
lo mucn already for explication,(hall prefently give you the Rea-
fons of my denyal • in which the reft of the neceflary explication 
will be contained. 

Argument i . That fort of Prelacy cr other Government which 
deftroyeth the End ef Governmentand u certainly inconfftent with 
the Nectjfary Government and difcipline to be exercifed in the 
Churches, is not to be reftored, under pretence of the Churches 
Ordtr or Peace (nor can be confident with its right Order and 
I cace. ) But fuck is the Epifcopacy which was of late exercifed in 
England, and u now laid by. T h e r e f o r e , ^ . 

^ r ? e e d s n ° P r ° o f ; for few Chriftians I think, will 
r\«A I C ' c UpP,fc°Pacy a s ^tely here exercifed be the certain ex-
r ^ l t G o v c r n m e n t i c Chrifts difcipliflc,whihr it only 

T ^ x / e m p t y n a m c ' t h e n doubtlefs itisnottobereftored. 
bilitv r h t ? h 1 , P r ° ^ e t h , U S ' I f t h c r c b e a v c r V Natural Irnpo/fi-
theVI 6 , ? t e ? n 8 , i f l > Epifcopacy though in thehandsof 
as C h r i f t h T l 0 m t h e T o r l d ' to™1* Govern the Churches 
be Govern^ ***>mc* ' a n d a s ftould and may othcrwifc 

fo the I K f l f ? C r h a C t h e r C i s f u c h a N a < u r a l Tmpoffibility 
ft 1 I D Jove ^ f M W ^ Govern the Church, thusl 
rv i r h a n B y f l l e w i n S you what is undoubtedly necefla-
l?fh Fnlf S G o v e r n

J

m e

L

n t i 2 - A « d then what was the late Eng-
felf t h I „ T C ^ V a P d t h c n ^ • The Impoffibility will appear of it 

anymore a2o e a r C 0 ^ 

v J n n t r d i I t u P a f t ? n t w « f i e among us, that Church Go-
Ind inft " w a t c h over each p a r t k u l a r foul in their flock, 
and inf t rud the ignorant, admonilh the fain, convince gainfay-
drina A r W ? l k f ! d u C C r s a m o n 3 t h cn>,feek to reclaim the wan-
ormg^rengthenthe weak3corofortthediftreffed openly rebuke 
<hlr£ £ b f t i n a t e offendor S jandifthey repent not, to require 
the Church to avoid their Communion, and to take cognifcance 
oftheircaufc before they arccut o f f ; asalfoto A bfolvc the pe
nitent yea to v i fu the fickfwho are to fend for the Elders of the 
A-fturch: ; and to pray with and for them, &c. yea and to go 
before them in the wor f t ip of God. Thefe are the ads of 

w - k 7 0 V c r n m e n t t h a t C h r i f t nath appointed, and which 
eacn faithful Shepherd muft ufc, and not Excommunication, and 

other 



other Genfures and Abfolution alone. 
2.Butifthey could prove that Church Government eonram-

eth only Cenfures and Abfolution, yetwcftiall eafily prove i t 
Impoftihle for chelate Englifti Epifcopacy to do that. For, 3.1c 
is known to our forrow that in molt Pariflies there are many 
perfons, and in fome greater Parifties very many , that have l i -
ved,common open fwearers, or drunkards,and fome whoremon-
gers,common (corners of a godly lifc,and in many moreof thofe 
offences, for which Scripture and the ancient Canons of the 
Church do excommunicate men t and we are commanded with 
fuch no net to eat. And its too well known what numbers of 
Hereticks and Seducers there are, that would draw men from 
the faith, whom the Church-Governours rnuft after the f i r f t and 
fecond admonition reject. 4. And then its known what a deal 
of work is Neceffary with any one of thefe, in hearing accufati-
ons, examining Witnefles, hearing the defendants, fearching 
into the whole caufe, adraonifhing, waiting, re-admonifhing, 
&c. 5. And then its known of how great Neceffity, and mo
ment aikhefe are to the honour of the Gofpel, the fouls of the 
offendors, to the Church^to the weak, to them without, &c. So 
that i f it be neglected, or unfaithfully mannaged, much mifchief 
willenme. Thusin part we fee what the Government is. 

Next let us fee what theEnglifti Epifcopacy is. And i.For the 
extent of it,a Diocefs contained many fcore or hundred Parishes,, 
and fo many thoufands of fuch fouls to be thus Governed. Per
haps fome Dioceffes may have five hundred thoufand fouls,and i t 
maybe London Diocefs nearer a million. And how many thou
fand of thefe may fail under fome of the forementioned ads of 
Government"!, by our fad experience we may con/edure. 

2. Moreover theBiihop refideth, i f cot at London fas ma
ny of them did ) yet in his own dwelling, many miles, perhaps 
twenty or thirty from a great part of his Diocefs, fo that moft 
certainly he doth not fo much as know by face, name, or report 
the hundreth, perhaps the thoufandth,or perhaps the fecond or 
third thoufandth perfpn in his Diocefc. Is it Poffible then for 
him to watch over them, or" to underftand the quality of the per-
fon and f ad ? l f l Church Cafes the quality of the pcrfon tsof fo 
much moment, that without fome knowledge of i t , the bare 
knowledge of the f ad fomerimes will not fcrve. 

F 3. And 



* I know * 3. And then it is known that the Englifli Epifcopacy deny-
^ f e a f e T s e t h t o c h e P r e s b y " r s all power of Excommunication and Abfo-
to the King, lotion, ur lefs to prononnce it as from the Bifliop when he hath 
doth fay that paft i t : And they deny him alfo all power fo much as ofcal-
by the Order ling a finner to open Repentance, which they called Impofing 
of ^ ? S S l S* n a n C C : a n d a l f ° , t b € y d c n k d a I 1 P ° w e r of denying the Lords 
Presbyters are supper to any without the Bifhops cenfure, except in a fuddcn 
c W e d ( in cale, and then they muft profecute it after at the Bifnops Court: 

O r f ^ S r ^ , K i ^ / ^ , 1 ^ R c 3 f 0 n o f t h a t ftfpenfioB : So that the 
Priefts f to t r o u b l . e , danger labour, time would befo great that would be 
adminiiterthe .P* n t in it,that fcarce one Minifter o f a hundred did venture on 
DLfcipiine of M O M in feven and feven years, except only to deny the Sacra-

^ d y W ° U l d n ° C k n C d ' t h e y m i g k d a 

that only of 4 And then Confider further, that i f the Miniftcr fhould be 
a H l L o ± f r i % a n d f ° J i , , ? C n t a s t o accufeand profecute 

S u r e , For S * V T u " ° * l d o n ° f h i s Parifc, before the Bi-
aofucbAd- ^ ^ ^ J t b e m , g h t P ^ « r e t h a t a c * of Government 
migration ^ n ^ m T , f h \ m A y D ^ P e i * f ° r m h i m f e ! f , ^ would take 
was knovm UP a I f h i S t»ne,and perhaps all would not ierve for half the work, 
amongus, or confiderwg how f»r he rrinft r\A» u~ c , , « J 
allowed- Nm- efrr A nA rh n l A l d ^ o w frequently he muft attend, 
would ^ f j ; i t h e n

K

a i l ! b e r c { l ' ? r r f t ofthePaftoralwork muftbe 
fuiFermen to n c S' e < *ed,to the danger of the whole Congregation 
fuDendt'icm . ^ W ^ g J ^ t y to an innocent man to travail fo far 
from the Sa- 1 0 toe trial ofhisCanfp R,-,r+u~r • 1 L- . . • u~ 
crament,as the that it is Natur J f v Impof f ib l e f ^ H Kubrick in ,-,„^ooH 1 r > l m P o m W c » for the-Bifliop to hear, try and 
^ e C o « E ^ 8 1 1 ' . ^ hundredth of them, or 
Prayer Book l* ' ^ p l a c e s one of five hundred. Can one man hear fo many 
a^iredu hundred as in a day muft be before him j f this difcipline-be faith-

teMy executed? By that time that he hath heard two or three 
twites, and examined Witneffcs, and fully debated all, the reft 
can nave my hearing, and thus unavoidably the work muft be 
uncone I t » as i f you fet a Schoolmafier to teach ten or 
twenty thoufandSchollar*? Muft they not be needs unranght * 
Or as i f you fee one Shepherd to look to two or three hundred 
ieveral flocks of Sheep, that are every one of them three 
or tour miles afundcr, a.nd fome of them fourty miles from 
tome of the reft. Is it any wonder then U many of them be 



( * 0 
6. But what need we further witnefs then the fad experience 

o f the Church of late ? Are we not fure that difcipline lay un-
cxercifed, and our Congregations defiled, and Gods Laws and 
the old Canons were dead letters, while the Biftiops keep up the 
lame and empty name of Governours.? How many drunkards, 
fwearers, whoremongers, raylers, Extortioners, fcorners at a 
godly life did fwarm in almoft every Town and Parifh ? and they 
never heard of difcipline , except it were one Adulterer or for
nicator once in feven years within twenty miles compafs (where 
I was acquainted) that ftood in a white (beet in theChuch:Wc 
know that there was no fucb Matter as Church Government ex-
ercifed to any purpofe , but all left undone , unlefs it were to 
andoe a poor Difciplinarian ( as they therefore fcornfully called 
them ) that blamed them for ncgleft of Difcipline. For my 
part, the Lord my Judge knows, that I defire to make the mat
ter rather better then it was, then worfe then it was ^ and I fo« 
lemnly profefsthat for the Peace of the Church , I (hould lub-
mit to almoft any body that would but do the work that is to 
be done. Here is ftriving between the Epifcopai, Presbyterian 
and Independent, who it is that (hall Govern. I would make 
no great ftirr againft any of them all that would but do it effe
ctually. Let it be done , and its not fo much matter by whom 
it is done , as it is to have it lie undone. But I can never be for »Its an eaitc 
that party that neither did the work, when they might, nor pof- j * * ^ o° r 

fibly can do i t . To be for them, is to confent that all (hould be ^ r i r e a ftri# 
undone^ and that Drunkards and Railers and all wicked perfons Leffon; buc 
(hall continue fo ftill, or continue members of our Churches in they-that 
all their obttinacy : and that there (hall be nothing but the name ^ J ™ 1 ' 
of Government and Cenfure without the thing. Its hard ma king t h e y ^ 
men of Confcience believe the contrary that have had the tnall a o n c open a 
that we have had ; I f where good men were Biftiops thus it gap tolicen-
was, what hope of better by that way? r f t J t ^ d ? ^ * 
eyes againft fo great experience. And certainly thole Learned D i f c i p I i n e 

men among u$ that think fo much Difcipline may ferve turn t o a l m o £ } V v i n 
all the C o n g r € g a t i o n s ! n the whole Diocefs, as the Bifhop can hardly pcr-
performor have a Negative Vote in,do too manifeftly (hew that fwademca 
they *are lefs friends to real godlinefs, and greater friends to f in , ^ ^ e y 

teach, or are themfelves fuch as they defcribe, or really would promote a holy life j clbc-
oally when Scorners at a godly life were favoured more then the praaifersot it. 

F 2 a n < * 



C 3 0 
and care too little for the matter it felf while they contend about 
the manner or agent,then ferious Chriftians fhould do. I f men1 

once plainly fhew themfelves meer formalifts \ and would fee up 
a fcarecrow, and pull down all true Difcipline, by fettlng "P 
one man to do the work of five hundred , and making the exer-
rife of i t impoffible, what ferious Chriftian will ever take their 
part r N o t ! while I breath : Who can choofe but fee that fuch 
do feek their dignity, and Lordftsips, and worldly Mammon 
more then the Kingdom of Ghrift. I know they will be angry 
with me for this language ; but fo aremoft impenitent perfons 
with reproofs* I would advife all of them that furvive to lay 
toheartbelore the Lord , what they did in undertaking ftfcfr 
an iropoffible task , and leaving fomany fouls and Congre
gations without Chrifts remedy, and fuffering the C hurches to 
fcelo foul*, while they had the Beefom in their hands. 

This being fo manifeft that it is impoffibleforan EngHfli'B'i-
a o p to Govern a^they undertook fo many Congegations,I may 
well next argue from the mifchiefs that follow. 

Argum. 2. H p Hat Government which gratipth the T$W* 
r ; *ndvt>ickedmen^ is not to be reftored\ under a*J 

% r ° r d e r o r P e A C e ° f t h e Ch»™h 1 But./neb w*s thl 

a v o ^ b ^ ^ t t o by an 
avoioable^accident, but by natural- Neceffitv as I h*ve orovedo. 
I confefs fome of the Men wrr* r~ T . l u y * a s 1 n a V e P r u 7 ' 
I t h i n k f e u / m l ? io Learned and Good roen,that 
s t h e i ^ r i t h T n a m « ^ o r e then my felf. But it 

A A t y I G o v e r n t n e n c that I have fpoke of 
^ S u ^ ^ ^ ^ f 0 ^ « P « « « , and theargu-
duciplinefrofDloft r l 3 y e X c , U £ , c theexercifeof Chrifls 
B u t , V " C o nS^gatioas 5 then doth it gratifie Satan: 

^ 4 * ^ f m n c r l f r o m t h e P o w c r

f

o P 

gen t ly plcafe Satan f £ ! t v T " u u^c S , n ^ n d . c o n f e -
Who knows n l / f „ h l S l t d o t h 1 t h ^ e f o r e , e ^ , 

<rfth*.rabble o f T J J J l ? ******* > that the generality 
^&mtizrs &°™ ™ P , w o r l d l i ^ > drnnkard$,hatera-



( 3 7 ) 
£udes of truly confctentious people have been againft it ? And 
who knows not that they both fetcht their chief Motives from 
experience ? The ungodly found that Biftiopi let them keep their 
fins, and troubled them not with this precifenefs, but rather 
drove away the precife preachers and peop'e whom they ab
horred. And the godly people that difliked Ep fcopacy, 
did it principally on the fame experience , obferving that 
they befriended the wicked, at leaft by preferving them from the 
due. rod of difcipline •, but exercifed their zeal againft them that 
fcruplcd or queftioned at leaft their own [landing or affumed 
power, or the abufe of i t . And then further, 

Argum. J-. '"T*"* Hat Government which unavoidably caufeth ft' 
J. parations and divifions in the Church, iswot to-

be reflored under any pretence of its Order and Peace ? Bat fuch is 
the Englijh Epifcopacy ? therefore ; &c. 

I know the clean contrary is ftrongly pretended, and they Sec my Pre-
tell us that we may fee how Epifcopacy kept men in Unity , face to Mr. 
by the many Seds that fince are rifen. But let it be obferved, V m c ^ 
i . That thefe Seds were hatched in the feparacion which w a s ; ^ r £ p ^ ^ y 
caufed by themfelves. 2. That the increafe hath been (Inee there :

f l o y / tolerated 
was no Government at all. 3, I t was not* Epifcopacy, but the onlyasPres-
Magiftrates Sword whofe terror did attend ir, that kept under D y t c r i e a n d 

herenes in that meafure that they were : Had Epifcopacy ftoodth^°a^ 
on its own legs, without the fupport of fecular force, fo that it f*c, doth an/, 
might have workt only on the confcience, then you fhould have man think k 
feen more Seds then now. Do you think that i f Epifcopacy were -would caft ^ 
in Scotland in the Cafe as Presbytery is now, without the Sword g * £ ^ . 
to enforce i t , that ir would keep fo much Unity in Rehg'ron as is 
there ? its known in France and other places that Presbytery 
filth kapt raore Unity,and more kept out Herefies and Schifms, 
even without the Sword, then Epifcopacy hath done witfr i t . 
4 . But the thing that I fpeak of i t undenyable- that it was 
the pollution of our Churches that caufed the Separates in the 
Bifhops dayes to withdraw. This was their common cry agai&ft 
us, Your Churches bear with Drunkards, WhoremongerSj Rail-
crs,̂  open Scorners at Godlinefta with whomxlw Scripture bids 
iaanotsar^ ̂ ndwcjsoaliiroc deny it r fortfe-MliOps dicl-keepr' 



C ? 8 ) 
it fo, by keeping out all effectual Difripline. Only we told 
them, that it was the Prelates fin, and not theirs that could not 
help ir, and that a polluted Church might be a true Church. And 
fo the Difciplinarian Non-Conformifts were fain by many pain
ful writings to fupprefs the fpirit of fcparation, or elfe it had 
been like to have overwhelmed a l l ; Mr. fohn Paget, Mr. <Br*d-
tThUT:f!h\UlderJham^ Mr. fohn Ball, Mr. Bright***, 
Mr. PaulBa^ Mr <D,J, Mr, p j h r > D r . %

A m t , J d m a „ y 
other fuch were fam to make it a great part of their bufinefs, 
1°VAC1 u T C r ' P a r a t i ° n , which even their perfecutors 
kindled by the exclufion of Difcipline. And yet the fenfe of 

"ncleannefs was fo deep in mens miads, that it had 
£ 3 L « * b u

J

n d a n c c o f Contended humors, that they eafily 
f ^ n ? U r a n d t U [ n c d i n t o t h i ^ i f o r d e r l y f w a r m which we have 

A J I ^ a S K h c 7 a r S h a d b u t S i v e n « * « liberty. 
f ? C ° ^ d a y 1 C 1 5 t h e "ncleanncft of our Churches, 
{ wherein I would the P a f t n r c , ™ L A U- U 
maintaincthmuch of t h S m i l , W h 0 l l y Z AH, 
men. For the C h u r r h « i ? J a m o n S m a n y f o b c r g o d , y 

the cure, unlefnheyhad the Z i f T c & a b o U 

f n r m » n . „ r . k - i l , c " e l P °< t f l e fword, wherein vet ror my part I think them deeply (infill. 

Argum. 4. ~rii4t E p i f c p a c j w h i c h t i M M f y p m . 

•xngLjb tpifcopacy: therefore. 

w h i c T ^ ^ w b i c h foI1°w«h i t , 
o a ^ w h e r c t h c r c i s a n > T p ° r s i h i l i t v 

an OffiTe mav h i * ^ r S T 0 * W l 1 1 b e 8 ™ ^ - For though 
S t b e ^ ^ ^°"> ^et it it be tfatedly lufpendcd, and that fufpenfion eftablillied 
o l a i n l a W , ° r

a

C u f t o m » d T g t h e , i f c of the Minifter this U 
endu red € f t r ° y i n g ° r n U l , m g ° f t b e ° f f i c e i c ^ I f , and not to be 

r ^ i l h a t ^ jf W to be endured appeareth thus- r . Beciufe 
tbeOfficeof the Presbyter is of Divine Inftitution, and there-
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fore not to be nulled by man. I nevYr yet read or heard of any V m ^ m m 

more but one Divine of any reputation who denyed that Pref- & gCc&ftgp&* 
byters as now called are appointed in the Scriptures, and I think, ptua funt 
that one hath deftroyed his caufe by i t , of which more anon, du* ; Prtstyr 
2. Becaufe the Church cannot with any fafety fpare the Office tmrum & ^ 
of the Presbyters, becaufe they are many, perhaps many h u n - p ^ f ^ s 

dred to one Prelate : and i f fo many of Chrifts Officers be laid by, v o c o am omti 
it is eafie to fee what lofs the vineyard and harveft may fuftain. Ecclefia veteri? 

The Minor I prove thus. That Epifcopacy which taketh from eos. qui Ec-
the Presbyters the power of Church-Government, and alioweth 
them only the power of preaching and adminiftring Sacraments, p^kanoney 
and thofc other parts of the work which they diftinguifh from Sacramemis 
Government, do thereby deftroy the very Office of the Pres- & clMibittj. 
bytcrs ( and fo degrade or fufpend them ; But the late Englifh XCoCm 
Epifcopacy taketh from *the Presbyters the power of C hurch- -tn^lytm • 
Governing ; &c. therefore. ( he meaneth 
The Antecedent is well known by thofe that know their Canons, ir>rcparaWê > 
claim and conflant practice in England, till the time of their ex- £ ^ £ 5 ^ 
clufion. That the Confcquence is currant appeareth thus. a pre$byter m 
Church- Government is as real and as efTential a part of the Pref- have the Povv-
by ters work and officers any other whatfoever. Therefore they et of the 
that take this from him, do deftroy his Office. . %YmpSt 

The Antecedent is proved thus : i f thofe Texts of Scripture p^ .^ . c jx* . 
which mention the Office of Presbyters, Alls 20. and i £ . 2£. 
and many ocher places do fpeak of Presbyters as now underftood, 
and not of Prelates, then Ruling is as much iffential to their 
office as Preaching. Thisis proved, 1. From the exprefs words 
of the feveral Texts, which make them Overfcers of the fock, 
j&iZt* 2&. and to be over the people in the Lord, to whom 
they are tofubmit, 1 Tkef $,*Z>%$- and Rulers of them,whom 
they muft obey, as well as Preachers tothem, Bcb ihZ,%7^4k 
1 T m.$ 4 5. 2 . Its proved from common Confcnt.. For^ 
1. Thofe that think thcfc Texts fpeak of Presbyters as now un~ 
dcrftood, do moft commonly confefsthis fcnfe of the Text, v 
that it makes them Rulers .. only fomc of them add, that 
themfelves muft be Ruled by the Bifhops. 2. He that denyetft 
thefe Texts to fpeak of iuch Presbyters, doth eonfefs that thofc 
*>f whom it doth fpeak, are certainly Rulers of the Church, 

toi then I aiSime tBfct the general vot£ of almaft all; Expo-



TaHomm fitors old and new,Epifcopal and others from the Apoftles dues 
mrefatZ' t , ! l n 0 W ' a s f a r a s w e c a n k n o w b y t h e i r writings, did take thefe 
ne^idoffia- T c x t s » a c leaft many of them, to fpeak of fuch Presbyters.-
umeiscompetit and I think the new expoiition of one man is not to be taken 
q^bujus am againft the Expofition of the whole ftrcam'of Expofitors in all 
ntrel nm ^ " . ^ O M better reafon to evinccthem to have erred, then 
fedq** mrl a n V 1 h a v e yet feen produced. At leaft, all the Epifcopal J>U 
JlriEcdefi* ™ c s except that one man, and thofe that now follow his new 
O ^ m . ?exrs ' y i d d C ° W h a t I % "Ponxheauthority of thefe 

P$re* talcs . * ? u t i f t h j . s D i v i n e were in the right, and none of thefe Texts 
mimm fmt MJpoKen of Presbyters, yet I make good my Antecedent thus. 
^ C t l e t f i T > r I 1 ' f P r e s b V ^ ^ of humane Inftitution, then neither 
.Presbytem id v i S ? n S ° r R u l l n S i s a n ? Effential part of their Office by D i -
commmch*. ^ { . n i t i t u t i o o i becaufe they hare noee fuch: and therefore I 
Z T / n f * Rnr ! ° ^ S a S u ^ n t i a l a s t h e o t h : r ; ^ neither is fo. 
TSSSSSi part'fti ,°/for T > K m a n l y "F™** °®C*> * " 
mdEpifcopa- churrh rilUK r ° t r ? e » f h a t t h ere were no Presbyters id the 
*,quod»emn> ^hl T u t his daies vet its certain that when 

*4*Mm UnattMtm^r ™ c h c r s . And therefore we find their 
tf> ^ a f X S f L "*8 5° t b c p e ° P ! c t o o b e y t h e Presbyters as well 
rgmmerd f " ^ ? ' ^ A n d tells us, ( Epifl. ad Evavr. ) how 
Pmbytern J ° n g the Presbyters governed r l U A g- J .cr„ 
reams anm- hy Common Counfel or O W 
mrjmur.ldem *ndrU chofe ouc one and 

cells asenoucho ? c b c £ r e £ f h i m , . t b c i r Bifhop.-and CjprU 
with theB.fho> in hi H " I " 1 * m C o u n c ' * o r Confift<W 
rtn^fc-nI . p i n n i s c , m e ' fothathewoulH Hn «rirfi 

lonorNon i *wvm tciii us, ^ £ M . ad Hvavr. ) now 
by Common r y , t e r r P V e r n , d t h e C h u r c h e s C » ~ 

their Bi l l iop; and C)pn*» 
mg in Council or Confiftory 

o u t t h e P r e s b v t e r 7 ' M n X r U t i i a C n e , W o u l d d o nothing with-
chis but thTr i I A m°JC p r ° 0 1 may eafily be brought of 
i w-llno go / r h n

h t ^ n 7 a c k n ^ i e d g e d / a n d fo it ^ f e 
fount, Coundi 'of r f e W C a n o n s > cfpecially-of the 
C ^ ^ d i u A b f a Z ^ V t E p i f C ° P U S K U l l l U S 

ntaemfen emUMjrc^ a U ^ m n 

t ^niventiam, # reft, 
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' Can. 3 2. Irrita frit donatio Epifcoporum, vel venditio.velccm-

mntatio rei Ecclefiaftic*, abfq\ conniventia & fubfcriptione cleri-
CQYHffi, 

Can. 3 4- Z)t Epifcopus in qsidtbet loco fedens flare Presbyterum 
mn patiatur. 

Can. 35. Vt Epifcopus in Ecclefta in confetti Prsebyterornm 
fublimior f&deat: Intra domain 'verb colkgam fe Presbjterorum 
ejfe cognofcat. 

Can. 36. Presbyter qui per dioecefes Ecclefias regnntt non a qui* 
buflibet^ tec. 

Can. 3 7. Diaconusita fe Presbyteri ut Epifcopi Miniftrum 
ejfe cognofcat. 

Here you fee that Biftiops may not Ordain, hear any caufe, 
accufe a*Clergy man or Lay-man, not give, fell, or Change any 
Church goods, without the Presbyters: and that he is their Col-
legue, and mutt not let them ftand i f he fit, and that they Rule 
the Churches through the DiocefTes, and that the Deacons are 
Servants as well to them as to the Biftiop. Aunlius and Augufiine 
Were in this Council. 

I f they that think it uncertain whether Presbyters be raenti- commmPnf-
oned in the New Teftament,and that think they began about Jg- b£^wbcr-
natius his time, do mean that yet they were of Divine A p o f l o l i - ^ ^ r f f a i t b 
cal Inftitution, then they ftrike in with the Papifts in making the Hkr. 

y j f r 1 W Scriptures to be but part of Gods word,and inefficient to reveal See Grows 
; all Divine inftitutions about his Church Government,and Wor- M f ^ * 6 ¥ £ 

f*A fliip,andfo we muft look for the reft in uncertain Tradition.Nay proving that* 
I know not of any Papift to my beft remembrance that ever Prelacy is noc 
reckoned up the Office of Presbyters under their meer unwric- o f D i v i n ^ 
t«[Trad. t ions . . S r ^ l 

I f they fay that they are of Ecclefiaftical Epifcopai Inftituti- many Cites 
on, not by infpired Apoftles, but by Ordinary Bifhops, then had many 

U t 1 ' T h e y m a k e all Presbyters to be jure Epifcopali, and Bifliops £ ^ r c f m

a n < ^ 
< V ? > ° n , y 3 n d t h e i r S u P e r i o u r s t 0 b e ) H Y C T>ivino,zs the Italians in the £ach?and thax 

' f f f l . i f l j C ° u n c , l °f Trent would have had all Bifhops to depend upon p resbyters, 
,f the Pope: But in this they go far beyond them j for the Italian except ordina

tion ( as Bier. 
ft* $ andch'yfofi.) may do all that a Bifhop; and he addeth, 'Quid obfiat quo minus idita 

wterpr.etemur ut Presbyteri mminempotuennt ordimre contempto Epifcopo ? 
& ^ a ^^ > a ^ ' 1}9' Hefhews that where Bifhops are not, Presbyters do rightly ordaifc 

See ch$ beginning of Bifhop ujhtrs Reduction of Epifcopai Government. 
G Papifts 
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Papifts themfelves thought Presbyterie jure Divwo. 2. Either 
they may be changed by Bifhops who fet them up, or not: I f 
they may be taken down again by man, then the Church may 
be ruined by man; and fo the Bifhops will imitate the Pope j 
Either they will Reign,or Chrift (hall not Reign,ifthey can hin
der i t : Either they will lead the Church in their way , or Chrift 
(hall have no Church: I f man cannot take them down, then 
i . I t feeras man did not "Inftitute them • for why may they not 
alter their own inftitutions? 2. And then itfeemsthe Church 
hath univerfal ftanding, unchangeable Inftitutions, Offices and 
binding Laws of the Bifhops making : And if fo, are not the 
Bifhops equal to the Apoftlcs in Law making, and Church Or
dering? and are not their Laws to us as the word of God , and 
that wordinfufficient ? and every Bifhop would bcto his D10-
cefs, and all to the whole Church , what the Pope would be to 
the whole. 

3. Moreover, how do they prove that ever the Apofties 
gave power to the B i f h o n * . t o i n l U r ^ ^ u ^ j ^ A f Pr^Kv^ne? 
I know 
tor iradition, we will not take every mans word thatfaithhe 
hath tradition for his conceits, but we require the proof. The 
Papifts that are the pretended keepers of Tradition, do bring, 
forth none as meerly unwritten, but for their or dinesinferior-es, 
and many of them, for Bifhops as dif t ind from the Presbyters; 
but not for Presbyters themfelves. And Scripture they can plead 
none For i f they mention fuch texts where Paul bids Tit^ 
ordain Elders in every C i t v , # r . they deny this to be meant of 
Eiders as now,but of Prelates whom Titus as the Primate or Me-
tropolitane was to ordain: And if it be meant of Elders, then 
they are found in Scripture, and of Divine Apoftolical fcittitui 
t ion. 

4. I f they were Inftituted by Bifhops after the Scripture was 
written , was it by one Bifhop, or by many ? I f by one, then 
how came that one to have Authority to impofe a new \M®tu 

on on the univerfal Church ? I f by many , either out of Coun
cil,or in ; i f out of Council, it was by an accidental falling into 
one mind and way, and then they are but as finglemen t o t ^ e 

Church and therefore ftill we ask,how do they bind' us ? I f by 
mmy in Council, 1. Then iet them tell us what Council i t was 
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that Inftitured Presbyterie, when and where gathered,and where 
we may find their Canons,that we may know our order,and what 
Authors mention that Council. 2. And what authority had that 
Council to bind all the Chriftian world, to all ages? i f they fay 
it bound but their own Churches , and that age • then it feems 
the Bifhops of England might for all that have nulled .the Order 
of Presbyters there. But O miferabie England md miferable 
wor ld , it Presbyters had done no more for i f , then Prelates 
have cone! 

I conclude therefore that the Englifh Prelacy either degraded 
the Prcib\ ters, or clfe fufpended to' ally an elTential part of their 
office : for themfelves called them ReElon, and in ordaining 
them faid, \_ Receive the Holy Ghoft \ fvhoje fins thou do ft remit 
they are remitted, Mehofe fins thou deft retain they are retained.] 
And therefore they delivered to the n the Power oftheKeyes 
of opening and (hutting the Kingdom or Hea^ei-, which them
selves make to be the opening and (hutting of the Church,anu the 
Governing of the Church by Excommunication and Abolution: 
And therefore they are not fit men to ask the Presbyters • By 
what authority they Rule the Church , by binding and loofingt 

when themfelves did cxprefly as much as in them lav, confei the 
lower on them: And we do no more then what they bid us do 
in our Ordination; Yea they thereby make it the very work of 
our office For the fame mouth, at the fame time that bid us 
I t keauthority to preach the mrdoj God 1 did alfo tell us that 
Moje ms we remit or retain they are remittedor retaned: and 
wereroreif one be an Effential, or true integral part ar leaft of 
our i fficc% the other is fo too. From all which it is evident, that 
i r . t h e r ^ were nothing againft the Englifti Prelacy , but only this 
tnac they thus l'ufpend or degrade all the Presbyters in Eng* 
h it t 0 o n c h a l f o f their offce, i t is enough to prove that 

tncy fhould not be reftored under any pretence whatfoeverof 
Order or U n i t y i

 3 r 

G 2 Argum. 
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Argum. 5. ^T^Hat Epifcopacy which gheth the Govern***J 
A the Church, and management of the Keys.of ** . 

communication and Abfolution into the hands of a few. Lay-me^ 
I k « > and *hile they take them from the Presbyters, is not to h"fl9™?"u. 
can produce any pretence of Vnity or Peace : But fuch was the Hngiy» * r c i 

it under the C j : therefore, &c. . 
Kings own The Major is plain: becaufe it is not Lay men that areitooe 
S r e i n h f Church Governours, as toEcclefiaitieal Government : This is 
forbids that beyond Queftion.with all fave the Congregational, and tney 
any Church would not have two or three Lay men chofen, but the wnoie 
r^hoW ll-^ C o n § r c g a t i o n to manage this bufinefs. t 

d^fhould be The Minor is known by common experience, that it was to 
a Chancellor: Chancelor in his Court , wiih his affi-ltants and the Regiiter* 
And thiswas a n d fuch other meer Lay-men,that managed this worji . I f it W 
the occafion f a i d j t h e y d[d g a s t h e Bjfhops Agents and Subftitutes, and 
l l n s - Tc therefore it was he that did it by them , I anfwer, -1. The U* 
They muft for put it in the Chancellors, and the Bifhops could not hinder 
th:ir own ad- i t . 3 . I f the Bifhops may delegate others to do the i r . .work^ 
p r K a v c i c f e e m s Preaching and Ru!ing,Exeommunicating and Abfolvuig 
inftrumenrs m a Y as well be done by Lay-men as Clergy men : Then tney 
accordingly: may cororniffion them alfoto adminiftcr the Sacraments: And11. 
So the Regi- theMiniAry is not necefTary for any of thefe works.but only 
aorsl Appara- 1 1 1 ^ t o d e pute Lay-men to do them;whieh is falfe and confute. 
tors, were pfffmum genus bomi*m 1, G.G$odma?t3 Bifhop of Gloc. in the Preface .to his Two 
"Myftcries, r-

Argum. 6„ r T n Hat Epifiopacy wh'chneccffarily overwhelm** 
x the fouls of the Bijbops with the mofi hatnous 

guilt , of mgktling the m m * thoufand. fouls whofe charge***] 
undertakers not to be reflored for Order or Peace {.Tor men are not 
to be overwhelmed with f u c h hainous fin on fuch pretences) B»t 
fuch tS the Snglijh Prelacy : and that not accidentally, tbroogti 
the badnefs of the men only , but unavoidably through toe 
greatnefsof their charge, and the Natural Impoffibility o f their 
"undemken work. How griavous a thing it is to have the blood 
o r 10 many thoufands charged on them, may foon appear. And 
snat man that undertakes himfelf the Government of two or 
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three, or five hundred thoufand fouls that he never feeth or 
knoweth, nor can poflibly fo Govern, but mud needs leave it 
undone ( except the (hadowofa Government which is com
mitted to a Lay Chancellor,) doth willfully draw this fearf ul 
Guilt upon himfelf. 

Argurn. 7. H P Bat Epifcopacy which is the produti of Trend 
Ambit ion and Arrogancy contrary to the exprefs 

command of Chrift , is not to bi refjtoredfor Order or Peace. But 
fuch ii the late Englifh PreUcy.therefore^&c-

The Major is undoubted. The Minor is proved thus. Were 
it not for p oud Ambition men would notftriveto have the do
ing of more work then an hundred times as many are able to 
do, and theanfwering before God for as many fouls : But the 
Eng'ifh Prelates did ftrive to have the work and account of ma
ny hundreds; therefore,&c . 

The Minor is proved and known by experience. And the Ma
jor is proved thus. 1. From the common averfnefs that all men 
have to labour, excefiiveoppreffing labour, and that fpiritual 
too. 2. From the fclf-love that is naturally in all - No man can 
naturally and rationally defirethat which would tire him, op-
prefs h im, and finally damn him * without great repen
tance, and.the fpeciall mercy of God, unlefs by the power of 
fomeluft thatdrawerhhimtoit. 3. And.common p-udenee wi l l 
teach men not to thruft themfelves into impoffible under akmgs, 
I fwefeea mandefirous toha;ve the ft r,e of a whole County 
under the Prince r and that there ihouid be no J.uftice-of 
Peace, or one Magiltrate to Rule rhere bur He , though he 
know that he muft anfwer it upon his life, if > he <>unty be not 
well Ru!ed,as to the punifhing of all the knowJ*drunktrds,f u ear-
ers, adulterers &c. in the/'ounty ; may not any man fee thac 
Ambttion make-s this man in a manner betides binvelr,or e Je he 
would never fet.fo light by his own life,as cc tainly and .willfully 
to caft it away ,b undertak ng a work which he knoweth many 
men are um.ble to perform: And.Ambition.it mult needs be, be-
caufe H »nour and.Preheminency is. the bavt and cfar^eomended 
for,, and the-e is no hing elre to do it. . And ho v cxpreily dorfi 
Chrift forbid this to his Apples, telling them, I mthyou %t\fi*V 

e 3

 m%< 

http://And.Ambition.it


not befo : but he that mil be the great eft Jhall be the fervent of tit} 
Luke 22.26. As the old Rimer harh it [ thrift**dixit qwd** 
loco • V'jsnonftc, nec dixit j >co' dixit fmt ergo i f f i Cujus Jtmt. 
non certe Chrifli ] Speaking of the P.elates. I own not tne 
Ccniure, but I own Chrifts prohibition. Certainly the Honour 
is but the appendix for the work fake, and the work is the hr 
thing and the main of the office. And I would know whether 
they would ftrive thus for the work and the ternble account, 
without the honour and worldly gain. Nay do they not deltroy 
the work, while they quarrel for the doing of it , for the honor 
fake f I I it were the Churches good and the work that they 10 
much miaded, they would contend that fo manv fhould have 
the doing of it as are neceffary thereto, and not that none fnould 
do it but they. He that would turn all the labourers out of the 
Harveft faving himfelf, in all this County, that he may maintain 
his own priviledge, 1 fnould think doth not much mind the goou 
of the owner, or the well doing of the work, or his own fafety, 
i f he were to anfwer for all upon his life. 

Argum. 8. H p Hat Spifcopacy which fo far gratifieth lay M* ** 
1 fters as'to eafe them of the moft painful, tronblefim 

and hazardous part of their worl^ is not to be reftored for order or 
hnitj : but fuch was the lateEnglifb Prelacy : therefore, &C. 

The Major is undoubted. The Minor is before proved as to 
the work it felf. And as to the quality and confequents, experi
ence purteth i t paft all doubt, that the work of Government 
and O verfight,isincomparably more troublefom then the preach^ 
ing of a Sermon, Baptizing, adminiftrirrg the Lords Supper, 
and praying with them. When we come to touch men by perfonal 
reproof, and make that publike, and that for difgraceful fins, 
and iufpend or excommunicate them if they be ebftinate, ufu-
ally we do not only turn their hearts againft us, but they rage 
againft us, and could even be revenged en us with the crueiJeft 
revenge. We find that all the Preaching in the world doth not 
io much exafperate and enrage men, as this Difcipline. I can 
preach the moft cutting and convincing truths, in as clofe a rran-

er as I am able, to notorious wicked livers, and they will bear it 
patiently, and fay i t was a good Sermon, and fome of them fay 

that 
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H that they care not for hearing a man that will not tell them of 

their fins. And yet call them to an open confeilion of thefc 
fins in the Congregation, or proceed to cenfure them, and they 
will rage againft us as i f we were their mortal enemies. The 
Bifhops let all thefe men (almoft) alone-, and therefore never 
exafperated them ; and fo now they rage the more againft us, 
and love the Bifhops the better, becaufe they were never fo 
troubled by them. 

And here I cannot but note, how groundlefs that accufation 
is of fome Prelatical men againft the Confcionable adversaries of 
their way, when they fay, the Presbyters would fain have the 
Reins of Government in their own hand : which may be true of 
the unconfcionable,that know not what it is that they undertake: 
but for others, it is all one as to fay, They would fain have all 
the trouble, hatred and danger to themfelves. Thefe Objecters 
ihew their own minds, and what it is that they look at moft 
themfelvesand therefore think others do fo : its dear bought 
honour that is purchafedatiuch rates of labour and danger. I 
here folemnly profefs for my own part, that i f I know my heart, 
I am fo far from thinking it a defirable thing to Rule, much iefs 
to Rule a Diocefs, that i f I might fo far gratifie my carnal de-
fires, and were not under the bond of Gods Commands, and 
fo were it not for fear of finning and wronging mens fouls that 
arc committed to my charge, I would give, i f I had i t , many 
thoufand pounds, that I might but Preach, Pray, Read, Bap ize, 
adminifter the Lords Supper,though I did more then I do in them, 
and be wholly freed from the care and trouble of overfight and 
government of this one Congregation, which is further required. 

* y f j © how quiet would my mind be,were I but fure that God requi-
iJfV' red none of this at my hands, nor would call me to any account 

for the neglect of it / And that this is not my cafe only, but 
the common cafe to find Difcipline fo troublefom, is apparent 

'Jp $ in this ; that the whole body of the Nation ( for the generality) 
have contended againft it thefe many years, and in almoft every 

V Wjp Congregation in EngUnd, the greater part do either feparate 
jjC Q\$ from the Minifters, and forbear the Lords Supper, or fome way 
j ^ i f i oppofe it and withdraw, that they may avoid i t . And moft of 
v, f f t the Minifters in England, even godly men, do much, i f not alto

gether negleft i t . So that fome through a Carnal indulging o f 
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their own eafe and quiet, and to avoid mens ill will and lome 
through the great oppofitions of the people, or for one iucp 
caufeorother, do let all alone. In fo much, as even here inthis 
County where we have affociated and engaged our fel ves to lome 
execution of Difcipline, -this work goes on fo heavily as we lee, 
and need not mention further ; when yet there is not a daies 
omifsion of Sermons and other Ordinances; fo that its apparent 
that its it which all lazie, carnal, man-pleafing Minifters-may well 
comply with, as that which fuites their Carnal Interefts, to be 
free from the toil and care of Difcipline. # , 

I f you fay, why then do the Bifhops defire i t , i f flefli ana 
blood be againft it ? I anfwer • Experience and the iropofstbility 
of performance tells us, that it is not the work, but the empty 
name and honour that they took up; and that indeed the flefn 
doth much more defire. Had they defired or been willing ©j 
the work, as they were of Lordfhips and Riches, they would 
have done i t . 

Argum. T ^ T 0 Epifcopacy, {atleaft which hath fo many 
I N evils as aforefaid attending i t ) which is not of 

Cods Inflitution, fhould be admitted into the Church. The fate 
Englifb Prelacy, as to the difapprovedproperties before mentioned, 
is not of Gods Infiitution : therefore it is not to bt Admitted into the 
Church. 

The Major is confeffed by all that plead for the Jus Divinu* 
of Epifcopacy, or moft : and with the qualification, from the ill 
confequents, will be yielded by all. 

The Minor I prove by parts .• i . That the exclufion of Pref-
byters from Rule, and the putting the Government from them 
i n t o a Lay-mans hand, with the reft before mentioned, are not 
of Divine I n f l a t i o n , is proved already, as much as needs. 
2 . I f at the prefent we yield a fuperintendency or preheminence 
or one Paftor before others, yet the Controverfie remainetb, 
whethera Prelate fhould be only Parochial, that is, only the 
Prelidentof the Elders o f one particular Church, or at the ut-
« » uu W l t h c w o o r t h r e e > o r a f e w neighbour fmall Parifh. 
oline m r l w c i l o v e r f e e > w i t h o u t t h € n c 8 ^ a of the Difci-
v wow I know not how *ny man of that way can prove 
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out of Scripture, that a Bifhop muft have more then one Parifh, 
much lefs more then three or four, or a few. For i t is confeft 
by them, for ought I know, that Scripture doth .not determine 
how many Presbyters, ©r Churches a Bifhop muft have under 
him, ( only we fay he muft have but one : ) for the main thing 
that they labour to prove is, that a Biihop is above Presby
ters as to Ordination and Jurisdiction: and f 0 he may be i f he 
be a Pari(h.Bi(hop : for a Parifh-Church may have a Curate, 
and 2 or 3 Chappels with Curates at them, befides Deacons ; 

and according to the old courfe, perhaps many Presbyters more 
that did not publikely preach (though they wanted not autho
rity ) but ^verfee the flock. Now one man may have all that 
moft of their Arguments requirc,if he be but the chief over this 
Parifii Presbytery. 

But perhaps they will fay, that according to Scripture, every 
City only muft have a Bifhop, and therefore all the Country 
about rmift be his Diocefs, though the number of Churches and 
Presbyters under him be not .determined. To-which I anfwer, 
that the word Only, is not in Scripture: no Text faith that it was 
Only in Cities that Churches or Bifhops were to be feated.There 
is no prohibition of fctling them in Villages. 

I t Will be faid, tlm: There is no example of any Bi/hop bt%in a 
City. To whichl anfwer. 1. Themfelves ordinarily tell us in 
cafe of Sacrament gefture, and many other things, that examples 
do not alway bind affirmatively ; much lefs can they prove that 
they bind negatively ; I mean, not to do that which was not 
done. Can you prove in Scripture that there were any particular 
Churches or AfTemblies for Sacraments and other worfhi> in 
Villages > I f not, then is it lawful now to have any ? I f not, then 
all our Parifh Churches in the Country are unlawful. I f yea, 
then why may we not have Bilhops in the Countreys without 
Scripture,example, as well as Churches ? for we (hall prove that 
the reafoniwhy there were none or few Bifhops in the C o " n t j y ? 
was for want of Churches for them to overfec. The Goipet 
was not then preached, nor any Bifhops placed in many Nations 
of the world; it doth not follow therefore that there mult be 
nonefince. 2. The reafon is evident why Churches and Bilnops 
were firft planted in Cities ; becaufe there was the greatcit 
Concourfc of people 1 not that God loves a Citizen better then a r r _ _ ^ — Countrey-



Countrey-man, or that he will have his Churches fo limtted to> 
foil , or p'ace, or fcituation : it is the number of perfons wbere-
ever they live, that muft be regarded, that the Church be not 
too great nor too fmall : but i f there be the fame number o f 
people Cohabiting in the Countrey, as one of the Apoftolical 
Churches did contift of, then there is the fame reafon to have a 
Church and Bifhop in that Country Village, as was then for 
havingone in a City. 3. E'ders fhould be ordained in every. 
Church, and therefore Bifhops ( fo r fomc of them fay that 
thele were Bifhops ) But Churches may be in Country Villages v 

therefore Eiders and Bifhops may be in Country- Villages, 4. t 
prove from Scripture that there were Bifhops in Villages, or out 
of Cities .thus. Where there wasa Church,there was a Bifhop.But 
in a Village there was a Church- therefore. TheMa/orf prove 
from ^#.14.23. compared with iTim.3. They ordained them 
Elders inevery Church,or Church by Church: but thefe Elders are 
cal ed Bifhops in 1 Tim. 3. (and by fomc of that way maintained 
to be fuch . ) 

For the M i n o r ! prove it from Rom. 16.1. where there is men
tion of the C h u r c h a t ^ ^ : b u t C W W w a s no City, but 
a* brottus fpeaks, Port us Corintloiorttm, ut'Piraus AthenienfiUtn,, 
Viz, adfinftm Saronicum : apparet ibi Ecclefiam fuifeCbrifiiano-

Grot, in A f t , 18 .18 .e^V Rom. 16,1. vide et Downam,, 
•Uefef' pag.105, who out of Strabo faith it was the Port 
f iL f ^ u m ° ^ p e r l y f o r ' Afi«* Bifhop Dowam faith 
cZit I ™ . C w * ™ *>*s a Parifk fubordinate to the Church *f 
6*ZJ. bav!nlmt*Bi{bop or Presbytery, bm a Presbyter *f-
J o f r T a ' f o b

#

e f o r c he faith, by a Church, he means a Com?*-
fo deknlTru* *™*n&* Bifrop and Presbytery A But i f he will 
then hi m f t a s t h a t t h e P r e , a t e l h a » ™ter the Definition, 
fo J ^ S ^ ^ u ^ ^ m ^ hada Prelate. And 
Church T ? o u ^ , b r e p r e V e d t 0 Neccffcry to every 
lions a V v e a p L ' ^ y , J ° U - m e a n only fuch congrcga-
J a u £ F V £ l c h \ ? u t i c w a * denominated a Church, 

^ n T / / a S m T : w h e n t h e A p o f t i e s h a d converted and 

Q & S S f i ! * l h c m E I d c r s i n ™V Church,or Church by 
H ^ and therefore Ctnchre* being a Church, mad have fuch 

Eiders 
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Elders ordained to i t , according to the Apoftles Rule. And 
that it was a Parifti with one Presbyter fubjed to Corinth, is all 

J unproved, and therefore to no purpofe. 
5. Yet 1 prove that the Englirti Prelacy on their own grounds, 

is not fare Divino in that it is againft the word of God, accord-
" j ing to their own interpretation of which next. 

Argum. 10. ~T*Hat Epifcopacy which is contrary to the word 
1 °f God, or Apoftolical Infiitution, according to 

• their own interpretation, is not to be reflored. But fitch is the late 
Mnglijh Epifcopacy : therefore, &c. 

I prove the Minor (-for the Ma/or ncedexh none : ) according 
r : r „ ^ r ° 7 i , K m e r F ^ l ? o n ° / r ' V l V 5 - and other Texts; Every 
^ n ^ , d h a v ^ a B ^ ° P > C «nd -T it may be, a Presbytery ) 
( And lo many Councils have determined, only when they grew 
greater they except Cities that were too fmall: nut fo did not 

2 n. U C , a t e E P i f c ° P a c y Of England is contrary to this: for 
one Biihop only is over many Cities. I f therefore they will needs 
have Epifcopacy, they fhould at leaft have had a Bifhop in every 
Ci ty ; and though we do not approve of confining them to Cities, 
yet this would be much better then as they were: for then 
1. They would be nearer their charges,and within reach of them. 
2. And they would have fraaller charges, which they might be. 
more capable of overfeeing ., for there would be ten or twenty 

I Bifhops for one that be now. I f they fay that except Bath and 
Wells Coventry and Lichfield, or fome few, they have but one Ci
ty. I anfwer, its not fo. For every Corporation or Burrough-
Town is truly i 3 n d therefore fhould have a Bifhop.Let them 
therefore either prove that a Market Town, a Burrough, a Cor-

• poration, is not or clfe let every one of thefc Towns and 
I Burroughs have a Biftiop, to govern that Town with the Neigb-
J bouring Villages by the confent and help t>f the Presbyters of 

thefe Villages, (according to their own grounds^ And i f i t were 
fo, they would be no more then Claflical bifhops at moft. 

Perhaps they'le fay that, while we pretend to take down Bi-
fhops,wedobutfet up more, and would have many for one, } 

while we Would have every Corporation or Parifti to have a Bi
fliop. To which 1 anfwer, its true: but then it is not the fame A*fw* 
fott of Bifhops which we would exclude and which we would 

H 2 multiply. 



multiply : we would exclude thofe Bifhops that would undertake 
two or three hundred mens work .themfelves, and will rule a 
wholeDiocefsalone f o r by a Lay Chancellor) when every 
confcionable man that hath faithfully tryed i t , doth feel the 
overfightof one Congregation to be fo great a burden, that 
it makes him groan and groan again. We would exclude thole 
Bifhops that would exclude all others in a whole Diocefs, that 
they may do the work alone, and fo leave it undone, while they 
plead that it belongs to them to do it. I f they will come into the 
Lords Harveft, and exclude from the work of Government, 
the Labourers of a whole County or two, we have reafon to 
contradict them. But this is not to bring in more fuch Bifhops 
as they that will (hut out others, but to keep in the neccflary la
bouring Bifhops whom they would fhutout. Nor do we f h u C 

one them themfelves as Labourers or Rulers, but as the excluders 
of the Labourers or Rulers. I f we have a Church to build thnt 
requireth neceflarily two hundred workmen, and fomc Pillars 
in it to Erect, of many hundred tun weight,if one of the work
men would fay, that it belongs to him to do it all himfelf, or at 
lealt when the materials are brought to the place prepared, to 
rear and order and place every ftone and pillar in the building, I 
would no otherwife exclude the vain pretender then by intro
ducing neceffiry help that the work may be done and I fhould 
think him a filly Caviller chat would tell me, that while I exclude 
h i m , I do but multiply fuch as he; when his very fault: c o n f i M 
1 1 1 x l h i n d e r

u

a n c 5 o f t h " neceflary multiplication. 
1 K 7 n o w t n a t / 0 ^ e will fay, that we feign more work then is to 

nc cone • and we would have the fentence of Excomraunica-
A9fn «on pais upon every light offence. I anfwer • that its a thing 

1 1 ? ? r . : W e w ° u W have none Excommunicated but for 
? 3 m h a , n o a s fin j when they will not hear the Church 

But there's much more of the 
work of Government to be done on men that are not Excom-
mumcable to bring them to Repentance, and open confefliorv 
for mamfeaationof that Repentance to the fatisfadionof the 
<Uiurch : but what need we plead how great the work is which 
every rnan may fee before his eyes, and experience putteth be
yond difpute? 

Furthermore that theEnglifh Epifcopaey is diflbhant froin&aii 


