
And he that in thefe ferveth Chrift, is acceptable to God, and 
((hould be) approved of men, Rom. 14, 17, 18. Ephef. 4. 6, 7, 
e^c. Nor is i t lawful for any to hate, persecute, fiience, or Ex* 
communicate their Brethren that agree in thefe; or to divide, 
dif traft , or confound the Churches for the intereft of their fe-
veral Preeminences, or Provinces, which have no higher than hu
mane authority, perhaps questionable, at ieaft unquestionably be
low the authority of God, and null when it is againfl i t . 

1 am lure by the Church Hiftory of all ages fmcc Christ, the 
great divider of the Chriftian World hath been the Pride of a 
worldly, (too ignorant) Clergy. 

1. Striving who ihoul&begreatefi. 
2 Striving about ambiguom words. 
3. Impofing unntcejfary things by their Authority upon the 

Churches ; to be ignorant of this, is impoffible to me when once 
I have read the Hiftory of the Church which warneth sne what 
to fufpedt as the caufcs of our d i f t r ac t ions fo r the things that 
had been, are. 

And how unexcufable thefe three evils are, and how contrary 
to Chrift , thefe Texts do tell me : I . Lttk^ 22. 24, 25, 26 l 
5 . 1 , 2 , 5 , 4 . 1 Cor 5, 6, 7, 22. 2 COT. I. 24. U. 2 Ttm.2- I4> 
15,23,24,25. 1 Tim. i.4>S,<5. I I I . 2 Cor. 1 j . $. ^#.15,28. 
Revel. 2 24,2 5, Mat. 1 5. 8, p. Rem. 14, & 1 5, throughout. 

To tell you, that I am not only as you fay, on the defruBive 
part I have thus told you briefly what I afTert as the way to 
peace. And now I frail dedrutlively tell you why I differ fiom 
your Principles as truly deflruclive of truth, umty and peace. 

Some of the Principles which I have heard from your mouth, 
which I duTent from, are thefe : 

L That the Church mud: have fome Ecdefiaftical Governors 
that are abfolute, from whom no man.may appeal to an invifible 

jjf. That Diocefan Churches are the firft in order of Divine 
Inftitution. nLnrh* 1% Thar Diocefan-Bilhopsbvconfent mav make other C-nurc» 
formes National, Patriarchal, <*f- And that fuch Cnurches ar 
-not made by Princes, but bv the conf nt of Prelates. ; _ 

IV. That thefe church-lorms' of mans making, ftand m 3 u ' 
vernmg 
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verning Superiority over thofe of Gods making. 

V . That where by fuch confent of Diocefans fuch fuperior Ju-
rifdi&ions are once fetled, i t is a fin for any to gather Aflem-
bHes within the local bounds of their Juritdiaion without their 
confent. 

V I . That you cannot fee how thofe that do fo, can befaved. 
V I I . That if I preach on the account of my Minifterial office, 

and the peoples neceflity, to fuch as elfe would have no Preach
ing, nor any publick worfhip of God, {e.g. in a Parifh where 
there are 40 oco more than can hear in the Parifh-Churcn; , 
though I muft conclude that according to the ordinary way ot 
Salvation fuch could not be brought to Faith, Hohnefs and Sal
vation, for want of teaching, it is yet my fin to preach to them, 
and my duty to let them rather be damned, it l nave nocrne 
Bifhops confent to teach them \ and that becaule it is theBilnop 
and not I that (hall anfwer for their damnation. 

V I I I . That i t is difputable with you Whether thofe to whom 
Church power is given {viz.. Diocefans) may not change (not 
only the local temporary circumftances, but) the very Cnurcti-
forms, and fufpend Laws of Chrift . V 

I X . That Baptifm entreth the Baptized into fome particular 
Church, and confequently under this fore-defcribed Cnurcn-
Government. 

X . That in the cafe of Preaching the Gofpel, Minifters may m 
many cafes c'o i t , though Emperours and Kings forbid them, fas 
in the days of Conftartttas, Vdens, yea and better men)', but not 
i f the Bifhop forbid them, or confent not. 

X I . That circa Sacra, if the King command the Churches for 
Uniformity, one Tranflation of the Bible, one Verfion or Meter 
of the Pfalms, one Liturgy, one Time, or Place of Worihip* 
&c. and the Bifhop another, we ought to obey the Bilhop againft 
the command of the King. 

X I I . That the required Subfcriptions, Declarations, Rubricks 
and Canons, are primarily the Laws of the Church, which the 
King aud Parliament do confirm by their Sanftion j and there
fore the Church is the Expounder of them. 

Thefe are fome of your Aflertions, which I cannot yet re
ceive. 

S I . M y 



1, My.Reafonsagainft thefirft are thefe : i . BecauTe this ma-
keth Gods of men, and lb is Idolatry , giving them Gods pro* 
per Power and Prerogative. 

2. Yea, i t taketh down God f o r his LawsJ, and fetteth them 
above h im: For there cannot be two lAbfolute Governors that 
have not one Witt. I f I muft not appeal frooi them to God , 
then I nauft appeal from God to them that is, I muft break 
his Law, i f they bid me, or elfe they are not Abfolute. 

2. This maketh all Gods Laws at the will of man, as altera
ble, or dilpenfible : Man may forbid all that God commandeth, 
and 1 muft obey. 

4* Then all Villanies may be made Virtue*, or Duties, at the 
wi l l of man: I f they command us to curfe God, or Blafpheme, 
or be perjured, or commit Fornication, Murder, or Idolatry, i t 
would become a Du ty . 

5. Then the Power, and Lives of Kisgs would be at the Cler
gies mercy \ For i f their power be AbfoUte, they may,make Trea-
fon and Rebellion a Duty. 

6. And all Family-Societies, and Civil Converfe, might be 
overthrown, while an Abfoluti Clergy may difoblige men from 
all duty to one another, 

7. Then the Council at Later'an , which you have excellent
ly proved in your Confederations, to be the Author of its Ca
nons, doth, or did oblige Princes to exterminate their Reform
ed Subjeds, and difoblige Subjcfts from their Allegiance to Prin
ces that obey not the Pope herein, and are excommunicate. So 
of Greg. yth7s Council Rom. 

8. Then did the Church, or Kingdom of England well , to 
diibbey, or forfake the Roman Power, that was over them t 

9 . Were not our Martyrs rather Rebels, that died for cm-
obeying an Abfolute Power ? A L r l D ~ > ^ 

10 How fhould two contradiamg Abfolute Powers 
General Councils; be both obeyed? E.g. Nicen, 1. ande//"-. 
inmi. Sirm. and Tyr. or Ephef 2. and Caked, 

11. How wil l this ftand with the Judgment and praaic- or 
the Apoftles, that (aid, Whether it bs mset that we obey <jo+t 

g m 1 2 , How 
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12, How wil l i t ftand with Conformity to the Church of 

England, that in the Articles faith, that General Councils may 
err, and have erred in matter of Faith? &c. 

11. Is i t not againft the fenfe of all mankind, even the corn-
mon Light of Nature , where utter Atheifm hath not prevail
ed? - • 

Say not, that I wrong you, by laying all this odium on your 
felf. I lay it but on your words : And I doubt no t , but 
(though difouting Intereft draw fuch words from you ; on 
confideration you wi l l re-call them by fome limitations. 

I I . My Rcafons againft your fecond, muft pre-fuppofe, that we 
under ftand one another as to thefenfe of the word, DiocefanChurc* 
which beina vour term, had I been with you, I mull: n*ye ctt-
l e d vou firbftireXplain: The word, Diocefs of old, yon know, 
S f i e d a part of the Empire, larger than a Province, anu that 
H many Metropolitans in i t . I iuppofe that is not your enfe 
Somedmeys now it is taken for that: fp.ee of ground f which we 
call, * Diocefsfometimes for all the P^Ple »n *a t frace. And 
with us, a Diocefan Church, is a Church of the lornft Order, cor, 
Uininr in it, a multitude of fixed Parochial Congregations, wtcb 
have every one their fiated Tresbyter, rvho is no Bifhop, and V/mm 
alt are, and are no Churches, bm parts of a Church, and which is 
individuated by on: Bifhop , and the meafurwg.Jpace of grouua, 
vehofe inhabitants are its Members. Ti l l you tell me the contra-
ry , i rauft take this for your fenfe For you profefs to me, that 
you fpeak of fuch Diocefan Churches as ours f and they have 
fome above a thouland , others many hundred Parifhes;, and 
you fay our Parifhes are not Churches, but Parts of a Church? 
and fo Families are. t e n . 

2. Either you mean, that a Diocefan Church is the far it- m 
order of Execution and Exiftence, or elfe in order of Intenti
on, and fo laft in Exiftence and Execution. I know not your 
meaning, aad therefore muft fpeak to both. 

I . That a Diocefan Church is fir ft in Intention, is denied 
by me, and difproved ( though i t belong to you to prove 
it ) . 

1. In-

http://fp.ee
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1. Intentions no where declared of God in mature or fuperna-

tural Revelations, are not to be afTerted of him as Truths. But 
a prime intention of a Diocefan Church is no where declared of 
God : Ergo, not to be afierted cf him as truth. 

2. It is the end or ultimum rei complement urn , which is firft 
in intention (where there is or do intentionis.) But a cDiocef<m, 
Church is not the end or alt imam rei complement nm : Ergo, not 
firft intended. 

The Majar is not deniable: The Minor hath th-: confent as 
far I as know, of all the world. For they are all either for the 
Hierarchy, or againft i t . They that are for i t , lay that a. Metro
politan is above a Diocefan, and a Provincial above a Metropoli
tan, and a Patriarchal above & Provincial, and a. National (which 
hath Patriarchs, as the Empire had) above that •, and .fay the 
new Catholicks, an humane umverfal above a National Church, as, 
the complement or perfection *, -and therefore muft be firft in
tended. 

But thofe that are againfl the Hierarchy, think that all thefe 
are Church corruptions, or humane policies fet up by Ufurpati-
on, and therefore not of prime Divine Intention. 

3. I f you ftiould go this way, I would firft debate the queftk 
on with you, how far there is fuch a thing aserdo intentionis to 
beafcribed to God. For though St. Thomas Cas you ufe to call 
him) aflert fuch intentions, i t is with many limitations \ and others 
deny i t , and.all confefs that it necdeth much Explication to be 
underftood. 

I I . But i f it be a priority of Exiftonce ,in Order of execution, 
that you mean, it difproveth it felf. For, 

1. I t is contrary to the nature of produaion, that two, or 
twenty,or an hundred ftated Congregations, (hould be before ont y 
as i t is that I fhould write a page before a line, and aline be-, 
fore a word, and a word before a letter. 

2. I t is contrary to the Scripture-Hiftory, which telleth us 
thw Chrift called hisDilciples by degrees, a few fu ft, and more . 
after y and that the Apoftles accordingly converted men; from 
tht number of 120, they rofe to socomorey and after to 5000, 
&c And that ordinarily the Churches in Scripture-times were 
fuch as could, ^nd often did meet in one place, (though that be 
n X neceflary as 1 faid before) hath fo copious evidence, as that. 

I will not here trouble you with it . 
1 3. Either 
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l. Either the Apoftles Ordained Bifhops before fubjeft Pres

byters, or fuch Presbyters before Bifhops, or both at once. I f 
both at once as two Order*, it's ftrange that they caOed both 
Orders promifcuoufly by the lame names, fometimes Bifhops,fome-
times Presbyters, and fometimes Paftors and Teachers, without 
any diftinguifhing Epithete or notice. And it's ftrange that we 
never find any mention of the two forts of Congregations, one 
the Bifhops Cathedral, and the other the Parifh Presbyters Con
gregation. If you fav that they were the Bifhops themfeives,and 
firft Ordained only fubjecVPresbyters under them, that cannot 
hold. For doubtlefs there were more than twelve or thirteen 
Churches (the number of Apoftles in their t i m e s n o r were they 
fixed Bijhops, but indefinite gatherers and edfiers of the Churches. 
And either thofe Elders firft Ordained by the Apoftles w?re Bi-
ftops, or elfe there were Churches without Bijhops, lor they Or-
dained Elders in every City, and tn every Church. And either the 
Elders firft Ordained by the Apoftles had the power of Ordain- , 
ingotfurs, or not. I f they had, then either they were Bifhops, 
or elfe fubjttt-Presbyters were Ordained to be Ordainers yea to 
Ordain Bijhops (it fuch were to be after ordained.; And io in-
deed it would be fuitable to your conceit, that the inferiour 
order of Diocefans do by confent make fuperior Metropolitans, 
Provincials, Nationals, and Patriarchs to rule them ; and with 
Hieromrs report ad Evagr. that the Alexandra m Presbyters made | 
the Bifhops, as the Army doth a General. But this making or i H T 
Children to beget Fathers, is fo commonly denied, that I need 
not more difpute againft i t . 

I But I think molt of the Hierarchical way will fay, that the 
Apdfties firft Ordained Bifhops, that thofc Biihops might Ordatn 
fubjeft-Prfsbyters. And i f fo, the Churches could be but fmgle 
Congregation at the fiift till the fubjett-Presbyters w ire Ordain
ed Yea, Dr. Hammond (as aforefaid) after tech f i n e^#. 11- and 
in Differt. &c.) that there is no proof there were any of the Or
der of fubjefl-Presbyters in Scripture-times $ and he thinketh that 
raoft of his party were of his mind j and that the name Bifhop, 
Elder and Paftor in Scripture figmfie only thofe that we now call 
Biihops. And in this he followeth Dion. Fetavius, and Fr. a San-
tta Qlara de Epifiop. who faith that i t cams from Scotm, And if 
this be fo, then in all Scripture-times there was no Church of 
more than one worjhipping Congregation, For we are agreed that 

Church. • 



^nurch-meetmgs were for the publick Worft i 'p of God , arid 
celebration of Sacraments, and exercife of Difcipline, which no 
meer Lay-man might lawfully guide the people in, and perform 
as iuch affemblies did require. And one Biihop could be but in 
one place at once. And i f there were many Bifhops, there were 
many Churches. So that according to Dr. Hammond and all of 
his mind, there was no Church in Scripture-times of more than 
one ftated ordinary Worfhipping Congregation, becaufe there 
were no fubjea. Presbyters. 

I f ycu fay that yet this was a Diocefan Church , becaufe i t 
had.a Diocefan Biihop •, I anfwer, why is he called a Diocefan 
Edhop if he had not a Diocefan Church ? 

I f you mean that he was defigncd to turn his Angle Congre
gation into many by increafe: 1. That muft not be [aid only, 
but proved. 2. And that fuppofeth that his one congregation. 
was firf t before the many. And I hope you take not Infidels 
for parts of the Church, becaufe they are to be converted there
after. Thole that are no members of the Church make not the 
Church, and fo make it not to be Diocefan. One Congregation 
is not an hundred or a thoufand, becaufe fo many will be here
after. 

I f you mean that fuch a [pace of ground was affigned to the 
Bifhops to gather and govern Churches in. I anfwer, 

1. Gathering Churches is a work antecedent to Epifcopacy. 
2. The Ground is no part of the Church. I t is a Church of 

men, and not of foil and houfes that we fpeak of. 
3. Nor indeed will you ever prove that the Apoftlts meafu-

red out or diftinguifhed Churches by the fpace of ground. So 
that the firft Churches were not Diocefan. 

lit. As to your Third Opinion, 1. Officers are denominated 
from the work which they are to do. There are works to be 
done, circa facra, about the holy Minifterial works, as Acci
dental : as to fee to Church buildings, Utenfils, and Lands, to 
Summon Synods, ?nd Regifter their A&s ; to moderate in 
difputstions, and to take votes, &c. Thefe the Magiftrate may 
appoint Cffkers to perform* and i f he do not, the Churches, by 
his permilTion, may do i t by eonfert. 

And 
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And there are works proper to the Magiftrate, viz.. to force 

men to their duty by mulcts, or corporal penalties. I deny none 
of thefe. 

But the works of Ordination, Paftoral Guidance, Excommunu 
cation and Absolution, by the power of the Keys, are proper to 
the [acred Office, which Chrift hath inftituted.- And 1 fhall not 
believe, til l 1 fee i t proved, that any men have power to make 
any new Order, or Office of this fort, which Chrift never made 
by himfeelf, or his Spirit in his Apoftles; much lefs that Inte
riors may make Superior Offices '. For i . I t belongeth to the tame 
power to make one fefpecialiy the Superior; Church-Orbce, wmcn 
made the other of the fame General nature. If without Chrifts in
ftitution, noman could be Epifcopmgregu, and have the power of 
the Keys over the people, then by parity of Reafon, without 
his inftitution no man can be Epifcopus Epifcoporum, ana have 
the power of the Keys over the BiOiops. ( 

2. Dr. Hammond's argument againft Presbyters Ordination 
is , Nemo dat quod non habet'^ which though it fer.ve not his-
turn on ieveial accounts (both becaufe i . They-have the Order 
which they confer, 2. Becaufe Ordination is not giving,^ but 
Minifierial delivery by Invcfliture); yet in this cafe i t will hold V 
For I , This is fuppo&d to be a new inftitution of an Office-
2. And that of an higher power than ever the inftitutors had 
therafelves: The King giveth all his Officers their power, but 
ali of them cannot give the King his power. The Patriarch can
not make a Pope, nor the Metropolitans a Patriarch, that 
(hall have a power over than, which they never had them-
reives. -

And what I fay of Superior Orders, and Offices, I fay of Sy-
nodr; For whether the power be Monarchical or Ariftocrati-
cal, or Democratical, there is need of the fame power in the 
Caufe that maketh i t : No man can give that which he hath nor 
to give. 

i f you (hould fly to fuch popular Principles, as the Epifcopal 
Champion, Richard Hooker, doth, and the Jefuites in their Po
liticks, and m a n y y e a / m o f t other Writers of Politicks, and 
fay, That as the people are the givers of power to the Sove-
raign, though they are no Governours themfelves, fo the Bi -
(hops give power to the Spifcopi Spifcoporum (perfonal, or Sy-
nodicai;, I anfwer, The Principle is falie about Qml Policy, *\ 



I have proved againft Mr . Hooker, in my Chriftian Direttory, 
and as Dr. Hammond hath proved in the Kings Caufe, againft 
John Goodwin. The power every man hath over himfelf, doth 
i'o Ipecifically differ from the power of Governing Societies, that 
the latter is not caufed by all mens Contribution of the former } 
and much more in Church-Government, which God hath left leis 
the W i l l of man fas Mr. Dan. Cawdr&y hath proved). 

To conclude, I grant the Superiority of Magiftrates, and 
of their Officers, circa facra , but not that Inferior Clergy
men may by confent, make a Superior Species of Rulers ( or 
Epifcopos Epifcoporum) by the Keys, in eodem genere. 

But I confcfs, that how far Chrift himfelf hath made zApofto-
lick, Succeffors, cr c^rchbijhops, as to the ordinary part of go
verning many Churches, is a queftion to me of much more diff i
culty, and moment. 

As for the Patriarchal, and other Superior Church-power in 
the Roman Empire, that i t was made partly by the Emperors 
themfelvesf as the inftances of the two Juftiniana's^nd many others 
lbewj , and partly by Councils, Authorized thereto by the Em
perors, is paft all doubt. 

I V . As to your fourth Opinion, I include the reafon of my 
denial of i f , in the defcription of i t . Whether you confefs par
ticular wot (hipping Churches, that have each unum altare, to be 
of Divine Institution, I cannot tell : but that you take the Di* 
ocelan to be fo Divine, you have told mey and that you take 
the Superior Ruling-Churches, to be made by them. Now that 
Churches of mans making fUniverfal, or National, or Patriarchal, 
&c) (hould be the rightful Governors (by the Keys,) over the 
Churches of Gods making, muft be either jure Divino, or hu-
mano ; not jure humano ; For I . Man cannot give the power of the 
Keys without God. 2. And mans grant cannot over top Gods. 
Indeed there is no powtr but of God. 

2. Not jure divino \ For i f God give them the pwer, God 
makfth that Species that containeth that power. For God not to 
make the Office, and no? to give the power, is all one. 

4. A t leaft, what fatisfying proof you will give us, that in
deed Go i giveth power to Church-Officers of his own making,them-

ielves 
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ftvesto make nobler Superior Officers or Churches than therafelves, 

I cannot forefee. And till it's proved,it is not to be believed. 
4. Yea it confoundeth the Inferiours and the Superiors, tor tfie 
Diocefans are fo far the Superiors to the Provincial, National, 
Patriarchal, &c. in that they make them, or give them their 
Power, and yet inferior in that they are to be fubjetTs to 
them. 

More Nonconformistsdo deny the power of men to make new 
Speties of Churches, and Church Rulers, than their power to 
make new Ceremonies. 

— — 

V. Your next mention'd Opinion, (that i t is a fin to preach 
and congregate people within the local bounds of Diocefan or 
Provincial, or other fuperior Jurifdiclions without their confentj 
falleth of i t felf, i f thofc foregoing fall, which i t is built upon. 

1. I f i t prove true that they that made thefe fuperior Juris
dictions had no power to make them, but gave that which they 
had not to give, then your foundation faileth. 

2. If it be proved that neither Chrift nor his Apoftles ever 
made a L i w that Bifhops Jurifdi&ions (hall be limited, meafured 
and diftributed by fpace of ground, as our Parifties and Diocef-
ics are, fo that all in fuch a compafs fhall be proper to one Pa-
ftor, much lefs did ever divide our DiocefTesor Parifhes s (which 
methinks none fhould deny) then Preaching in that fpace of ground 
is no fin againft fuch an Order of Chrift. 

3; ^ i t be proved (as I undertake to d o j that this diftributiom 
by fpaces of ground, is a work that the King and his Officers are 
to do, (or the Churches by his permiflion by way of contract,-if 
he leave it to them), and this in obedience to Gods General Laws 
(of Order, Peace, Concord and Edification), then thefe things 
will follow, 

in That i f the King give us Licenfes to Preach within fuch a 
fpace of ground, we have good Authority, and break not the 
reftraining Law: And yet fuch as you accufed us of fchifm as 
weii when the King Licenfed us, as fince. 

2. That this Law of local bounds doth bind us but as other 
humane Laws do •, which is, fay many Cafuifts, not at all out of 
the cafe offiandal,. when they make not for the bomm publicum. 

T But 
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But jay others more fefely, not when they notorioiifly mdkf 
*gainfty i . Either the bonum publicum, which is finis rcgiminis°° 
2. Or the general Law of God which muft authorize them, (be
ing againft edification, peace, &c.) $. When they are contrary 
to the great, certain and indifpenfible Laws of God himfelf 
And that in fuch cafes patient fuffering the penalty which men 
inflict, is inftead of obedience to the prohibition, fand as in Da
niels cafe, Van. 6 and the Apoftics, drc) 

Therefore I am ready to give you, i . My Conceflions in what 
cafes it is finful to difobey the Magiftrate in Preaching where he 
forbiddeth i t : 2. And in what cafes i t is a great duty. But to 
fay that i t is a fin• becaufe that the Clergy forbiddeth i t , muft 
have better proof than I have feen, even, i . That fuch Clergy
men are truly called by God. 2. And-that they have from him 
the alTignation of this fpace of ground. And 3. are by him em
powered to forbid all others to preach on their land. 4. And 
that even when Gods penerai Laws do make i t our duty , that 
they can fufpend the obligation of fuch Laws, even the greateft: 
I am ready upon any juft occafion to prove to you, that I were 
a heinous finner, i f I fhould have ceafed fuch Preaching as I have 
ufed, upon all the reafons that you alledg againft i t . And wo 
to them ihit make our great eft and dear eft duties to pafs for fin, 
and our greateft fin, Jfa. 5. 20. Were it but one of the leaft 
commands, I would be loth to break i t , and teach men jo to do, 
much lefs one of the greateft •, when men whofe confciences telJ 
them, that they are totally devoted to God as Chriftians, and as 
Ordained Minifters, deny their worldly intereft and preferments, 
and ferve him in poverty, beholden for their daily bread, and 
to the ruin of their worldly Eftates, and the hazard of their 
lives in -the Common Goals, endeavour nothing but to Preach 
Chrifts Gofpcl to fave mens fouls from ignorance, unbelief, leniu-
ality^ worldlinefs, &c in cafe of the peoples undeniable neceflity * 
I fay, when fuch meet with men of the fame profeffion, who think 
not the Common Gaols among Rogues , and the forfeiture of 
Forty pound a Sermon, as Enacted by Law, to be enough to- re-
ft win them, but alfo as in the name of Chrift they will charge 
m with heinous fin unlefs we will perfidioufiy break our obliga
tions to Chrif t , and facrilegioufly alienate our felves ^ o r n ^ 
work which we are dtvoted to (many of us under the biinops 
hands) snd unlefs we will be cruel to roiferable fouls, ana inut 
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up the bowels of our compaffion from ^ f f l / w h i ^ 
in need and in danger of damnation what fortitude do we need 
againft fuch kind of Tempters, and fuch Temptations1 
kards and boys in the ftrcet only icornd me as a Puritan, or 
Precifian, i t were lefs. If Turkifi Ruleri dih>er(ecuteme for my 
•Preaching Chrift . i t were lefs. i f miftaken Chnftian Rulers made 
me the fcfrn of the Nation, a n k r i p t me of a 1 my worldly main-
tenance, and laid me with Malefadors to ^ M * * e J 
temptation, than for a man to come in the name ol Chrift, toteU 
me that! fin againft him, uniefs I will toriake my Calhng, break 
my Vows, ceafe Preaching his Gofpcl, betray thoufands of fouls to 
Satan and damnation , and encourage ail that endeavour i t , by 
yielding to all their temptations, and giving them iuccels. But as 
Chrift Suft be accufed of fin, as well as crucified, and not allowed 
the honour of fufFering as innocent, fb muft his lervants. 

I Will venture upon one argument on the by that may be lomewnat 
by others though nothing to you for the invalidating of your ac-
cufation. I f l w from the hands of a Noble Lord, an excellent truly The Earl 
Earned Manufcnpt,faid by him to be the Bifhop of Lincolns,xo fa- <*«3-
tisfie you who are faid to judg it unlawful to fubfcribe to Atbana-
f m \ Creed. What elfe you refufe 1 know not \ but by that much 
I perceive you are a ftrange kind of Norxonformifl. Now i f it be 
unlawful for you to fubicribe and conform, or unlawful for me, 
(which I here undertake to prove before any equal competent 
Judges) then it is unlawful for all the Minifters of England for * t* 
none of them may do evil that good may come by it . And then all 
theMinifters in England ought to ceafe Preaching, i f I ought to 
ceafe, when they are forbidden. The confequence will be denied 
by others, though not by you. (And by the way, How can you 
take the Biihops for Abfolute, from whom there is no appeal to an in-
vifible power, and yet difobey them, if they bid you fubfcribe 
tsfthanafm Creed }) I f i t be a fin in me not to ceafe Preaching 
when I am filenced for Nonconformity, and yet Nonconformity be 
a duty, then it is a fin in ail the Minifters of England not to be Non
conforming, and fo not to ceafe Preaching. But the latter part of 
the conftquent is falfe: Ergo, fo is the Antecedent. 

2. Yea,dire&ly your affertion puts i t in the power of onefu. 
perior to put down the Preaching of the Gofpel, and all Gods pub-
lick Worfihip, in whole Countries or Kingdoms, ( i f not in the 
world)> and fo Chrift muft be at their mercy whether he fhall have 
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" " f y n i ! U L. r c h ' a n d f o wh**er he f h j l be Chr ifV, and God, whether 
•% he fha!»have any publick Worftip"- In SthiopU (^^y^riermod. 

fetft that yet after the decay of the Empire, t is as big is 
S f * ? \ * y nave but one &iflft>£ called 

their And it he forbad all Preaching or p ^ i k k W r f h i p 
in the Lmptre, l t l s a fin t 0 o b e y ^ ^ ^ s a . . d u £ / t 0 

gather Churches within his Church. I t h a fin ft thr fcti&of 
^ / c w * , th.it all their Clergy obey theirWmartf i and Prince in 

gree 
>. 

forbearing to Preach. I f all the Bilhops of England iTioufd • 
toreduce the Kingdom to one only Bifhopriek,'and one Church, 
and turn a 1 the reft into Parifh-Chapoels, i t were a duty r - dtuibev 
them, and gather Churches in that one Church. I f t h e k t n o ^ o f 
Alexandria, Antioch, or Conflantinople, had forbidden a!: in their 
limits to Preach and worfhip God publicly, it had been a wicked-
nets to obey them. When Severm Antinh, the Emychian, forbad 
the Orthodox to Preach in his Patriarchate , it had been their fin 
to obey him,fyea or if Theodofim or Anaflafim the Emperours had 
done i t ) : yea, though a General Council of Ephef. 2. ( i f not 
Ephef i . J was on his fide. I f the pope (whether as Pope or as. 
Patriarch of the Weft ) , Interdict all the Preachers and Churches 
m-F'eniee, or in 'Britain, i t were a fin to obey him. 

The reafons arc,becaufe their power is derived and Hmited(to pafs 
by the no power of Ulurpers) the greateft have it for edification,and 
not for deftructton. None of them have power to make void the 
leaft (continued) Law of God by their Doctrines, Precepts or Tra
ditions, All men muft take heed of the leven of their falfe Do-
ctrine, and muft beware of falfe Prophets, and muft prove alf 
things, and hold faft that which is good. 'There is no true power 
but of God, and therefore none againft him. I t is better to obey. 
God than men. Eut of this you may in feafon have larger proof,if 
you defi e i t . 

V I . Your excluding mftom Salvation, that will not eeafe Preach
ing the.Gofpel of Salvation, and worftipping God, remembreth' 
us 4 

1. What a mercy it is that neither Pope, nor any fuch condem
nor is made our final Judg. 

2. How moft Sects agree fPapifts, Quakers, &c.) 'm damning 
thole that dance not after their Pipe. 3. What 
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3 > What vannin 'w^" > - ^ r a t i o n s Satan uTeth to U r i e l • 
Chrifts Gofpel, and mens S t a t i o n ft o f a D , 

&t once 1 have, 1. A backward fie<h, that 1 the woru , 
thatfaith, Favour thvfelf, andexpofe not % M f ^ f ^ . ^ 

W * * , > / * r ^ , Ufimd danger o f ^ ^ r j ^ f i g ^ 
that work, which thyfuperwurs think. needlefs, andforbm* 

I-feel Satan letting in with the fleOi, a n « l a ? i n & l h ; ^ 
5. Carnal and worldly friends fay the fame fas Peter to Gnrilt, 

Mat, 16) 
4. Difpleafed Sinners and SecTari.es wifh me fiknt. 
5. What Superiors lay and do, 1 need not mention. 
6. And to perfeft all, fome Preachers in Prefs and Pulpit, ana 

you in Difcourfe, declare us in danger of damnation, as Schiima-
ticks, unlefs we will give over Preaching the Gofpel. O now eaiie 
were it to me to avoid that damnation! And if i incur it,how dear 
ly d o l purchafeitl It is a fad cafe that fuch poor fouls as we are in, 
that would fain know Gods will whatever ftudy or (uttering it colt 
us, and after our mod earneft fearch and prayers, believe that it 
weforfookourtruft , and office, and the peoples fouls, we thou a 
be-judged as facrilegious, perfidious hypocrites, and yet we are tola 
by wifer and greater mtn, that our labours and fufferings do but 
damn us may not a man be damned at a cheaper rate than Forty 
pound a Sermon, or the lofs of all his worldly Eftate, and lying 
with malefactors, and perhaps dying in a Goal, under the publish
ed fact ed infamy of being Scnifmaticks and enemies of the pubhck 
Government and peace, &cf But this alfo we muft be fortified a-
gainft. For Satan is fometime utterly impudent,and will fay, J>amn 
yourfehes by perfJioufnefs, and let the people be damned quietly, or 
elfe you fiall be damned for Sckifmaticks. But the long noife of 
damning Fapiftr and Quakers have fomewhat hardned or embol
dened us. It was an early trick, jitt. 15 Except ye be circumctfed 
and keep the Law of Mofes,ye cannot be faved. W h e n l a n c i s a n d l l " 
vings will not prevail-, when profit, pleafure and hor our fail:, when 
poverty, reproach and prifons will not ferve, then.comes, Ton 
cannot elfe be faved. How many Setts fay, Say as we fay, and do as 
we do, and follow wjr you cannot be faved f But faith St. 1 auUjt vs 
a {mail thing With me to be judged of man, or at mans day: J have 
one that judgeth me, even the Lord, (to whom we will appeal what
ever you fay againft it J Butyoumuft give me leave to think,that 
to draw men from their great duty, and the-faving icUs, to heinous 

fin* 
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fin, in the name of Chrift, and to frighten men into Hell with 
the fear of damnation, and the abufed Word of God, hath heinous 
aggravations, which enticing men by fenfuality to drunkennefs, 
v.horedom or theft,hath not. 

V I I . To the next, the matter of fatt,and antecedent Suppofirions * 
car not be denied, viz.. x. That it is probably fuppoled that there 
are inhabitants more than can hear the Preachers voice in the Parifti* 
Churches, in Martins Parifh about 40000, in Stepney Parifti near 
as many, in Giles Cripplegate .jocoo, in Giles in the Fields near 
2ooco, in Sepulchres, Algate, White-chappel, Andrews Holborn, 
and many other Out- Par11n.es very many thoufands. The Jaft Bill 
of Mortality that Ifaw, faith there died in Stepney. Parifh as many 
wanting one, as in all the Ninety-feven Parifties of London, and in 
Martins as many within fix, and in Giles Cripplegate as many within 
eight, or thereabout. 

2. How jhall they call on him in whom they have not believed?and 
how flia/l they believe if they hear not ? and how /hall they hear with
out a Preacher f If the Gofpel be hid, it is hid to them that are loft : 
Where Vifion faileth, the people per i f ) , even for lack^ofknowledg. 

l> Yet people by our Church Laws muft be prefented and profe-
cuted asRecufantsif they come not to Church, and fo 40000 or 
30000 Chould be prefented and punifhed for want of room \ but i t 
is a greater puniftiment to be ftrangers unto the Gofpel. 

4. The Canon forbiddeth them going to, and communicating in 
c ther Pas ifhes, and forbiddeth the Minifters to receive them. 

5. The Children of Chriftians are born with no more knowledg 
ihan the children of Heathens j and need teaching as well as theirs, 
to bring them to knowledg when they grow up. 

6. God will not fave any adult perfen that is an Infidel, impeni-
te i t , unfan&ified, becaufe he is bred up among Chriftians, and 
C hurches, or born of Chriftians, and Baptized \ but i t will go 
worfe. with fuch unholy per ions in the day of Judgment, that have 
J- ad the greateft means. 

7. I f you can caft the fault on the people, and fay that they 
D ight remove their dwellings, or (break the Law, and)go to other 
) arifhes,or read at home, &c that excufeth us not. For the worfe 
i hey are, the more nerd they have of help- I f they were fauUMs 
v\ hat need had they of us ? 8. As 
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As to my own cafe whom yon condemn, I have told yon, 

that I have the Ordination of a Bifhop, and the Licenfe of the 
Bifhop of this Diocefs ( not nulled or recalled ) which by your 
principles one would think might ferve i f it had been againft 
Gods own Laws. And yet Gods Law and the Bifhops Licenfe 
will not ferve. 

9- Some other mav fay , What's your cafe to many others ? I 
anfwer : T o pafs by a Weat deal not now to be faid, Let it be 
understood that the cafe is this. Men are f irf t filenced and ex
communicated, and fo forbidden the public* Churches, and all 
pubiick worfhip of God : and then the Excommunicate are pro-
fecuted and accufed for not coming to Church. Divers Canons 
do fpfo fatfo ( that is, fine fententia ) excommunicate all that do 
but fay that any thing in the Liturgy or Difciphne is unlawful, 
or may not be done with a good confcience ( which all MMm 
formifts hold ). And it is not poffible for us to repent of that as a 
wicked Error which after all means that we can poffibly ufe, 
appeared! unto us an undoubted truth, that fo our Excommu
nication may be taken off. Now thefe ft'kneed men are allured, 
that God difobligeth them not from the duty of Preaching; 
and thefe excommunicate men are affured that God doth notdif-
°blige them from the duty of f Mhk ivcrflip and Church-commu
nion. Therefore they muft ule it as they can, when they may 
not ufe it as they would. Men fay the Vapifis mould not call us 
Schifmaticks, becaufe they cap m c»* ,and went from m * and wil l 
you 'filence and excommunicate men, as they undertake to 
prove, for obeying God, and then call them Schifmaticks for not 
communicating with y o u , or for worfhipping God in fiich 
Chiwch-communion as they can ? Indeed many of us commu
nicate with you, becaufe we think not our feives bound, tho 
you excommunicate us ipfo fafro, to do execution on our feives, 
or to gp further from you than necelfity compelleah us ( tho' 
Imuf tprofefs tha tCipwm 68. Epiftle, p.^oc. and St. Matins 
Separation from the Bifhops, confirmed by Miracle, lomcnmes 
fticks in my ftomack ) . But I cannot make fo light you do, 
t . Of fuch Texts as a T i m . 4- *> 1 c h a ^ e *T? h f f i °t¥* 
and the Lord Jefirs Chrift, who flail judgShe quick and We dead 
*t- his appearing, and his kingdom, preach the word he infant in 
feafon, out of' feafon, reprove, rebuke, exhort, with all long-fuffery 
ing and dotlrine. ... 

a. - N o 
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2. Nor of the murderous famifhing of thoufands of fouls? 

when to murder one child by famine deferveth death and hell-
3. Nor of Chrifts Law of preferring Mercy before Sacrifice, 

neceflary Morals before Rituals, Circumftantials or Ordinals, 
which-are all but propter rem ordinatam. I remember you have 
told me, That if the Bijhop forbad all' Gods publick worfoip in the 
JfJ'emblies, we muft forbear. Such faytngs, and this, That I mufi 
let fo many fouls be untaught though they be damned,becaufe it is the 
Bifljops fault and not mine, dcTmake me ready to tremble to 
think of them. I f Chrifts works be faying, whofe work is it to 
make fo light of mans damnation ? Is it'any wonder i f fuch 
Principles be called Antichrifrian ? I cannot but perceive from 
whom they come, when the damnation of poor people muft 
be fo eafily fubmitted to, i f the Bifhop do but command the 
means. Methinks you wrong the Bifhops by fuch odious Sup-
pofitions and Affertions, as i f you would make men believe 
that they are/the Grievous Wolves that J}are nej. the flock, and the 
thorns <ivd thifihs that are made to prick and rend the people. 
But I believe that the Bifhops faultinefs in mens damnation 
would be'no exeufe to me i f I be acceik-ry. 

4. And I doubt not but i f you bnjnftly tpfo / ^ ^ E x c o m m u 
nicate men, it neither deprivtth them of the right, nor abfol-
veth them from the duty of publick V\crmip, and Church-
Communion. And 1 am afhatned to read and hear Preachers 
piiblickly reproaching them for not holding conftant Commu
nion with theParifh-Ohurclies, when ifs notorious that the Ca
non hath thus Excommunicated them, yea though it were their 
duty fometime to intrude. 

And 1 befeech you judg as a Chr'ftian or a man, whether 
you can think fuch Arguments mould draw the people thern-
felves to be of your mind : Go to them and fpeak out, Neigh
bours, I confefs that while yon live in ignorance and fin for want 
of teaching and publick worfl i ip, you are in the way to dam
nation • but it is the Bifhop, and not the filenced Preacher that 
mail anfaer for it. W i l l t % riot reply, And Jlmll net the Bijhop 
then be damned tnfteadof tts, as well as mftead of the filenced Trea
cher ? 

VII I . Vour 
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VII I . Your doubt about mens power to change Chrifls fitted 
form of Church-government, is but a confequent of your hr i t , of 
mens abfolute pewer. . , ^ , , c 

But i . i f they change Gods Laws, or inlhtuted Church-forms 
or Government, may they not change their own ? And it lo, 
there is fome hope of a Reformation. But why then did the Ca
nons of 1640. in the Et cattra Oath, fwear the Clergy never to 
confent to change? And why are we now to fwear in the Ox

ford Oath,That we w i l l o w endeavour any alteration of Church-
Government ( tho ' the keys be in the power o f Lay -Chancel
lors, and tho' the King may command us to endeavour i t ) muft 
the Nation or Clergy fwear never ( i n their own places) to en
deavour any alteration of the Bifiwps Institutions (as you tak e 
them), and yet may the Bifhops alter the very Form of G -
vernment, and Churches made by our Univerfal King ? 

%. What an uncertain mutable thing may Chrifts Laws or 
Church-Government prove, while mutable men may-change 
it at their pleafure. 

3. To-what purpofe is Antiquity and Tradition fo much 
pleaded • by Hierarchical Divines, as i f that were the Teft to 
know the right Government and Church, i f theBifhops may 
alter i t ? 

4- I f thus much of Chrifts Laws and Inftitutions may be 
altered by Prelates, how fhall we be fare that all the reft 
is not alfo at their w i l l and mercy? or which is it that they 
may alter, and which not ? , . , 

5. Doth not this fet man fo far above God, or equal with 
him , as wi l l ftill tempt men to think that more are Anti-
chriftian than the Pope ? I f you fay that it is by Gods own 
grant, I wait for your proof, that God granteth power to 
any man above his Laws: Thofe that he made but Local or 
Temporary himfelf, are not abrogated or changed by man where 
they bind no t ; for they never bpund any but their proper fut> 
je&s, e.g. The Jeivi[h Laws, as fucb, never bound the Gentile 
World j and the command of warning feet, bound only thefe 
Where the tile of going bare-leg'd with Sandals in a hot Coun-

V - try, 


