
T h e C o n t e n t s , 

Civil or Eccleftaftical over the whole Church, And there-
fere ncne to make Laws obligatory to the whale, p .448. 

Chap. 10 . If it be not eur LawfalGovernors that com
mand m, hut nfurprs, we are not formally hound to 
obey them, though the things he lawful which they com
mand i p. 452. 

Chap . 1 1 . The Commands of lawful Governors about 
lawful Ceremoniesi mufthe underflood and obeyed with 
fuch exceptions as do fecure the Enh and not to the fub-
verting (f it, p.45 8. 

Chap. 12. It maybe very finful to command fome Cere
monies, when yet it m^y he the fubjecJs duty to ufe them 
when they are commanded, p4<5o. 

Chap . 13, The Con ft ant ufe of things indifferent (heuld 
not be commanded ordinarily ( fee the exceptions ) 
hut they fhould be femetimes nfed Jemetimes not, p .464. 

Chap .14 . Thirty Reafons aga'nft the imposing of our late 
Controverted My flic al Ceremonies, as Cr of sing, $ u f r 
f>licey&c. p . 4 6 / . 

Chap .15 . Reafons perfwading to obedience in Lawful 
things, P 4 8 3 ' 
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E R R A T A . 

pAgc io. 1.4. r. had not been by ihcmfelves. p.24-1.23. for Philetas, r. Alexander. 
p. 30. Lpenifit. for Perfect, r. Prc/kfe/zt.p.33.1.34,} ^.r.the 2000th. or 3000th. 

perfon. p.37.1.34. for it, r. is. p.41.1.9. r. Presbyterie. p.72.1. ids. {or that, r. the. 
y-n\ z$.r.occafwmng. r.had ink. p 81.L1. blot out any. L28. for 
at-attr^'rM. I.29. bloc out the. P.87.L17. for had r. have. Marg. l . j .r . ^3f -
tâ oy. P.88.I.17. for Prelacy,r. P-olicarpe. for there that, r. thatthere. p.89. 
1.2. r. o^^t/.^sj'. p 93.I.3. r. foe w^and I.34. for ad, v. at. p.y^.l.zp.r.wewell. 
p-9f. Marg.l.3 r. r. Blondel, and 1. 33. forjyer3r. and. v3.96.lcf. r. Churches, p.97. 
1.?. for Scholarum, r. Scolorum. p.io 0. Marg.l.13. f ° r ^ 3 r - »*• P 104.I.8. for 
I mean, r. Iwavs. p.io^.i.4. for that,r. the. Difp.i.Pref.p.n7.l.i$.for ftj/y,r. 
pafe. p.iiS. I.30. blot out p.121. l . I 4 . r . Bi/fcop. p.n4.1.17. r. Janferiw. 
p.137.1.5. r. Mcmbirs. p.139.1. .5. to men, r. m».p.iS7.I.3.& 4 . r.plcafure & 
Paflors,8i L^.r. and. p.i^o.l.i. r . n ^ . p . ^ . l . i 1. for Proftors, r.Voc'tors.rr 166. 
I.14 r.fininthe. p.i£?.1.6.blotout#/wj.p.i8i.l.26. r. owed.p.iSz.Ln.r.And 
y*t.y*X%lA.ult. for as,v. at. p. 134.I.3. for Art.ii.r. ASLtt. p.191.1.29. for he, 
r, the, &I.37. for decafe.r. dephje. p.194.1.29. for and, r. &c. p. 199.I.13. for 
^r f . i 1. r. Afi.i 1. p.n 9.1.1. r. Arnamn. p.229.1.3 2. for three andfour, r. fJwŶ  
& fourth, r.241.U*. for name, r. p . i 4 J . l . l 4 . f o r Davenant, r. Davenport. 
0.253.1.18. blot out do. p.2^.1.11. blocoucfo. p.2.77. l z . r . one 8c the. & 
112. r. w ^ f . p.29i; LiZ-for the, r. that. p. 316.1.16. r . as their, p.3 17.I.?3. 
for Overfeers, r. Others. p.328.1.2i.r.Bebmenifls. p.339. r. had no 'other. 
p.340.1.9. r.lheleafi. p.367.1.9. r- ^ to-p.372.1.21. for he,v. the. p.409.1.34. 
r. to 7*^f jftv. p.4io. r- p.421. I.26. for them, r. f t e . p.430. 
I.28. r. L,zw\ 
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C O 

m m m m M m w i l m 

A a A d v e r u ' f e m e n t t o p r e v e n t m i f -

u n d e r ftanding. 

it exceeding fcarcity oftime, conflrainin? me 
! to. wttetbefe Papers j„ much hafie. and al-

lowing me but a cur\en pemfal ,„f them 
^ f^^itten^ndthel^elfterthepiintiZ 

readmefsto m i f u J Z T l T 3 h o f mem 

f « ^ T " U r P f ^ S 9 - T h m " fomevhat that rcameth 

Feffufus p f t n ^ > r o e f t 3 m " f i ^ bitten next 

u l i n a n ^ r H C & U n u s C a l « - 3 And for the foi-

« M " ' ' * ' t y * > 7 W *»7 Greek 

nxtmrl l f Z ^ ™ M t h e Ration of the 
faith ItifhJ,tfd ' * l of which 
S ' J , A n i ™">>& the corruption of the VulvarTran-
Piton m this very place, 1 there preJifedto J y / „ C , 

<•£) that 



that i t might occafion a change in the T e x t : that it 
hath done fo in many places, / think is eafie to prove 5 but 
that it hath done fo here, th:re is no probability, (if any 
Greek Copy be as is objected:) and the Reafons of my con
jecture of the pofUbi l i ty , are fo Utile for a probability? 
that as J exprefs them not, fo 1 think them not worth the 
exprefsing, but rather bid you take that as non dictum. 
Though of the general 1 find BijlwpUihzr himfelf faying, 
both of his Lmnererfion [ E x e a Tola integr i ta t i fua? 
ref t i tu i pofle I g n a t i u m , poll iceri non a u f i m , ] and of 
the firfi Greek Edition £ H a n c reliqui fequut i f u n t edi-
tores -5 n o n ex Graco aliquo codice alio, fed part im ex 
ingenio, par t im ex vetere V u l g a t o Lat ino Interprets , 
non paucis in locis eandem conigentes ] Epif t .ad L e f t , 
ante Anno t .6epag .26 . DifiTert. 

Seel. 2. / mufl intreat the Reader to obferve that mf 
drift in this writing is net fo much to oppofe any form of 
Government metrly as contrary to the Institution or Apo-
ftolkal Rule, as to plead againfl that which I take to be 
dejlruflive to the Ends of Government: Not that 1 defire 
not a careful adhering to the (acred Rnle^ but \%Btcaufe 
J fufpofe that many circumftantials of "DifcipUne unde
termined in the Word are feigned by fome to be fubflan-
ftantial neceffary things: and that many matters are indif
ferent that jome lay the Peace if not the being of the church 
upon. 2 . Becaufe I fo far hate contention, that if arty 
Government contrary to my judgement were fet ftp > that 
did not apparently in the nature of it wrong the Church, 
I would ftlently live under it in peace and quietnefs: and 
accordingly would be now loth to enter a quarrel with any 
Writers that differ from us in tolerable things : But if 1 
know that their judgement reduced to pratlice is like to 
be the undoing of many fouls, and to caft Difcipline almoft 
wholh out of the Church, I think it better to difpleafe 

1 them, 
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m 
themy then let them undo the Church without contra
diction. The heft is, theferious Christians of this age have 
experience to help them to under ft and the cafe, and I fup-
pofe my Dictation to be unto them as if I Dijputed before 
a man that is reftoredfrom want, orbanifhment orficknefs, 
whether he (hould be reduced to the Condition from which he 
is reft&red f 

Se£t . 3. Some parages here will occafton the gueftion 
{as p . 5.) Whether and how far C h u r c h Government 
is jure Divino ? ] But of this, in the main I am agreed 
with them that I difpute. To fpeak further, my own judge
ment is, 1 . That the Spirit of God hath eftablifhed all the 
Officers andworfhip-Ordinances of his Church-, and that no 
new Church-office or Ordinance of worfhip {as to the fttb-
ftance) may be inflituted by man% 2 . But that there are 
many Circumftanr.als about the Exercife of thofe offices 
and Ordinances , that are not determined particularly 
by a Law, but are left to humane prudence to determine o f , 
by General directions of the Law. And fo I fuppofe 
that Bifhops and Presbyter? are but tons O f f i c e , of Gods 
inftituuon, but in / f o exercife of this Office if one for 
erder be made a Moderator or Preftdent of the reft, or by 
agreement (upon adifparity of parts or interefi) do une
qually divide their work between them, in the exercife^tt 
isathingtbat may be done, and is fit where the mfca
tion of the Church rtquirtth it, but not a thing that al
ways m u f t be done, nor is of it felf a D u t y , but a thing 
indifferent. The following Cafe therefore I hence re-
folve. 

Sea.4. gueft. [ W h e t h e r the Order o f fubjecl: Pres
byters might l a w f u l l y be created by Bifhops or any hu 
mane Power > and whether the Order o f Bilhops migh t 
l a w f u l l y be created fo r the avoiding o f S c h i f m b y the 
confent of Presbyters i or Metropoli tans by Bimop$f j 

( £ 2 ) Anjw, 



A n f w . / / y o u under/landbythe awv/ [Order ] . .* • di-
jtinct Of f i ce , none may create any of thefe but God. But 

[Sub jec t Presbyters] be meant only men of the 
fame Off ice with Bifbpps, that do for the Churches bene f t 

fubjecJthemfdvestothe dircclion or Prefidcncy of another, 
(upon fome difparity in their gifts or the like ) in the 
exercife of that o f f i c f , J fuppofe that this is a thing that 
by C o n Tent may be lawfully done. And fo I verily be-
It eve that betimes in the Church it was done y \ of which 
anon.) So if by [ B i f f i o p s ] bemeantno diftintt Off ice , 
but one of the Presbyters ch of en from among the reft, to 
exercife his Miniflery in fome eminence above the re ft,bf 
reason of his greater Gifts, or for Peace and Order, I doubt 
not but it is a thing that con fern may do ; {^nd accor
dingly, the C won Law defines a Bi(l>op that he is £ U n u s 
e Presby tens, & c . ] So if by [ a Met ropo l i t an] be not 
meant another O f f i c e , but one in the fame O f f i c e , by 
reajonof the advantage-of his Seat, chofen to (ome acls 
of Order for the common benefit-, I doubt not but it may 
be dom? • butjvery//^HndirTerent thin?, is not to be 
mad, Kecc f fa ry , fi^My a n d univerfally to the Church. 
Order o f ^ ' n ^ D 7 \ ** Pa?"'s that the 

w i W t i l « W Z S n o t i n * w w d in Scri
pture imes and confequent/y that it is not of Vmnt 

T r t * P ¥ * M < k * « w * * o f f i c e , 
G o f f ^ J ^ ^ ^ " thJ Power from 
tution Z ° f ? i V , n e W*'*"*, nor a lawful M i . 

t m L l Z ? %J m h f me»> ** th< &™ o f f i c e , 
gee as to the exercife } and that according to the difference 

1f t t \ T f r Z m & t h a d i f P " i t y in the ufe 
L , , ^btnkwas done in Scripture 
times and might have been after, if it had not then. And 
my judgement is, that ordinarily every particular Church 

(fuch 



( ? ) 
(fuch as cur Parijh Churches are)hadmore Elders then One, 
hut not fuch flere of men <?/eminent g i f t s as that all thefe 
Elders could be fuch . But as if half a dozen of the moft ju
dicious perfgns of this Parif}) were Ordained to be Elders, of 
the fame office with my f elf , but becaufe they are not equally 
fit for publtck preaching, (hould moft imploy thewfelves 
in the refl of the Over fight, conferring that the publick 
preaching lie moft upon me, and that I be the Moderator of 
them for Order tn Circumftantials: This 1 think was the 
trueEpifcopacy and Presbytery of the fir ft times. From the 
mi flake of which, two contrary Errors have artfcn : The one 
of thofe that think this Moderator was 0/another Off ice 
in fpecie, having certain work ajsigned him by God, which 
is above the reach of the office of rresbyters to perform, 
and that he had many fixed Churches for his charge. The 
other of them that think thefe Elders were fuch as are cal
led now Lay-elders, that is, Vnordained men, authorized 

'to Govern, without Authority to rreach, Baptize, or 
Adminifter the Lords Supper. K^indfo, both the Prelati-
cal on one fide, and the Presbyterians and Independents on 
the other fide, run out, and miflake the ancient form, and 
then contend againfl each other. (This was the fnbfiance 
of what 1 wrote /<?Mr. Vines , which his fubjcyned Letter 
refers to, where he fignifieth that h;s judgement was the 
fame.) when Paul and Barnabas were together, Paulm^x 
the chief fpeaker, and yet Barnabas by the idolaters cal
led Jupiter, nature teacheth us that men in the fame o f 
fice jhould yet have the prehem nence that's due to them by 
their Age, and Parts, and lnierefls , & c . and that Order 
fhould he kept among them, as in Colledges and all Societies 
is ufual. The moft excellent part of our work is pnhlick 
preaching, bat the moil of it for quantity is the reft of the 
Over fight of the church ( in Inftrutthg per fondly, ad~ 
moni[hing, reproving, enquiring into the truth of accufa-

( g 3 ) tins, 



( * ) 
tions, comforting, viftingthe ftck, {idlifting the weak, 
looking to the poor, abfliving, anfwerfng doubts, ex
communicating, and much more.) And therefore as there 
is a necefsity {as the experienced know) of many Elders in 
a particular Church of any great number, fo it i* f t that 
m o f t hands flwuld be mo ft imployed about the faid works 
of Overfght, yet fo as that they may preach as need and 
occafnn requireth {and admintfter Sacraments) and that 
the eminent Speakers be mofl employed in publick preach-
ing,yet (e as to do their part of the reft as occafion requireth: 
And fo the former Elders that Rule welijhall be worthy 
of double honour, but efpecially thefe that labour in the 
Word and Doctrine, by more ordinary publick preaching > 
And fuchkind'offe Idom-pre aching CMinifterS as the for
mer, were in the fir ft times, and [houldbe in mo ft churches 
yet that are numerous. 

Seel:. 6. WhenI fpeak in thefe Papers therefore of other 
mens Concefsions that there were de f a d o in Scripture 
times, but One Eifhop without any fubjeel Presbyters to A 
particular church, remember that I fpeak not my own 
judgement, but urge again ft them their own Concefstons: 
o4 r nd when I profefs my Agreement with them, it is not 
in th i s , much lefs in all t h ings , {for then I needed not dtf-
fpute again ft them,)but it is inthis much, that in Scripture 
times there was de faclo, i.No meer Bijhop of many parti
cular Churches {or ftated worshipping Congregations,) 
2 . Nor any diftintt office or Order of: presbyters, that ra
dically had no Power to Ordain,or Govern, or Confirm, Sec* 
{which are the jubject Presbyters I mean.) 

Sef t . 7. Specially remember f t e f y [ B i f h o p s ] in that 
difpute, 1 mean, according to the Modern ufe, one that U 
no (^ArchbifJ)op, and yet no meer Presbyter, but one fup-
pofed to be between both, that is, a Superior to meer Pres" 
byters in Order or office, and not only m degree or modifi

cation 



cdilon if the exercife i but below Archhifhops (whether in 
m Order or Degree : ) Thefe are they that I difpute tgarnft 5 

^ ^ excluding Metropolitans, or Archbtfhops from the quef ion , 
hh i and that for many Reafens. 

Sea . 8. If it were proved or granted that there were 
Arcbbifhops in thofe times, of Divine Inflitution, it would 

^»P d n 0 i v b i t m*ken my Arguments h For it is only the lowefi 
'ffojF fort of Bifhops that I dtfpute about: yea it confirmeth them. 
^>f,(ll y For if every combination of many particular Churches had 
' P j an Arcbbifhop, then the Governors of fuch Combinations 
jLhf(^ were, not meer Bifhops, and then the meer Bifhops were Pa-
J T l r i f i B'fopfi or Btfhops of fingle Churches only : and that 
^ u V J is it that I plead for, againft Diocefan Bifhops, that have 
It K m m 1 °f t h e i e C h t i r c b e s tyrbaps fome hundreds) under one 

Bijbop of tbe loweft rank , having only Presbyters under 
i^Ji bim of another Order. 

<?cyf Sea . 9. I f any think that I fhould have anfwered au 
7 . that is written for an Apoftolicd Inftitution of Metropolis 

( f tans, or of Archbifhops, or of the fubjeff fort of Presby-
i V 1 ters> or other points heretoucht, 1 anfwerthem, 1. In the 

j former my work was not much concerned, nor can any 
tfl1 man prove me engaged to do all that he fancieth me con-

$ .0, cerned to do. 2. Few men love to he contradicted and 
I 1 confuted, dnd I have no reafon to provoke them further then 

¥h ^ A n"tfsiiy requireih it. 3 J take not aUthat I read for an ar-
f s f r f j £ u m t n t (° confiderable,as to need Replyes. If any value the 
^ Arguments that I took not to need an Anfwer, let them 
0 make their heft of them : I have taken none of them out 
? Ml °f t h e i r k*nds h robbing them of their Books h if they 
r i \ ^ t b i n ^ t b t m v a ^ let them be (0 to them. Every B 0 0 ^ h a f 
W w e write mu(l not be in f o l i o and if it were , we fhould 

leave fome body unanfwered ftil I have not been a con-
l f \ $ { temner or neglecler of the writings of the contrary-

minded. But voluminoufly to tell the world of t b ^ , J k 

^Lrtift • t tn 

4* f . 



C 8 ) 
think they abufe or are abufed in, u unpleafm? and un
profitable. 

Sea . i o . And as to the Jus D i v i n u m of limited Vh-
cejjes to the Apofiles as Biflwps , and of Archbishops, 
Metropolitans, dec. Jfhallfay but this : l . That I take 
not alt for currant in matter of fatt, that two, or three, or 
twice jo many fay was done, when I have either crofs te-

pmor.y, or valid Reafons of the improbability : 1 believe 
Jucb Hiftortans but with a humane faith, and allow them 
Jucb a degree of that, as the probability of their report, 
?* c r e M i l i t y of the-per font doth require. 2. J take it 
for no proof that all that was done in all the Churches, 
Wat 1 am told was done in fome. 3 . J take the Law of 
Mature and Scripture to be the entire Divine Law, for the 
Government of the Church and World. 4 . And therefore 
h 7 / ^ I j 0 r ^ r ^ ^ ^ , that this was delivered 
isZ f / f f a U w t o t h e Vniverfal Church, which 
wTrntTr(d\nSc"P»res> nortohprovedbythem, I 
p t k V ^ 5 W « '*<* 1 muld have believed 
l apms and all his Millenary followers, that pntended 

h a v l T r f r m , ^ J ° h n - , nor any more then 1 muld 
f t r e J i t T i v £ f i a n s " R ™ that pretended dtf 
Z th T / ^ ; E a f t , C r > " * Tradition Apoflolical bind-

tie 1 1 ' f f t * ^ ™* Povedthat de f a d o 
the Apofiles did thus or thus djpofeof'a ciuumfiance of 
G l a m e n t or Workup, „hicb yet is undetermined in 
yJt?J^y f t a k e U m t f 0 r a fuffi«™t poof, that they 
Z t l frS W ^ ^ U n i v i l ^ L l A l that they 
meant to bind all the churches inall ages to do the like: 
no more then chrift intended at the Infiitution of his 
Supper to tie all ages to do it after Supper, in an upper 
room but with twelve, and fitting, & c ! 6 . Tea if I had 
found a Direction or Command from the Apofiles, as 
Prudential determiners of a Circumfiance p i o tempore & 

loco 



loco only (as of the kifs of -love,hair,coveting,eatingthinZs 
jlrangled,and bloody.)! take it not for A proof that thifis 
an umverfal landing Law. One *r two of thefe exceptions 

J p f ; CJLI 6 $ t h e f r o , 9 f s tJ>at fome count flrong forthe univer-
I W f t g m n of the church to Diocefans or Metropolitans. 

sect , i i That the Apof l l e s had Epifcopal Power 
K^eanfuch in each Church where they came, as the fixed 
Bilhops had)J doubt not. And becaufe they founded Chur
ches according to the fuccefs of their labors , and letled 
them and if they could,again vifited them,therefore I blame 
not the Ancients for calling them the Bijhtps oftbofe Chur
ches. But that each man of them was really a fixed Me
tropolitan , or Patriarch, or had his proper DiocefsI in 
which be was Governor in chief, and into which no other 
Apple might come as an equal Governor without his leave, 
this and fuch like is as well proved by filence as by all that 
I Z Z f i u fZ t t 6 f R ^ » Viflory, that is. Ihe Tefti-
M ° f t h e A ™ < ™ . 1 find thenf fometime claiming 
afpectal mterefl tn the Children that they have begotten by 
their Minijlry.-But doubtlefs when Paul & Barnabas or S i 
las went together,fome might be converted by one, and fome 
by another within the fame Diocefs or City.if any manfhall 
convince me,that any great ftrefs doth lie upon dis queftio,! 

Jhalbemlliug to give him more of my reafons for what I fay. 

th L l 2 ' A n d a s t 0 t b e m t b a t confidently teach 
*lu 7

A P 6 P l e s Med the Bcdefiaftical Government 
™ the Politick, and that as by a Law, for the church 

universally to obey: All the confutation at prefent that I will 
trouble them with, fhaUbe to tell them, that I never (aw 
any thing like a proof ofit, to my under (landing, among 
all the words that are brought to thatpurpofe: and to tell 
them, i . That , / P a u l ch0fe Ephems, C o r i n t h , and 
other the moft populous places to preach in, it was but a 
prudential cinumftantiating of his work, accordtngto thai 
General Law of doing all to Edification: and notancbli-

( h ) grati/ifi 



gation on all the P afters or Preachers of the Gofptl to do the 
fame where the cafe is not the fame. 2. And / /Pau l having 
converted many in thefe Cities do there plant Churches 
{and no other can he proved in Scripture times') it fol
lows not that we may plant no Churches hut in Ones. 
3. And ?f the greatefl Cities had then the moft numerous^ 
Churches}and the moft eminent Pallors fitted to them, and 
therefore are named with fome note of excellency above 
the reft, it followeth not that the reft about them were under 
them by fubjec~lion. 4 . Tea if the Bifhops of the chief Ci
ties for order fake were to call Provincial A(femblies,and 
the meetings to be in their cities, and they were to be the 
Pr eft dents ofthe reft in Synods, with fuchlike circumftan-
tial difference, it followeth not that they were proper Co* 
verneursofthe reft, and the reft to obey them in the Go
vernment of their proper charges. Nor that they had pow
er to place and dt[place them. 5. Much lefs will it prove 
that thefe (Metropolitans,taking the name ofViocefans, 
might put down all the Bijhops of two hundred churches 
under them ^ and fet up none but Presbyters {in order at" 

ftinttfrom Bifhops ) over the flocks, befides themfelvts 5 
and fo the Archbifhops having extinguifhed all theftrft Or~ 
derof Bifhops offtngle Churches, to take the file Govern
ment of fo many Cburckes,even people as well as Pres* 
byters into their own hands. 6. And 1 do not think that 
the) can prove that the \yipofiles did inftitute as many 
forts of Church-Government then, as there were of civil 
l olicy in the world. All the world had not the Roman 
form of Government : Nor had leffer Cities the fame 
dependence upon greater, in all other Countries. 7* Was 
it in one degree of fubordination of Officers only, or in ally 
that the Apofiles fuited the Bcclefiafticall Government to 
the Civil ? I f in O r>e,how ts it proved that they intended 
it in that one, and not in the reft * If In a l l , then we muft 

have % 
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have many degrees of officers, more then yet we havei 
Inferiors very many, and Superiors fome of all confidence 
too high: then we mufl have fiome to anfwerthe Correctors, 
the Confular Preftdents, and the Vtexrs, And Lieutenants , 
the Pro.confiuls and Prefects^ and the Emperor himfelf: 
Even one to be Vniverfal in the Empire ( thats yet 
fome Limit to the Pope, and will hazard the removing of 
the Supremacy to Conf t an i inop le , by the Pule that the 
Apoflles are fuppofed to go by. ) And great variety mufil 
there be in the fever al Dioceses of the Empire ( which 
B l o n d c l l hath punctually defcrtbed dc primatu inEcclcf . 
pag . 5 1 1 . t o 519. (hewing the caufes of the inequality 
of Bifhopricks and Churches. ) 8, According to this Opinon 
the form of Church mufl alter as oft as Emperours will 
change their Policy ,or Wars fhall change them: ^And up
on every change of the Priviledges of A City, the Churches 
Preheminenee mufl change, and fo we jhall be in a mutable 

frame : Which if B a f i l and A n t h y m i u s had under ft cod, 
might have quicklier decided their controverfie. Tea ac
cording to this opinion, Princes may quite take down CMe-
tropolitans at pie a fur e, by equalling the priviledges of 
their Cities. The be ft is then, that it is in the power of our 
Civil Governours todiffelve our obligation to tJMetropoli-
tans,yea and to all Bifhops toojf Cities mufi be their only re-
fidence , as I have (hewed. 

SccSb. 13. As for them that pretend humane Laws for 
their form of Government, that is, the decrees of General 
Councils; I anfwer, 1 . Idifown and deny all bumaneLaws 
as obligatory to the church Vniverfal: It is the preroga
tive ofGod^ yea the greateft point of the exercife of his So-
raignty to be the Lawgiver to his vniverfal church. 
There can be no Vniverfal Laws without an vniverfal 
Law-giver: and there is no Vniverfal Law-giver under 
Chrifl in the world. 2, And for General Councils ( fince 
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Scripture times at leafl) there have keen no[uch things 
nor any thing Uke them , unlefs the Roman Empire, yea a 
piece of it,be the whole world. 1 know t her fore no humane 
Vniverfal Laws, whether it be for forms of Government, 
Liturgies, Holy dayes, or any thing elfe. 

Seft. 14. But the principal matter that tends to end our 
d prence, is, the right underflanding of the Nature of 'that 
Government that is properly Ecclefafiical: What is it that 
we mufl have Diocefans and Metropolitans to do f {befides 
what I have granted 10 Apoflolical Bifhops in the third Di-
r t U 1 ^ ] S ** t 0 T c a c ^ o r R t t ^ e ^ H feople of the particular 
Churches * They cannot da it at fo great diflance,not know
ing them nor converfmg with them 5 at leafl fo well as they 
that are en the place, as the ancient Bifhops were. Is it to 

f ^ t f / y ! e ? ^ ? W h 1 t h e n h"t>»ot every Church 
aBihop to Rule the flock M a Presbyter that is forbidden to 
M ( ' V , l t thAt^htheycall^urtfMionthem' 

jetves )f And how is-it that Tresbyters [hall be Ruled by 
face- ' ^ d t h e D : o c e I a » s h Provincials < not by 

\ f ° r Faft°rs have no coercive power by violence, 
Z f m Z m T s " 'A""- " » b bare command-

hern ' P r , h . o r P l « b y t e r s ,hat difobey 
t T o J Z \ V N " b *»yfoice, i H t command , * 
exhortation Excommunica t ion . They can do no more 
lr< r T , f r

A ? d » h * " f t b t i excommunicate a Pa-
if ^Kil lhec?fe

l

k("PP<>(ed'" now it is among m .• What 
t Z j t W L m t h l k t f t 9 t h M a d h e r e " ^communi
cated all the fafiorsw the County that arenot fathfiedof 
the Divine Rtght ,f Dweebs, or of the LwfuLefs of all 
bij impojedCeremonies and Form, The people mil take 
it to be theirduty ( m o j l generally where theMinifa hath 
^ " [avmglyeffetlual)!,, own their rajlors notmthfland-
tngjuch an Excommumeation.andthe Pajlors Ml take it to 



be their duty to go on with their work : aud the excommuni
cation will do n&good(unlefs perhaps to make fome Divifion, 
and make both parties the [corn of the ungodly, or procure 
the rabble to rail more bitterly at their P afters, and hate 
all their advice,be a defire able good.) And as when the Pope 
excommunicated them,fomeBifhops again excommunicated 
the Pope-fo feme of thefe Paftors tts like would excommuni" 
catetheir Metropolitans: And why a Bi[hop,or at leaft a Sy
nod of Btjhops may not caft a wicked Metropolitan out of 
their communion,is pafl my underftandtng to conceive. 

Synods are for Communion of Churches and if we had & 
Monarchical, National church in conformity to the Com
mon-wealth, I know not how it wouldft and with the Law 
of God, for the whole Nation to hold Communion with an 
Heretical Primate. A Roman Synod depofed John the 
thirteenth, and other Popes have been depofed by Councils* 
I conclude therefore, that what ever power men claim, if 
the Magi/late interpofe not ( which is extrinfiek to the 
Church-Governmentin queftion )it will work but on mens 
Judgements , c all it D e p o f i n g , Excommunicating, or 
what you pleafe: and this power no man can take from you 
hut by hindrmg you to {peak. You may now depofe thus 
and excommunicate whom you pleaje, and when they ,have 
flighted it, or excommunicated you again, you will have 
done. Nay 1 think you do excommunicate us already. 
For you withdraw from our Communion, and draw many 
withyeu, and fo you exercife your power- ( / mean it of 
that party that in thefecond Difputattcn I have to do with. ) 

Se(5t. 15. MUC}J 0 f i m y oppofuion to the Englfi) Prelacy 
dependeth on the fttppofition, that they took all the peo
ple , and not only the Presbyters f o r the objects 
o f their Government , or fo r their chaige ^And lfind 
fome of the younger fort that are fprung upfinee their fall) 
do doubt of this. But i.all men in England that knew 
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but twenty year ago what belonged to thefe matters, arepajt 
doubt of it. And I have no mind to^ dilute again ft them 
that contradict the common knowledge of the Nation : as tf 
they jlwuld doubt whether we had ever a King in England. 
2 . Read ever the Canons, and the yearly Vifitation A r t l c l f * 
{which the Church-wardens ordinarily (ware to prefent by, 
before they had ever read the Booker heard what was in tt) 
and then judge. 3. 7 heir arguing for the fole ffurifdiStton 
of Bifhopsy and that they only were properly p afters 3and that 
Presbyters had not the Key f / D i f c i p l i n e 3 ^ of Doctrine,is 
fome evidence. 4 . It is known to the Nation, that the Ba-
ftors of the Parilh Churches had no power by their Laws {or 
fufferance)tocaft out any the mofl enormous ftnner or W-
retickfrom the Church, nor to bring them to open confefion^ 
of their fin, nor to Abfolve the penitent, but by Reading oj 
their Sentence, and publijhing what they fent from their 
Courts 5 and confequently cou/ddo nothing of all the means 
in order hereto : {For the means cannot be ufed where the 
end is known to be impofsible.) All the obftinate fcandalous 
perfins, and" (corners at a holy life, wemufl take as mem
bers of our Churches, having no power to caft them out. In-
deed we had the fame power as the church-wardens, to put 
our names to their preferments. But a power of accuftng 
to a Chancellors Court is not a Power of Governing efpeci-
ally when Piety tinder the name of Precifenefs and Punta-
wifrn, was fo hated and perfecuted, that to have accufed A 
man for meer prophanefs would have been fo far from oh' 
taining the end,as that it was like to have been the undoing 
t f theaccufer, except he had been out of the fufpicion of 
Trecifenefs {as they called it) himfelf But I need not dif 
pute th 'u with any but thofe that being bred in better times 
{though far from what we deftre) are unacquainted with the 
cafe of their Predccefjor. j . Vj 

Sect. 16. objecl. Bu t do you not contradict your 



( I ? ) 
1 le l f , in faying the Paftors were degraded or fufpended 
J as to the exercife o f fo great a part o f their work , and 

0 ^ yet fay here 5 <£ Pref to the Reformed Paftor, that the 
( f f j Power o f D i f c ip l i ne was given them? ] Anfw. i . In 

0 0 

L/it^J H o l y G h o f t : whofe fins thou d o f t remit they are re-
* m m i t t e d 5 w h o f e fins t h o u d o f t r e c a i n they are detained.] 

L t l f w A n d i n the B°ok of ordination it was asked of them [ W h e -
W W t h c r t h e y w o u l d § i v e t h e i r f a i t h m l diligence always t o 
(llf a d m i n i f t e r ^ e Doct r ine and Sacraments, and the D i f -

cipline o f C h r i f t as the Lord hath commanded, and as 
ditto*' t h i s R e a l m h a t h ^ce ived the fame according to the 
4 ¥ ] J Commandements o f God?] And the Kubrick of the 

W

0 f Common Prayer Book enableth the Curate to admonifh of en 
^ m m i 0 U i € v i l l i v m h whom the Congregation is 

t r m 1 ° f f e n d e

t

d > a n d thf* that have wronged their neighbors. 
d¥Z r r t h e y c o m e m t tUMey have openly declared that then 
\4 K A repented and amended.'} But i . This doth but ferve 
J^jsr t 0 ^ U v c ^ m u m x c u f a b l e , that acknowledged Difcipline ta 

$ f belong to the Office of a Presbyter jvh en yet he might not ex-
• V i ( / C r , c i f e i t % T h e B i f h 9 ? 5 i n t h e 0 r d i n A l i ° n of Presbjters enabled 
f s L t l h e m . \° P r e a c h t h e G o f P e l • And yet they were after that 
\ $ fit forbldden f o P r e a c h t i l l they had a Licenfe 5 and it was 
y f g f t p f u t tnto the Vifttation Articles, toprefent thofe Minifters 
rftf j f t f ) a t peached without licenfe. If they will deny us the 
f $ j f r exercije of the Power that they f r f l confefs belongeth to our 

•Ml °fPce> w e . a r e m t anfwerable for their felf-contradictions. 
2. By D i fc ip l ine / fuppofe they mean but our Inftru-
ction,and our publishing their Orders for Penance, Excom
munication, or Absolution. 3. They were / /^Judges of 
the fenfe of the Laws,as far as the "xecttt>on required: And 
the Vniverfal Practice of England, with their writings^ 

$tfJW Shewed us, to our cofl, their judgement. What good would it 
^ do us, if the Law had been on cur fide, while the Concur-

4 rent 



rent judgement and Practice of the Governors denied it, 
and wentagainflit. 4- He that had kef t a mm from the 
Sacrament, acceding to the flain words of tM Rubrick, 
was to have been accountable for it at their Courts, ana jo 
likely {if he had been a man of [emus piety, and not a per-
ftcutor (of Puritans) to have been undone by it, and was like 
to make fo IntU of it] as to the Ends of Vifcipline (all men 
being-compelled by the Preferments to receive the Sacra
ment) that 1 never knew one (to my bcfi remembrance) in 
25 years time that I lived under the Bifhops, that was kept 
from the Sacrament, except a Puritan that fcrupled to 
take it kneeling. And what was this to true Church Go
vernment ? 

Sea . 17. object. But either they did i t accor
ding to the eftablii l ied L a w , o r n o t : I f they d i d , the 
faul t was i n the L a w , and not in ' them : I f they did 
tranfgrefs the L a w , then the fault was in mens abule, 
and the L a w and Order cannot be blamed. A n f w . A 
fad cafeto poor ignorant miferable fouls, that they mufl be 
left in obftinacy, and deprived of Gods means of Refor
mation without Remedy, hecaufe either the Law or 'fudges 
mufl be excufed. The fudges are the mouth of the Law to 
us : that is Law in the iff ue to us which they unanimoufly call 
Law. If the fault were in the Law, it was time it fhould be 
altered: if it was in the Bifhops univerfally, it was time 
they fhould be altered. Let us but have a Remedy, and en
joy Gods Ordinances, which he that is the Churches Head 
and King hath appointed for our benefit, and we have 
done. 

Sea . 18. object. B u t may not Bifliops when they 
Ordain , Delegate what meafure o f Minif ter ia l Power 
they pleafe * and i f you never received more , why 
mou ld y o u ufe i t <] A n f w . A poor relief to theforjaken 
Church: Deprive her of Government, and then tell us that 
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ite had no power ! Is the Power definable torn', if the Qr~ 
fonance nere net definable to the Church f 2. PI hat Power 
have Bleeps, and whence did they receive it, to change the 
Office of Chrtfis mftitntim, or his jpoftles ? I f ( 0 , tb\4 
may turn the three Orders ( which the P,pifts themfelves 
\ay the Pope cannot alt erf into as many more. 'Then they may 
create an Office fior Poizing only , and another for the 
Lords Supper only, and another for praying only s and fio of 
the reft % which is worfie then makin? Lay-elders, or then 
taking away the Crtp in the Sacrament. Hath Chrifl by his 
Spirit wfiituted Church-offices, and are they now at the Bi~ 
flops powerto transform them ? 3. if they had pow^r to 
diftribute the work in the exercife, part to one, andpart to 
another,-yet they have no power to deprive the particular 
^hmxhes of the whole or any part-, for one. or more ma ft 
doit, ancftheOJhcGmifibe the fame, and the power excr
eted to the edification, and not the confufisn and corruption 
of the Church. t 

Sect. i p . object. But the Keys were given only "to 
the A po t t l es , and not to theTeventy D i f c H e s nor 
t o Presbyters J A n f w . 1. Ifthefevemy were only Vifii-
ples and not church- ofificers, the Ancients and the' Englijh 
Bijheps have been much miftaken, that have fio-much urged 
it, that Presbyters fucceedthem as Bifiops do the Apofths : 
But if they be officers, then they have the Keys* 2. The 
Epijcopa^ Divines, even the Papifts, commonly confefs that 
part of the Keys are given to the Presbyters: and Chrifl 
gave them t (get her. 3. Were thy given only to Ape files f o r 
themfelves, er to convey to others? i f to themfelves 
only, then no, one hjtfb them now. if to convey to others,then 
either to ^pofihs only as their Succtfivrs '(but there's none 
fiueh) or to Patriarchs er Primates, er^Metropolitans, 
or Archbifhops only.- (but none of this will flcaje the B i 
fhops) or toBKhojpsenly 5 which I grant, taking Bifhops 
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in the Scripture fenfe. And I defire to fee it proved, that it 
was not a prefumptuous Innovation in them rvhofoever 
they were, that after the days of the Apofiles Ordained a new 
fort of Presbyters in the Church that fnould have no power of 
the Keys. 4 . They that mufl ufe the Keys, mufl have 
Power to ufe them. But Par/fh Bifhops mufl ufe them (ax the 
nature and necefsity of the work doth prove:) Therefore Pa-
rifl) Btjhops mufl have the Tower.if only one man in a Diocefs 
of an hundred or two hundred churches (hall have the 
power of the Keys, we may know after all the talk of Difci
pline,what Difciplineto expect. 

Seel:. 20. object. W h y blame you Lay-chancellors, 
Regifters ,Pro&ors, ejre. when you fet up Lay-elders i 
we are as we l l able to call Chancellors Ecclefiaftical, 
as you can call Lay-elders fo . ] A n f w . / never pleaded 
for Lay elders: I f other men err e,willitjuflifie your error I 
But I mufl tell you^an unordained man in a fwgle Parifh} ha
ving power only to afsifl the P after in Government,is far un
like a Lay-Court to Govern all the Churches of a Diocefs. 

Sea . 2 1 . object. D o not your Arguments againft 
Bimops for excluding D i f c i p l i n e , make as much for the 
cafting out o f Mini f te rs^of w h o m you complain in your 
Reformed Pallor for neglea of Di fc ip l ine* 3 A n f . i -The 
Nature cf Prelacy as fet up inEnghnd,whereonly one man 
had the Government offomany Churches, unavoidablyex-
cludet h it, if the heft men were Bifhops (till it be otherwife 
formed:) But the nature of a Parochial Epifcopacy is fitted 
to promote it. 2. Thofe Presbyters that 1 blamed for neg
lecting the higher acts of Difcipline, do yet keep away more 
prophane per fons from the Lords Supper in fome one church, 
then ever I knew kept away in all places under the Prelates. 
3. If Minifters ftnfully neglect Difcipline,yet as Preachers 
and Guides Jn publick worfl)ip,6>cc. they are of unfpeakable 
meed and value to the Church: But few Bifhops of England 
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