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R E A D E R , 

T Hough the difference between Mr. D o d w e l l 
(and Mr. T h o r n d i k e , W > ^ > others), and 
thofe condemned by them, be very great, l 
would not have it feem greater than it is. I m 
fium of it is as followeth : 

I . Mr. D o d w e l l thinketh that there is no true Mtmjtry, 
Church-Sacraments, nor Covenant* right to pardon and jalva* 
tion, but where there is a Miniftry delivering the Sacra* 
ments^ who were ordained by Bifiops (in hisfenfe ofBijhops)y 

who had their Ordination from other Brjho^s, aud they from 
others, by an uninterrupted chain of fnccefjion fromthe Apo-

flles. 
We kpow , that by this DoUrine he condemneth, or un-

churcheth, not only the Reformed. Churches, the Greeks and 
other Eafterns, but the Church of Rome it J e l f , and lea-
'veth no certainty of the very being of any one Church on 
earth. 

And we maintain, that the facred Scripture is the univer-
Sal Law of Chrifi, in which he hath defcrikd andrrnfiUuted 
the office and work, of the facred Miniftry , and appointed 
the way of their continuance in the world, by neceffary Quali

fication, EleBion0 Confent, and ordinarily regular Ordina
tion. That as Presbyters now lay on hands with the Bifhop^ 

fo fenior Paflors are the Ordainers, as the Colledg of Phy-
ficians licenfi Pkyficians, and the Convocation of DoBors 
make Do&ors (and man generateth man). But [to 
avoid contention and dtvifion, the Churches have ufed to 
make one of thefe Presbyters or PaftorsaPrefident, and part
ly a Ruler in each Colledg and Church, and given him a Ne-
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gative voice in Ordinations j again ft which we Jirive not , 
hut maintain, I . That his conjent is not fo neceffary, at. that 
no one can he a true Presbyter that hath it not. As the Clergy 
at Rome in Cypr i an ' / days long governed when they had no 
Bifhop 5 fo if the Bijhopbe dead, or refufe to ordain, or would 
ordain none but Hereticks, or tm cap able-men, or vcculd ty
rannize and impofemen not conferred to, the Ordination is 
valid that is wade without him. And 2. That the true chief 
Paftor of every particular firmed Church, is a true Bijhop, 
though Diocefans Jhould deny f t , 3. And that even Ordi
nation it felf k necejjjry but for Order where i t may be 
had ? and not to ihe Being o f the M i n i f t r y where i t can
n o t be had o n l a w f u l terms, n? more than Cor ovation to the 
King, or public]^flemm%ation to Marriage. 4 . And we 
are ajfured, ihai if Regular Ordination were interrupted by 
death, herefte, refufal, negleU^ e. g. at A n t i o c h , Alexan
dr ia , Gonftant inople, Jerufalem, d~c. Chrifts Charter, or 
Scripture-Law would.prefently rejiore it to perfons dujy qua
lified, chofen and ordained by the fitteff there that can be 
had. 5, I f this were not fo (as multitudes of fchifmaticaV 
and unlawful Popes Ordinations at Rome would be invalid, 
e. g. J o h n 15. and 21. and 23. and Eugenius 4th deppfed 
as, a Htretick. by a General Council, & c . ) fo every fijurpitrg-
Biftjop that pretendeih faljly, that he was himfelf lawfully or^ 
dained, would nuljifie Churches, Miniftry and Sacraments 
of all ordained, by him, . And many have faifJly pretended to 
Orders^; & And that if men mhft "rtfufe the Government 
and Sacraments of all Bijh&ps and Presbyters that do not 
pxove to them a RegularOrdination iwintcrtuptedI for i 6 c o . 
years, all the Mini firy on earth may be re f i f e d : and none 
for fo doing ficuldbe called Sch ijmaticks. 1 never yet heard 
or jaw a Bijpop. prove fieh a fucc°Jjicn, ntr }i)lr Knew one 
that would take his Oath in it, that he was a true Bifiop on 
fuck terms. 

II. Mn 



IT- Mr. D o d w e l l thinks that the Presbyters, yea andBi-
Jbops, were not given by God. Pag. 60. faith he, But where 
do they find, that G o d ever gave Bifhops, Presbyters and 
Deacons? Where note, that itisof the Office in fpecie that, 
we fpeake. 

But we think, that God hath made or inflituted the Office 
anditsworkc And if he did net, 1. Who tiid ? If me?;,was 
it Clerg-ymen or Lay-men? If Laymen, was it Christians 
or Infidels? And by what Authority? Do the children beget 
the fathers, and yet may not Presbyters propagate their fpe-
cies? If Clergy-men, who were they? I f not ApoUles, cr 
Prophets, orEvangeliUs, they.were none. If* theft, then it 
feems the Aposlles did it net as Bifhops^ fir it is the makirg 
of the firft Biftiops that we question. And what the Apofiles 
did tyot as Bifhops, but) as commiffloned Apofiles, Chrifi 
did by his Spirit. And they that will do the Jibe, vrnfi have 
the like Office, Authority and Spirit. If God gave not Bi, 

Jhops, becauft the Apofiles made them, then God gave mnct 
the Scripture, becauft the Apofiles and Evangel?fis wrote 
it. 

Atid is notthis the fameorworfeDotfrine than.that which 
the I t a l i an Jefuiis would have hadpafis at T r e n t , againfi Gods 
making Bifhops or their Office ? 

And if Gad gave not Bifhops or Presbyters, they that re? 
jeU them, rejetf no gift or infiitution of God. 

And if men made them, how come they to be, ef lential to 
the Church ? Did not Chrifi and his Spirit in the Apofiles,, 
infihute fo much as the Church efientials ? 

And i{ men made Bifljops and Presbyters i n fpecie, may 
not man unmake them? 

i l l . Mr. D o we l l maintaineth, that the power of Presr 
byt^ -s is to be n:eafitred by the intention of the Ordainers who 
give it ttem9 and not by any Scripture-infiitution, charter or 
defcription. 
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Wi maintain the contrary, that God having inflituted and 
defcrihed theOffice of Bijhops,Paflors,Presbyters,Gods Law 
in Scripture is the Rule by which the office-power,and oblige 
tion and w o r k in the effentials, mufl be known. Otherwife 
i„ It would be fippofed, that God made not the office of Bi-

pops or Presbyters 5 which is falfe, J 

1. ThatOrdainers may make new Churches, Bifhops or 
Presbyters i n fpecie 3 yea, as many fpecies of them as they 

pall intend. J 
2. That they may abrogate or change the ancient fpecies 

They may mak$ one office only for preaching, another only for 

praying, another only for Baptifm, another only for the Lords 
Supper, and others for new work^of their own. The Papifts 
them/elves abhor this Doclrine. 

4 . Then no man can know the meafnre of his Authority, 
not knowing the intentions of theOrdainers. Perhaps three 
or ten ordaimhg Bifheps may have three or ten feveral in
tents. 

5. Then the Bifhop may put down Gods Worfiip or Sacra-
ments, by limiting the Priefts power. 

6. It's contrary to all Minifierial Inveftitures. The Inve-
fting Minister is not the O w n e r or the D o n o r , but delive
red poffeffion ofwhat the O w n e r and D o n o r contracted for, 
or gave. I f theArchbiJhop, Crowning the King, wouldin-
fringe his Prerogative, it's a Nullity, becaufe he is not the 
Giver of it'-, nor is his intention, but the Kingdoms conftitu-
tion, the meafure of it. I f the Trieft would make the man 
whom he marrieth to a woman, no govemour of her, it's a 
Nullity: for it is not his intent that makes the power. 

7> I f this were otherwife, I call and call again Qbut in 
vam) to Mr. D o d w e l l , and all his party, to tell me, how 
the Bijhops and Priefts of theChurchofEnghnd in the day) 
of Henry the Sth, and Edward the 6th, and gueen E l iza-
betn came to have power to put down the Mafs, tofetup the 
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Liturgie, to take down Images+ and to reform as they did9 

when it was certainly contrary to the intention of their Or
dainers ? 

8. Andfetting this pint together with the other, (that 
Ordination of Presbyters is null*) I ask^them, {andasl^d-
Q4™*. but all in vain ^ ) f . Do not Bifhops generate their 
Species, and make Bifhops their equals ? i . Who then can 
gwe hk Office to the Archhifhop, if he have no Superior in 
England, unlefs his- Inferiors give it, or you fly to a For~ 
reign Jurifdi&ion ? Who ft Intention is it that giveth 
power to the Pope , if he be greateft ? Or to the General 
Counc i l , if it be greateft .<? I f there be none above them9 

either God or Inferiours give them their power? 4 . And 
what if theft Inferiours that make Popes,Primates^r C o u n 
cils, by Intention would takedown halftheir power .<? Is 
it then done .<? What ftlf contradiction and confufion would 
ftme men rather run into, than grant C h r i f t to be C h r i f t ? 
that is 9 the only Vniverfal Head and Legiflator to the 
Church on Earth. 

I V . Accordingly Mr. D . holdeth, that there is afupreme 
Authority in man over the U u i v e r f a l Church , from whofi 
intention and fin ft it is not lawful for us to appeal ft much 
™ to the Sacred Scripture, no nor to the Day of Judgment, 
fir any practice different front them. See his Rep ly , p. 8 0 , 
8 1 , 8 2 , 8 3 , 8 4 , 8 5 . 

Though we hold that no unjufl Appeal fhould fufpend the 
authorifed AcJsofa Governour, this DoUrine fcems tomz 
to be worfe than Antichriftian , and to put down God. 

I f God indeed be the Univerfal Sever aign Lawgiver,and 
'*he final Judgeyf God be God,andman beman and not above 
him, to fay that wemufi not obey him before man, and difobey 
man that commands what he forbids, or that we mufi not 
appeal from mans fubordinate haw to his fupreme haw, nor-

from mans judgment to his finql judgment 5 and to fay, (as 



he W T h o r n d i k e do)that to do foetid praUife accordingly, 
4s inconjtftent with all Government, are things^ that I had 
hoped my ears or eyes fhould never have feen or heard deli-
veredhy a jbber Chriftian? Papifts mojl commonly abhor 
it^ ,fave fome few Flatterers of the Pope,. I f this be fo., 
a man muft not only worfhip Images, fwear to. the Pope , 
and do all that Councils command ^ but aljb curfe C h r i f t if 
the T u r k i f h Rulers bid him , blafpheme God if Heathen 
Rulers bid him, and condemn all the Martyrs as Rebels 
that did fubvert all Government, by praclifing contrary to 
it and appealing to God. And then man-mufl be every where 
of the Rulers Religion , and do whatever^ wickednefs he 
commandeth , Dan . I . and 3. 6. and the Church for three 
hundred years and more tell us of other kind of Examples. 

V . Mr. D . holdeth this Abfo lu t e D e f t r u d i v e Power 
to be efjentially neceffary to the Unity of tke£atholick 
C h u r c h : which is the fum of T h o r n d i k e V \&W^. 

1 would not go further from them or the French, in the 
pint of Unity, than I needs muft. Ifiail therefore tell you 
what is our judgment of it. 

1. We grant them, that Chrif t ' s Church on earth is one, 
and its Unity is part of its very ejjence (as the Unity of the 
parts of a Houfe, Ship, 8cc.) 

2. We hold that tbis ejjential Unity confifteth in the U-
nion ofallChriftians with C h r i f t , the only unifying Uni
verfal Head '•> and thdt the Unity defcribed Ephef 4 .4 ,5 ,6 . 
fufficeth to it, viz,. One Body (of Chrift) one Spir i t , one 
Hope (of Grace and G l o r y ) one L o r d , one F a i t h , one 
Bapt i fm, one G o d and Father, &c. And that all this is 
prefcribedin the G o f p e l , and every true Ch r i f t i an hath all 
this. 

3. That all muft endeavour to keep this Unity in the 
bond of peace, and to be in every lefjer matter of one mind , 
as tar as they can : And the Paftors of the Churches to 
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kauHfte and Anngihm tk C h y r c h , by at much concord a$ 
they can mil obtain. 

4; But thatferfeft concord being the fruit ofperfen at per
fect on, mU never be had on earth : And the differences of 
the infirm that cannot be cured, tnufi be tolerated in tender 
Brotherly Love, And to fcrficute or deftroy Chr i f t ians , 
who mite in C h r i f t mid the Effentials of C h r i f t i a n i t y , be* 
caufe they are not of one fi%e of knowledg , and differ in 
tefler things, is the work, of Satan the Enemy of Love, and 
the great Deftroyer. 

5- We believe that Synods or Councils are fo far good 
and ufeful, as they are needful to the forefaid ftrength and 
concord of the Churches : But that they are for Agree
ment, and not for direft Regiment , as Archbifhop U f t i e r 

wont to fay, Councils are not f o r Government o f the 
feveral Bi(hops by the M a j o r i t y , bu t f o r C o n f u t a t i o n 
and C o n c o r d : And they that cannot in all things confient 
to them in Accidentals, or leffier matters, are not therefore cut 
off from t h r i f t ' s Vniverfal C h u r c h ; But it is a fault 
peevifhly and caufelefly to diffent and be fingular, a breach 
of t h r i f t ' s general Law, of doing our work, as much as we 
can in Love and Concord. 

Plainly, Reader, do you know the difference between the 
Senate o /Rome or Venice, and the Ajfembly at Nimmegen, 
Ratisbone, or F r a n k f o r d ? The faid Senate is una perfona 
Poli t iea, though plures naturales, and hath the Supreme 
Government by Vote in Legiflation and Judgment 3 and it 
is Rebellion there to difown their Power , and a Crime not 
to obey it. 

At N immegen , . Ratisbone, &c. many Princes or their 
Agents meet for Peace and Chriftian Concord. It is a fin 

for any of them to be caufelefiy againfi any Vote that is ufe* 
ful to fhofi ends. But no one of thentfior the major Vote,if 
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^mnomoftUreft^ nor is any one to h diftoM of Bm 
Dominion, that feeth reafon to diffent. 

This is plain truth ^Though Dr. Sherlock find fault 
with the Learned and Judicious Dr. Bar row, for afjertine 
it in his Treatrfe againjl the Papacy. J J J T 

And it being „ot Regiment but Comord that is the end 
of Synods (as over Bijhopsy there is no more uje 
h^y of an Vmverfal Council, oroneVniJfalCollX' 
But thenecejfty and aptitude of ^ m m ^ Z % J ^ h T ^ 
concord, muft meafure their extent. J^Jtrengtbnmg, 

What M r D's opinion is of the degree of corporal pH-
nijlment xfrch hepould have ufed to his ends, I know 
not: Mr. T h o r n d i k e is againft Death and Banifhment 
t or my part, the two greateft things that have alienated me 
from Popery arey i . ThatitcheriflmhIgnorance, andlam 
fnre that is the foil of all wickednefs 3 G o d , C h r i f t , the 
Spir i t and Scripture, ar* Light -T and Satan / / the Pr ince 
o f DarknefsV 2. That it hveth Uk$ the Leech on blood, 
hating and deftroying the mosl holy perfons who differ 
fjcom them: To theft my Soul is unreconcilable, I hate 
cruelty to Papifts or Infidels , much more to godly faithful 
Verfons, that do hurt to none. 

And I think.1'have convincedMr-Dodwdl himfelfjhat 
I am not inclined for the avoiding of Pope ry , to run into 
any contrary Extreme h nor to imitate them that igno-
vantly^all Txvth, or harmlefs th ings , A n t i c h r i f t i a n or 
P o p i l l i . / h e name of Popery doth not affright me from 
any truth vf God : What I have mitten in many Books, 
ejpecially in the laft purt of my Ca thol ick Theo logy , aud 
what cenfures I have fuffered for r j , (which never nwvedme 
to comply with the Ccnfurers) I th^k. prove it. I again 
^d aga7nprofefs,That ifthe Papifts, or fuch as Inowdd4 
Wtt>, mould hut prove, that God ever made or allowel 

ftck a Church as they plead firm' the world r that is an 
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Onwerjal Church , .cwjtofotwi wtimpd iy my.vmMM 
or Supreme Governing pm C M ^ m m a ^ A H j ^ e s ^ ^ 

•*»flfer. C h r i f t , fkeDifpute whetUr be Pope, or Counc i l , 
or Cardinals, or Colledge of Bifhops in aUthe world^fhati 
m l . ™ r me from a chearful and joy fid declaring my felf 
a r a p i f t without partiality, fear orfi.tme, in thefi^fe that 
£ t " o r d ? * P & . h a * h ptl figmfied frith finch ml convert 

Theft things I have taken the boldnefs to ask fi>me of the 
great e f t , that on the fore mentioned terms appropriate the 
name of the C h u r c h y .England** their $e& orVarty,and 
I could get no an fiver from them, viz. Whether they t o o k 
^ e Councils o f Con fiance and Bafil f o r Papifts > A n d 
Whether they n o w take the Bifhops and Church o f 
France f o r Papifts > And whether they took Ge r fon , C u -
lanus, CafTander,Erafmus,/tfr Papifts, or not ? t 

2. If yea, W h a t is the difference between the faidP-a-
puts Church-Form and Gove rnmen t , and that which 
theft call the Church Ca tho l i c* , and D i f p u t e f o r ? 

3- I f not, Then is not the Controverfie de nomine, Whe* 
ther ^ F r e n c h Bifhops and Church* and the fa id Couar 
c»ls being o f the fame F o r m and Re l ig ion # i c h t he 
Church o f England, Cos called by theft mm) ought t o 
be called Pap i f t s , o r not > And for that I JkaU finve 
Kith none : Let every man call them as he fteth cauft$ or 
*f he will^ as they will call themfelves. Let them be Pa* 
pi l ls im France, and Proteftants in England 3 I contend 
11*t0T n?r"es' B m 1 w o n d e r n o t a t t h e f i Church-men, if 
M—a h t h e F r Q n c h Proteftants, and condemn their 
Z $ J a n d Sacraments as mm\ How elfe could their 
Wrfecution bejuftified? 

th f 9 ° t k a t t h e y w o n U t e U m* ™hat C n u r c l i e s tbe> h* 
at they l i v e i n communion with 2 Whether the French, 

° p a n i t n , I t a l i an , Greeks, Neftor ians , Jacobites, Coptics , 
0 2 Abi f f ines , 



Abaffines, be in their Communionromot .* I f y e a ^ e 

ther the Reformed Churches be not as worthy of their com* 
munion t I f not whether the Church . / E n g l a n d be all 
theXatholick Church in their account/ 
J L f l m T t l d m o r e f o r God?s righteousfinal Jud?* 
7t) an%Z^^ " * " W ^ M r ' ^wilbe/gainfi 
q^nd for the world of[ p c r f i A - L i g h t , W L o v e f * 4 

Da t ed Septemb. 2. 1681 (appoin ted a Publ ick F a i l 
t o r the b u r n i n g o f London.) 

' Tb4W.net timugabertbeEtrgtAcf the Vrefs h lcaflmyeyeon, 
tbefe, Pag. 9 . ! . , 9 . f o r natures, r. names, p. 10. X.antep. dele and. 
p. 11. I . antep. r. is in. p. 17,1. 1. flr or, r. over. p. < ]. 29 

Z T e f ^ m U m C a t i n g , r , - C h r i ? ' S f e r v a n t s f o r n ° £ forfakingtfeeir 
faithful P^ftors. p. i c . 1. ult. for of r . fy. p. 16.1. 32. for */,r r 

p. 9Q.l 12 t. temerity, p. I 39. 1. i 7 . fo r£y , r. fo. p a e . i « i * 
L 4. for ^ 1 r. my9 &£• ' 
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