe@s: Befides, that it is plainly

fons governed, is not the reafon of our prefent negle@s in that

par-
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particularly to your charge ; fo that if you had here forbora
affuming to your felf what was {poken of others, many of whofe
Opinions 1 am-confident you will not undertake to juffifie, there
had been no occafion of this exception. That other Presbyterians,
and t!lo(e by far the greateft number, have denied them, cannot be
queftioned. ' )

As for the Reafons for Nonconformity alledged by you, and
your Brethren, of the Savoy-Conference in 1660. if I might
without offence, 'preﬁllme"t,o interpofe my own thoughts, they
are as followeth : 1.  For the approving, not only fubmitting to

- fuch things as you difliked, and that by an Oath, Iam fure there

are many Conformifts themfelves, that underffand no more to have
been intended by the Church, but only an Exterior {ubmiffion ,
not an Internal Approbation of the Particulars. And particu-
larly, 1 have been informed by a Letter from a very worthy cre-
dible perfon, who pretends to haye had it from the Eifhop him-
felf, that Bifhop Sanderfon, who was a Member of your Con-
ference, interpofed, thofe wotdsin the A& of Parliament, where
it is required, that Minifters declare their anfeigned affent and-
confent to the ufe of all things in the Book of Common-Praych
@-c. defignedly that this Obje@ion might be prevented. The
new Article of Faith, inferted in the Rubrick, I do not know,
nor can [ now get the Books that paft betwixt you at the Confe~
rence, to find what you mean.  That Lay-Chanccllors were put

_down, and that the Bifbops did more confult their Presbyteries,

I.could for. my own part heartily with. But I canoot think'abufes

_ momentous emough to warrant a Schifm; and I know your felf

are for bearing with fome things that are not fo well liked of, ra-+
ther than that. the Church of God fhould be divided for taem.
In briefy 1 do. notunderfland any: of the Six Patticulars menti-
oned as the Reafons that keep you offy though indeed you dif-
approve them, both becaule you do not undertake to determine
‘what they might be to others, but only what theyare to perfons
of yourmind (though I confefs, this may be underftood as a mo-
deft declining to judg of others)s and becaule you conceive pie
ety the moft likely means to unite us, which could not be if we
impofed any thing on you againft your Confciences. So that the
only one may be prefumed to have been thought fufficient by you
to this purpofe, feems to have been another, which becaufe you
intimate {fomewhat obfcurcly, I donotknow whether you ,wonlid
9 e
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be willing that it fhould be taken notice of. But however I fuppofe

that it {elf does I fuppotfe only deprive us of your Clerical,not your
- Laical Communion, God give usall to difcern the things that be-
long to-peace. As for other Queftions, we may paticntly await our

Lords leifure, who when he comes fhall tell ws all things; and .

in the mean time preferve Charity, and be wile unto fobriety.
I hope, Sir, you will excufe my freedom, and let me Know
whether T may in any thing be ferviceable to you; and above
all things referve a_portion in your Prayers for = -

foe
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at Trinity Colledg zear Dublin 72 I'i-'elan'd."' ;

. Worthy Sir,

Heartily thank you for your patience with my free expref-
1 fions, and for your grave and kind reply. ~As to the main
“caule of the Nonconformifts, thould 1 enter upon that which 1
cannot profecute, I fhould greatly injure 1t, my felf and‘ypuz
I muft again crave your patience with my freedom. The fins
which they fear (whether jutly is the queftion) are fo heinous,
that they dare not mention them, left their condemners and af-
fliters cannot bear it 3 and fo many, that to open them juftly,
will require a great Volume , and therefore not by me to be
dene in a Letter. Only to what you have faid, let me mind
you i tranfitn. 9 g L
1. That you miftake me if you think that1 exccepted againft
your Preface as medling with me, any otherwife than as I am
one ‘of thofe Nonconformifts with whom 1 am acquamted,.who
are moftly of my mind. “(And I fuppofe you would take it for
no hionotr to be thought to be bettes acquainted with the moft
Tof them in € hélangd,‘ hin: 13pg s D w1 :
2. That your intimations about the old Nowconformifts are
not to our bufinefs, fecing the name of Nongonformifts maketh

13 not
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not;nor ng‘y_g‘gﬂ%l; of. many fo named to be of the fame mind. Nor
is your mention of our Treaty or Papers of 1660, more pertinent
it being the ‘old Caufe only that we had to do with, ' the new
Laws of Conformity being not then exiftent, which have made
it quite another thing.  Only I affure you, if my fuperiours
would not_ take it for a crime and injiry to do cwhat Fustin
T‘Z"””’é’lﬂ,’_ﬁfﬁ did to Heathens, even Apologize for theit mi-:
ftaken Caufe), and if the Prefs were open to divulge it, Twould
endeavour to fhew another face of Conformity, and Noncon-
formity, thanis commonly taken notic¢ of; and alfo to give you
(whq-\,fgv.wcjll underftand Antiquity) moft full and palpable evi-
dence of our Conformity to the ancient Churches, at leaft for
300; ‘and moftly for 600 years after Chrift. But (that I may
not fay nothing to you) I fhall only employ thefe lines about
your fuggeftions concerning the poffibility of true Difcipline
by Diocefans a5 they are with ws. And full ‘\j’d’ii'rbﬂﬁ‘pﬁdon
my freedom of fpeech. [ muft-fay, that it is the calamity of ©
Churches, when their Prelates and Paftors are men that mever.
- were acquainted with the flocks, but fpend one half of their days |
i Schools and Colledges, and the other in Noblemens or Gen~
tlemens houfes, and then talk confidently of the poor people
_whom they knew not, and the Difcipline. which they never try-
ed,, Even you whem L honour as a perfon of extraordinary
worth, conftrain me by this your Letter to think that [ difpute’
-as about war with one that. never ftoymed a Garifon, nor
fought a battel ; or as about ‘Navigation with one that Was
g S S e R
"1, Ouc et queftion s, What the Pufteral Office &, and efpeck
g DRI T s b o s dniBe ~

11 Qur next.is, Whether it may be delegated to, or done by

" “one that js not of Gods Inftitution for the doing of it.

11I. And then we fhall foon fee whether it be poffible for our
Diocefans to do 1t, or any confidegable part of it ? e
I If the Eraffians be'in the right, that none of our, Difci-

 pline is neceffary befides that by the Sword, (and our Preaci .

ing) then we may put up the Controverfie on both fides. But .
if that be the work of Bifhops now, which was fo in Scriptufe-
times, the matter will hold no long difpute. “To fhorten thit
work, I deficcyou to pernfe (its like you have done) Dr. Hé7

monds Parsphrafe on: all the Texts that mention ,B",i(hogsP ::3 :
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Prfsbyters,_ ~with his Treatife of the Keys, where he will cell’
you, that it was the Bifheps Office to be the ordinary Preacher,
to Pray, to célebrate the Eucharilt, to vifit the Sick, to keep. :
?ﬂd;dlﬁrl‘bute‘;he‘alms and offerings of the Church, as Curators 4
or the Poor, with much more work. _&nd that cyery fingle :

C re o had fuch a Bifhop, that ever met. to celebrate ;
Gods publick Worlkip; and that there was not a mee:ing of a

(;huﬁian Church without fuch | for the faid Worfhip in Scripture-

times) for he {aith that there is no proof that there were any

othsr Presbysers.in Scripture-times.. 5 - . oo o b

;. And for Difeipline, it is palt doubts 1. That as to the mat--

ter of it, it muft conlift of a perfonal watch over eaeh member _

of the flock 3 that every oac in it that liveth in grofs fin, or In- e
fidel, or Heathenih, or Herctical error and ignorance, be or=- el
derly admonifhed, firft more privately, afterward more openly, .

“ﬁ lattiy moft pubi,ic‘dy;, and that he be by convincing reafons b
an

¢xhortations petfwaded to repentance. That the penitent

mu be comforted and confirmed, the obftinately impenitent re. . 4
je@ed, as unmeet for the Communion of the Church.  And for :
the manner, 1t is agreed that it muft be done with condefcend= |

ing tendernefs, paticnce, plain evidence, earneflt exhortations, o |
00_means left untried to reduce a finful miferable foul. And i

all this with the time and patience which {o great a work re- j
- quireth. (And fure if the Congregation muft avoid the finner, |
they (hould know why.) ©One fuch perfon will hold the
" Paffor work from firft to laft many-an hour and day,
~ Noxt, let us think how many fuch as by Chrifts Law muft be
thus-dealt with, are in a Diocefs, I had the moft refcrmed
people (as to fins of commiffion and omiffion) that ever 1 knew
-in England. Our cuftom being to have cach family come by
turns to us to he perfonally Catechifed 2nd inftru@ed. Lhad full
-~ opportunity to know them all. ' Many fcore of them that came )
daily to Church, knew not the Effentials of Chriftianity and :
Baptifin. . When I came firfk to them, | {uppofe fome thoufands
lived in grofs ignorance, open impiery and prophanemeis. - And-
even at laft fome fcores 1 fear lived in grofs fin. . Some were
_notorions drunkards, raging weekly twice of thrice in- the open R |
“Rreets. Seme quicter drunkards, Many profane Swearers, Too { : g
many railers, fighters, flanderers, &¢.. Three or four Apoltate- 9
Infidels.. The Parifhes about me were far worle, A g,r,car,pg_r;:f
. < / - ~thes
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