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maltiply : we would exclade thofe Bifhops that would undertake: -

two or thrée hundred mens work themfelves, and will rule A
whole Diocefs’alone - (“or by a Lay Chancellor ), when every
confcionable man that hath Fijthfully tryed it, doth feel the -
overfight of one Congregation to be fo great a burden, th‘}t"
it makes him groan and groan again. * We would exclude: thofe -
Bifhops that would exclude all'others in a  whole Diocefs, that:
they may do the work alone, and (o |cave it undone, while they
plead that it belongs tothemto do'ic. ' If 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 (0
contradi& them. But this is not to bring in more fuch Bithops:
asthey that will fhut gut others, but to keep in the neceffary la-

- bouring Bifhops whom'they would fhut out. Nor do.we fhut:

out them themfelves as Labourers or Rulers, but as the excluders
of the Labourers or Rulers. [f we havea Church to build that.
requireth neceffarily two hundred workmen, and fome Pillars -
in 1t €0 Ere&, ‘of many hundred cun weight,if one of the work-
mea would fay, that it belongs to him to do it all himfelf, or ¢t
leaft' when the materials are brought to the place prepared; (0
rear and order and place every ftone and pillar in the building, I
would no otherwife'exclude the vain pretender then by intro:
ducing neceffary help that the work may be done ; and I thould

think him aGily Caviller chat would tell me, that whileI exclude

.‘,{’,C‘fk&i,fl!le;; when bis very fault copfilted;
o hir , at neceflary muleiplication,
vlaknowrr:;hat fome will fay, that we feign more work then s t0
¢ done; and we would have the fentence of Excommunied-

him, T do but muttiply
£

-~ fion pafs upon every light offence. T anfwer ; thatits a thing :

that we abhor : we would have none Excommunicated but for

o e 3 0 31I00us fin g when they will 'not hear the Church
< terkm?gcp 'Vate admonition. ' But theres much more of the:
Wot' 0 GOVCm{ncpt tQ:be done on me‘n_that are not Exc‘om—
?}unxcable, to bring them to Repentance, and open confeflion, .
&? manife(tation'of that Repentance to the fatisfaion of the :
& éurn:b +bat wl}at gc?i we plead how great the work is V{Ihg it
~ yman may {ee before his eyes, and experi utteth be--
yond difpuce ?y 1. S, 304, sxpetioncs, PRNSIS 2%
Furthermore that the Englifh Epifcopacy is difonant fromall

Scripturé
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Scripture Epifcopacy, I prove thus. The Scripture knoweth bue
two forts of Epifcopacy : the one General, unfixed as to any

1 ~ Church or Country or Nation ; which. was not called Epifcopa-

cy in thefirlt times : the other fixed Overfeers of determinate
Churches appropriated to their fpecial charge : thefe were called
Bifhops in thofe times : whereasthe former were, fome called
Apofiles, from their immediate miffion and extraordinary Pri-
viledges; or Evangelifts, or Fellow-labourers and helpers of
the Apoftles, or by the liketitles fignifying their unlimited in-
determinate charge.But our Englifh Bifhops are neither of thefe :
therefore not any of Scripture appointment but different from
them, 1. They are not of the Apoftolical Order of General
Minifters : for 1. Their principal work was Preaching to con-
vert, and congregate,and then order Charches: but our Bi--
fhops feldom preached, for the moft-part. 2. They were not
tyed to any particular Church more then other, fave only as-
prudence dire&ed them pro tempore ¢ re nata, for the fuccels of -
their work for the Church Univetfal ; nor werethey excluded or
reltrained fromany part of the world as being another mans -
Diocefs ; fave only as prudence might direct them for the com-
mon good, to diftribute themfelves pro tempore. Thisis apparene. .
1. by Chrifts Commiffion,who fendech them into all the world, .
only by certain advantages and particular calls, ficcing Peer -
more for the Circameifion, and Pan! for the Unarcumcifion, .
- when yetboth Percr and Panl and s1l the reft, did preach and!
look to both Circumcifion and Uncircumaifion, -2. By the Hi-
~ ftory of their peregrinations and labours, which fhew that thicy
were.not fo fixed, whatever fome writers may ungroundedly
afficm. . Eufibins ( difcrediting by fabulous mixcures the Irgbrf«
er fort of his Teftimonies, and cenfured by. fome rejection by
Gélaﬁu;.and o[bérs) ard {ome with him, do;tell us of fome {uch®

things, as fome Apoftles being fixed Bifhops. but with ne fuch-

proofs as fhould fatisfie a man that weighs the contrary iatima~
tions of Scripture, and the difcord of thefe repoiters among:
themlelves. ~Oaly iciscertain, thac nature it felf would- fo re-
firain (hcm‘[h;at_a.g (bcy cou]d‘bc- bﬂt lﬂ one p]acq at once, {fo:

they could not be in perpetual motion : and prudence v ould kcep ;
ehem longel in thofe places where moft work was to b¢ dotfy
And therefore Pasls thrce years abodeat Ephe[ns and th <SRN
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* they thould

‘bouring parts of eA/is, did not make him the fixed Diocefan Bi
dhop ot Epbefus. it
Apnd whﬁt Iffay of the Apoftles, I fay alfo of many fuch In;}e
rant unfixed Minifters which were their helpers, as Silas, A}wl 1:5
Barnabas, Titus, Timothy, &c. For though 7 tmat/ﬂ bt %8 £
by fome Antients the firft Bifhop of Ephefus, and Titns hzt:
Crere s yet it is apparent they were no fuch fixed Minifters, lt1 <
undertook a Diocefs durante vitaas their proper charge, Wf ‘E,
werethen called Bifhops; but they were [tinerant helpers o h[ €
Apoftlesin gathering, planting and firft ordering of Churc c;.
And therefore Titus wasleft in a whole Nation or large 1fland,
o place Bifhops or Elders in each City, and fet things in order,
and chis but till Pgy/ come, and not to be himfelf their fixed Bi-
thop : and Tiimorky is proved by Scripture to have been unfetled
and itinerant as 3 helper of Pasl, after chat he is by fome f“P:
pofed to be fixed ac Epbefus. 1willnot needlefly aitum agere 5
fet any man tha is unfatisfied of this, read impartially Mr. Prins
anbifhoping of 7; imotky and Tiitus, and note there the Itinerary
of 7, tmothy from Scripture Texts. if therefore our Bifhops
Wwould have been of the A polties and their General helpers race,
have goneup and down to gather and plant Church.
¢, andthen go up and down to vifie thofe which they have

planted; or if they live where all are Enchurched already, they
fhould go up

by the power of the word to fubdue men further to Chrift, a_nd
to fee that all Minifters where they come do their d uty,reproving
and admonifhing thofe that negle& it, but not forbidding them

todoit, asa thing belonging only to them. And by Spiritual

Weapons and authority fhould they have driven Miniftersto this
ty, andnotby meer fecnlar force ( of which more anon. )
2. And as for the fixed

; Bifhopsof Apoftolical Inftitu tion, our,
nglifh Prelacy are not like them. For the fixed Bifhops efta-
blifhed by the Apofties w

ereonly Overfeers of one particular

Church * BuctheE lith Pre] erfeers of many
pardtats Churcher ngr ;a reiates were the Ov

: . erefore the Englifh Prelates were not
the fame with the old Bithops of the Apﬁmcs infticution.
The courfe thar the Prelates take to elude this argument is
Y 8Ving usa falfe definition of a particular Church, That
Wemay not the ;

refore have any unprofitable firifc abont yyOrde;”
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mean an Affociated or combined company of Chriftians , for
Cemmunion-in Publick Worfhip, and Furtherance of egch other
in the way to heaven,under the Guidance of Chrifts Church Of--

of the firft order commonly called Ecclefic Prime , as tocxi-
ftence, and whiclr contain not divers Political Churchesin them.
A family [ mean not : for thats net a Political Church, having no

are no Affociation, and fo no Political Church : [Nor-do I mean
2 National, or Diocefane or Claffical Church, or any the like;
which are compofed:of many particular Churches of the firft
order, conjun&: Itis not of Neceffity that they alway or moft

want acapacious convenient room, andits poffible they may
be under perfecution, fothat they may be forced ro meet fecret-

or childrem that camnot travail to the chief place of Meet-
1ng; and {o may have fome Chappels of eafe, or {maller meeting..

be uncapable ofthe ends of Affociation, which enter the defini-

a Church,nor-are capable of fo being : For the number will alter
the (pecies.In a word,it cannot,I think,be proved that in the Pri-

mitive times, there was any one fixed Bithop that Governed and.
Overfawany more then one fuch particular political Church,.
as was not compofed of divers keffer political Churches : nor thae

their Churches which any fixed Bithop overfaw were more then-
could hold-Communion in Worfhip in one publick place, for fo-
many of them as could ordinarily hear at once (- for alftbe fa-

milies cannot ufually comeatonce : )' they were not greater
then fome of our Englh Parifhes are, nor ufually the tenth part:
fo great. Thave been informed by the judicious inhabitants, that
thereare fourfcore thoufand in Giles Cripple-gate Parifhiin Lon=
don : and about fifty choufand in Ssepwey, and fourty thoufand:
#. Sepmichres. There cannot any Church i Seriptarg b‘efogf

I fhall fignifie my own meaning. By a Particalar Church'I'
ficers, (one Eftter or more ;) fuch as are undivided,or Churches. -

Paftor. Anaccidental company of ChriftiansI mean not.For thofe:

ufually meet in one Congregation : becaufe its poffible they may
ly in fmaltcompanies ; or there may be fome aged weak people-

But ftillic muft be a number neither fo big, norfo fmall as to-

tion ; how ever weaknefs, age or other accidents may hinder
fome members from that full ufefullnefs astothe main end,whitch:
other members have. So that they which are {6 -many, or
live at fuch a diftance as to be uncapable of the ends;are not fuch



http://word.it
http://think.be

M

e——

C50)  n
 that was greater, nor neer {o great as one of thefe Parifhes: go
not the Church at Zerufalems it felf of which fo much is faid : No
not if you admit all the number of moveable Converts a1 So-
“journours to have been of that particular Church,which yer can-
_not be proved to have been fo.l know Bifhop Dewnan: doth wit
- great indignation Difpute that Dioceffes were before Parifhes,
and that it was more then one Congrcgation'thac was con-
tained in thofe Diocefles; We will not contend about the name
Diocefs and Parifh , which by the Ancients were fometime
ufed promifcuoufly for the fame thing : But as O A
thing fignified by them, I fay that what ever you callir; 2 Dio
cefs, or a Parifh, there were not near {o many fouls asin fome
Englifh Parifhes ; nor take one with another , their Churches
commonly were no more Numerous then our Parifhes, nor 10
numerous, A Diocefs thenand a Parifh werc the fame thing,
and both the fame as our particular Churches now are ; that1s,
the Ecclefie prime, or Soceities of Chriltians combined under
Church-Rulers,for holy Communion in Worthipand Difcipline.
And there were no otherwife many Congregations in0f¢
Church, then as our Chapples of eafe, ora few meeting 10 a
private houfe becaufe of rainy weather,are many Congregations
in one Parifh. The forefaid Learned and Godly, ( though
angry) Bifhop Downame, faith Def 1i.2.cap.1. page 6.that [ 7

deed at the very firft Converfion of Cities, the whele Number of the

people converted , being fome not much greater then the Num:
ber of the Presbyters placed amaong them  were able to make b ut 4
[mall Congregation.]Call that Church then a Diocels or.a Pari{lls
I carenot, fowecome near anagreement, about the proportt”
onof. Members that the definition be not overthrown, and the
ends of it made impofiible by the diftance number , and unac-
quaintednefs of the members that cannot have any Churchcom”
munion immediately one with another.  If there be no commu”
;’ilgﬂ, how li§ itaChurch? Nayor if there be no fuch commi®
i n as fiol? ifts in mutual affiftance and conjunctionin WO
{ ep, and holding familiarity alfoin our converfation ( which
e gxcobmmupxqatcfi are excluded from ) And ifa communi®
Afrenfﬁlif’ 1t 1s elther/I_mmedi te by the members chemfelves
Eabe o) or elfe bu;}&fedlately y their Officers or Delegates.
& ¥ by the Jtcer Mediately , then itis not the fjg;

T R T, L R




(57)

‘clefiaprima,but orta: o 'tsan affociation-of feveral Political
Chsirches » For that s the difference between the communion of
a fingle particular Church, and many combined Churches,that
as the firft is a combination of perfons and not of ‘Churches, fo
‘the communion ‘is “held “among’ ‘the. “Members” in “¢omimon ,
;Whé‘r_eas‘ﬂzé other being' a combination of Churches thie’com-
murion s maintained ordetly by Officers and Delegates; joyring
inSyneds,and fent from the Congregations. 1f therefore it bean
Tmmediate 6rdindry communion of membersin Ecclefiaftical af-
fairs,viz, Worthipand Difcipline;-that is thé Patticular Church
that Lidtend; call it what you will dlfé and whether there maybe
‘dny private meetings in it belides the main'body, or riot,as poffi-
bly through fome accidents there may be ;* and yet at Sacrament
and ‘on themoft folerne oceafions; the fame perfons ‘that were
at Chappels or lefs ‘meetings;mray be with the chief Affembly.

- Bur'| fhall proceed in the proot of this Hg"the‘hcxti*Ar’gumc‘nt,
“-which will-ferve" for this and thé main together: /1 M
o i ' IR0 2T 21 31 IBGT i 7A OB LSS
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Al‘gum‘« ¥ T’Hﬂt‘fwt,’af Church Governmient may moft [afe-

' Iy be' wow praélifed which was nfed in the
Scr‘iﬁmre\tima.i;-aha thiats Ie]s fafe whichwas not’ rb’z;é ufed.’ "But
the  Government of ?w}ﬂ] ‘Elders and- p’agt’”’ich‘lar;‘.‘cbﬂf‘?bﬁf ?
e B%ﬂf ( fizedjand raking that as bis proper Dt&tcﬁ'{f" W 4s
the Englifly Bifbops were)) wasnot nfedin Scripture times.T here-
foreieds wot fo'fafe ‘toufest or reforeirnow. ,

he Major s proved hence : '1.In that the Primitive Church

which was in’ Serrprure timesjwasof anqueltionable ‘Divinéfa-
fication , and fo moft pure.. And it is certainly lawful to"

pradtice thar Church-Government which alone was praifed

by allthe Church'in the Seriprure times of the New Teftament.
2. Becaufe we haveno certain Law or Dire@ionbut Scripture. © "
for the frame of Government as jure. Divino. Scripturéiﬂ»'-e‘. o 0
fufficfent and perfe@ Law.If therefore there be no mentign of the
 Practice of any fuch Efpifcopacy in Sriprure, o nor any, precepe

for thie praice of it afterwards, then.cannot we receiveit asof
Divine Inftitution. The Obje&ions ﬁlallbeAqn[wer_cg‘i \ybcnr?\yrg‘
have proved the Minor, + 7 1 1 o 00 n e Yo tain el

And for the Minor I fhall at thistime argoe from the Concef-
1 :

{jons
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fions of the moft Learned and Reverend man that at shis :ilmf,
bath deeply engaged himfelfin defence of Epifcopacy, who gt
grant usall chefe things following. 1. That in Scripture tmes tBE_Y
were the fame perfons,and of the fame office that were galleg i
fhopsand Presbyters. 2. Thatallthe Presbyters mentioned dll"
- Seripeure times, or then inftituced (as far as we can koow, paA
-Power of Ordination. 3,And al{oa Power of Ruliog theChurcd,
Excommunicating and Abfolving. 4. That there wasnot then
in being any Presbyter ( {uch as the Bifhops would have 13
thefe times.) who wasunder the Bifhop ofa parUCUla.r_Ck.mrc 4
-orDiocefs. - His words. are thefe [ And, although this i
-Weaficesty Elders, have been alfoextended. 10 4 [econd OF dex 37
" the Church, andis now only in ufe for them, ander the Name of
Presbyters | yerin the Scripture times it belonged pr incipally s if
70k alone to Biflops; there being no Evidence,that any of that fe-
5014 order were then inflitnted, "though foon after, before the 77
1ing of Ignacius Epiftles there were [nch infbituted inall Chir ches.]
5- icis yielded al'o by him thatit is the office of thefe Presby-
“tersor Bifhops to Teach frequently and diligently,to reduce He-

recick:, to. reprove, rebuke, Cenfure and ablolve, to vifitalithe

fick and pray with them, gc. And therefore it muft needs follow

“that thewr Dioceis muft be no larger thea thatthey may.faichfully
pecforma’tshis to the Members of ic: And.if there be.but one Bt

Thopto do it;lam mofk cerrain then byex perichcﬁ.that~hi5D"0cc(s

-multbe no bigger then:thisParith, nor perhaps half {o big.6.And
Dr.H.Differe, ¢ MUt needs fo!fpw,.gba;-imsc.,-;gwre tumes a Particular Chgrch
4 p.20s.  cconfified not offeve al Churches.affociated nor of feveral Con-
LS. Prins .§T€ZAUONSs ordinarily meeting in feveral places for Chriftian com-

non ifquequagy o 1 . munion
verum effe .y ai o S : == ‘ P e
gu0d pro conceffo” [rmit Cin wna_civiate non fuille pluvss Epifcopos ) Duamvis enim 1 -

‘f.’f“'.t’ izliﬁ “ aut Ctt plicies JimulEpifcopi punquam fiserintsnibil tamen obflare quin M'fi‘?d“ ”
}'1:1' ;l 1162% :Zﬂ7w d":‘/i;r”."f;“" Catis fuerintsduwobas Apoftolis ad fidem mia’u{ﬁ,df”‘ﬂ[’i‘ff ?}'A
o ALQUART 21085 i s(hinitis quibts duo. itide ifcopi [vorfimy &0 AP
anhgots prefidegents , JHirs }I - v idem Ep/ i [t f o

Evp.211.§. oy, [Ex bisratio confiat, quare fine Dreshyterornm; men 10/ i1t ey UEAIEHHES

Epifcopis Diacoki immediate adljiciantur, quia (cilicet in fingiulis Macedonie “civitaiibus; 442"
vis Epiftopus effety nondiisin Presbyiéri conflituti fints Diaconis tantism TEOE b @{gwiﬂ Worgs
Epifcopis adiunétises st ;

_ Mark well the ftating of the queftion by Dr. H. Differc. Epift.§. 36,31+ The controver-
G is not Q’”_"f’ s demuys aominibus, cognili fuerint Ecclefiaenm Rectores 5. fed an. ad wnwm

gnot ﬁlzg"(/m‘;




fingulari Ectlefias anad piurts, poteftas ifta devenerit, Nes ad unuiis finguiarem Prafeltums
quiem ex fumofiore Ecclefie ufle gpifcopum vilgd dicimus, poteftatem iftam in fingulari Cwtu ex
Chiifti & Apoftolorwm inflitutione ninguam non pertinui(fe affirmamis,”] You' fee here thae ic
isbut [ in fingnlari gcclefir] & [ in frgilars Catn 7 thache affirmeth an Epifcopacy of
Chrifts and the Apoftles inftitution: ~ And {uch Bifhops moft Churchesin england have
already. : :

munion in the folemaWorfhip of God but only of the Chriftians
of one fuch Congregation with a fingle Paftor (‘thoughin: that
we diffent and luppofe there we' e more Paftors then one ufually,
or often. ) That this muft be granted with the reftis apparent.
1. The Reverend Author faith as Bifhop Dewnam before cited
[ T hat when the Gofpel was firft preached by the 4 poftles and bne
few Converted, they ordained in every City and region, no more but
4 Bifyop and ene or more Deacons to attend bim , there being at the
prefent fofmal flore ont of whichitotake more , and fo [mall need
of ordaining more, thar this Bifhopis confbitusedmare forthe [ake
of thofe which [b14ld after believe then of thoft which did already.]
2. Andits proved thus : 1f there were in Scripture times any
more ordinary Worfhiping Affemblics on the Lords dayes then
“one under one Bifhop, then cither they did Preach, Pray,
Praife God, and adminifter the Lords Supper in thofe Aflem-
blies, or they did not : If not, then 1. They were no fuch Wor=
fhipping Affemblies as we fpeak of. 2.And they fhould fin
againft Chrift who required it 3. And differ from his Churches
which ordinarily ufedit. Butif they did thus, then either they
had fome Paftor ( Presbyter or Bifhop ) to perform thefe holy
a&ions between God and the people, or not = If ner, then they
fuppofe thatLay-men might do all this Minifterial work,inWord,
Sacraments, Prayer, and Praife in the name ofthe Affembly,&c-
And if fo, what then s proper to the Miniftry? then farewell Bi-
fhopsand Presbyters too. 1f not,then eicher the Bifhop muft be
intwo Affembliesat once performing the Holy Worfhip of hG
in their communion ( but thats impoffible :) or elfe he m“ﬁh e
fomeaffilting Presbyters to do it ; But thats denyed F ere&
fore it muft needs follow that the Church order, conflitution ¢
pradifed Government which wasin Seripture times, was this ;
that a fingle Worlhipping Congregation was that -particular
Church which-hada Presbyter.or Bifhop ( opeor more ) which

watched over and ruled that only Congregacion as his Diocels o
: ' ¥i - proper
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p.i»oper‘ch‘arge, having no-Government of any other Church

~ { Congregation ) ‘or Elders, " Dy faéto this is plainly yielded.

. Wellz  chis much being yielded, and we having come fo far to
anagreement, about the aQual Church Conftitution: and Go-
vernment of the Scripzure times, we defire to know fome foffici-
ent reaflon,why we in.thefe times may not take up wich tha Go-
vernment and Church order which was pracifed in the Seripture
times ? ‘And the Reafon that is brought againft it is this; B‘ccaufc
it was the Apoftlesintentionthar this fingle Bifhop who in dert-
prure times had:bur‘ohe(;‘o:%tcgaﬁon,‘and-‘Governed no Pret-
byters, ‘thould after Scripturetimes, have many fettled Con-
gregations, and their Presbyters under them, and fhould bave
the power of ordaining them, ¢#c. To this | anfwer, 1. The In-
tentions: of mens hearts. arefecret till they are fome way reveal-
ed.s No man of.this-age doth know: the Apoftles hearts but by
fome fign: whatthen is the revelation that Proveth thisInten-
tion - Either it:muft be fome Word or Deed. For the firft1 can-
not yet find ‘aay’ colour of Proof which they bring from any
WOF‘G-OF"dl;quﬂles,' where eicher the, give powetto this Prel-
byter or Bifiopto Rule over many Presbyters-and Congregati-
ofis for-the futuresy Nor yet where they do fo much’ as-forerell
that'foie'thall be: At for thofe of Panito Timothyand Tit#s,
thavther rebuke not an Elder, and reccive ot accnfarion agaiﬂj?
thenibut ander trro o7 thyee Withfjfe.f the Reverend Aucher af-
firmieth that thofe: Eders:were rop Presbyters under foch ‘Bi-
fhiops a5 wenow fpeakiof , Bug thiofe Bithops themfelves, whom
Timithyand Titwns: might rebike. And for meer fa&s without
Seripture words, thereis'none thatean prove this prerended In-
tenition of che Apoftles. ‘Picft) there s ro A& of the Apoftles-
themfelves or the Churches or Piftors in ‘Seriprure time
Y0 proveit.! For Subsrisnate Preshyters are conf fléd niot to'be
*hen /uftitated and fo not exiftent < and other fa& of theirs thert
<anbenone. - And no & ufier them can prove'ic.” Yer this is
thegreat Argument that'moft infift on ; cliat the praice of the
Chureh after Seriprure times, doth'prove that Intention of the
Apoftles which Scripture dothnot ¢ for oughtis yer proved by:
them thac I can find ) atall exprels.. ‘Butwe deny that,and re-
GuIre proof ofir. it is Aot 'bare faving fo thacwill ferve. j?",‘
not poffible for the fucceeding Bifliops ‘to crr and miftakethe
. ¢ 3 - Apoftles-
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Apoltles Intentions? If not, then are they Infaliible as well as the
. Apottles, whichis notteue. ~ They might fin in'going from the
' Infticution': And their fin'will not prove that the Apoftesin--
' }e'ndéd it fhould be fo de jure, becaufe their followersdid (o de-
alto. : ’ : -
. " Ifthey fay that it is not likely thac all the Churches fhould fo-
- “fuddenly beignorant of thie Apoftles Intention, Ianfwer, 1. We-
“muft not build our faith and pradice on Conjéttures.  Sucha
faying as this is no-proofof Apoftolicalinteations, to warrahc us-
to {werve from the fole pra&ifed Government in Scripture times.
2. There is no great likelihood that I'can difcern that this fitft’
pra&ifed Government was altered by thofe that knew the-Apov
ftles, and upon fuppofition that thefe which are prétended were
their intents.-~ 3. 1£it were fo,yet is it not impofiible, ‘nor very-
improbable, that through humane frailey they might be drawn
to conje&ure that thar was the Apoftles mtents which feeified’
rightin thier eyes, and fuited cheir prefent judgerents atid inice-
refs: - 4. Surewe'ate that the Scripture is-the perfett Law and
Rule to titz Church-for thie Eftablithing ofall neceffiry Offites:
and Ordinancest” and chereforeifthere be vo fuch intentivns’or
Inftitutions of the Apofttes mentioned inthe Scriprure, we may
not fet up univerfally fuch Officesand Ocdinarices, onany fuch -
Taphbotad itddel . LIVE s Mass i [ o ey
D fal »wc*feern'a%ﬁﬂ, that the ‘Apoftles fereled 0 #e Paftor
over one Congreq ition baving no Prebyteys under bis Rule: and-
shat there were no ot her 1w Scriptwre time : it fhovely afrer’ when
Chriftians wete mulc/plied, and the moft of the Cicies where the -
Chiurches were pianted, were converted 10" the faith, togethe
with the Country round about , then there fvere frany (,?:""g[t{f’.:‘ =
gations, and many P‘m‘drs;,‘axidthe‘mﬁw‘u(xm*ﬁr{‘cﬁburt in

der his Governmeric, calling chem Presbyrers only,and Bimfelf
eminently or only the "ifhiop.Now the Queftion berece usis, -
~ wwhether this was well done or not ? et Whether tlfe/?’r’l”aﬂq(.ffuzg;/d :
- wor'rather ”?‘.‘U'?;gﬁ'tbe'?ed'c‘bﬂrcbe:" as fre?‘qf'tbgif QW’?.? C?‘"W"’y ”:,

the Chriftians that were :ajﬁ“é?‘fxfavrfd‘ converted. ]b wld‘ _nol%b%;i 3[;;” °
~bined for boly Communisn them[clves ;a'p»nygl,{gﬁ{g ntE Chrs.
~ ches , . and have had their own Paftors Jer ever thm, as the firft
(hurches bythe ApTfileshad 7 Tlhcy that deny it,
: ; 3

“together

‘the City did take pll e oriér € barches dnd PA%tors to B U
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their fa&, have nething that we can fee for it, but ax;i u{t;gé;){;ggs
ed {urmife;that ic was the Apoftles meaning tbﬂrfhﬁ i S d
fhould fo do: But we have the Apo&lcg eXpre:s l“ﬁm;]ug v,/a.)i
the Churches pracife during Scripture times, for the ot i
We doubt not bur Chriftiansin the beginning were thin,

- that the A poftles therefore preached molt,and planted Churches

1a Cities becaufe they were cthe moft populous. places, wher.e :7:;
moft matter to work upon , and moft difciples were lhgfeh’ de
that the Country round about did afford them here and t eit 7
family which joyned to the City Church : Much like 3;0 o
now among us with the Anabaptifts and Separatifts, w et
famed to befo Numerous and potent through the Land, 31& u¥n-
I do not think that in all this County, there is fo many in £ chis
ber of either of thefe fes as the tenth part of the people f° Il che
one Parifh ; nor perhaps as the twentieth part. Now i f b, e
Anabaptifts in woercefferflire, or at leaft that lived fo T’
as to be capable of Church communion , fhould be oFM{" c
Congregation at Bewdley , or of a Church that met :r} t -
chief City Worcefter syetdoth not this intimate that all the paCc
of ground in this County isappointed or intended for the f“‘u.in
as Mr. 7°s5. Diocefs ; butif the fuccefive Paftor fhould clf;:“
the whole Couaty as his charge, if the whole were turned to :{ .
opion , no doubt but they would much crofs their foun fa:
mind. And ( if che comparifon may be tolerated ) we fee 8“hc
reafonto conceivethat the Ancient Bithops did thus crofst

Apoftles minds, When there were no more Chriftians in a City
and the adjoyning parts, then half fome of our Parifhes, the
Apottles planted fixedGovernours called Bifhops or Elders over

thefe particlar Churches, which had conftant communion in the
worfhip of God : And when theCitiesand Countreyes were con-
werted ro the faich

» the frailty of ambition co-werking theret0,
thefe Bifhops did claim al| ,thay: fpace of ground for the‘ﬁ' Diocefs
where the members of thejr Church hadllived before ; asif Chur-
<hes were to be meafured by the acres of Land, and not by the
number of fonls, whereas they thould have done as the Bee-hives
do, when they are ready to {warm,fo that the old hive cannot
: removes and feeks them another habi-
fation, and makesthem a New hive of their own, . So when &

urch grows big enough fortwo Churches, one part fhould

remove
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 remove to another meeting place, and they fhould become two
~ Churches, and the later be of the fame fort as the former, and.
© as free, and not become fubje& to the former, as if men had
 right to be Rulers of others, becaufe they were Converted be-
fore them, or becaufethey dwellin a walled City, and others
in the Villages. ThisError therefore was no contrived or fud-
dain thing, but crept on by degrees, as Countries were Con-
verted and Churches enlarged ; we are agreed therefore de fatto,
that it was otherwife in the A poftles daies, and that foon after,
in fome places, it came to that pafs as the Prelates would have
it (infomedegree.) But whether the Apoliles were willing
of the change, is the Queftion betweeo us ; wedenyit, and ex-
pec cheir better proof. And till they prove it, we muft needs take
“ic for our duty to imitate that Government which themlclves
confefs was only praélifedin Scripture times ;. {uppofing this the
fafelt way. ’ :

B Ue yer, chough che proof Iye on cheir pars, who afficmy

A ) the Apoftles to have had fuch Intentions,that, Paftors of fin-

gle Congregatians fhould afterward become the Paftors of ma- -

g}y s 1 fhall ex fuperabundants give them fome: Reafons for the
Negative. = : i sl esbil -

1. Aud firlt weare moftcertain that the bolyeff Paftors. of " zhe Reaft x:
Church,, had [o much Pride and Ambition; that ,mighf prﬂ{'bf‘] Conqueeritivi’
make them guiley of fuch a miftake astenied to the noreafe of sheir. jam olim So-
oW power and rule. We find even the twelve A poltles contend:cra% Bpyens

ing in Chrilts own prefence for the Primacy, till'he is put: fhasp fzﬁf;;a-ﬁ” ]

Iy to rebuke them, and tell them the Neceflicy of bumility, 80855 ¢xrra [t

ny that contended againit him for a-prebeminence, and put b\m‘?:(“.g,.‘” f; .
up»o all thofe defences of the dignity of bis Apofilethip wh'icbif;; de!;fzp ft 2 |
we find him ufing. Peter found it neceffary to warn the P3\OTS 7 et |
ji : R e o hahe Capid ‘T"HUEC’?' %
am Hierax leait aris o imunfuetudinis dignitatemin ‘Tyiaamidem: s il ey 3 Co squ st ~ 7
Epifcopoium ambitions Nazianzcnuss, & propterea [i a0 EpI[cadation, “cerle Ciuiatim:
145 perpetunm iu vetinenda” Epifiopals dignitite merabiurs ellir. He addeth yer' more’
fach; and concluderh, dhat Ecclcfiaftical Ambition: nevesniade fuch " progrefs fion the
Apedtes daies o thofé, asit hastedone fince-to oasss. almoeft wneurably.  Grotins dé im-
Deriviprr.3 60,381 :

teach them becter the flate of his Kingdom. Pas/met with ma cerdotii fines \

that
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that they fhould not Lord 'it ‘over Gods Hericage.  And fobn

did mect with a Lording Distrephes, that loved to havethe pre-
heminence.  While they lay under the Crofs, the Bifhops were
afpiring, and‘ufurping autherity over one another ; or elfe Viclor
-of Rome had got prefumed to Excommunicate the Ajian Bi-
-fhops for not conforming to his opinion : What abundance ofun~
worthy contentions did the Bifhops' of the firft dges “fill ‘the
Churches with 2 and ‘miuch: about fupcriority ; who fhould be
greatelt ; what fhould be the priviledges of their feveral
-Seas ; .&c. _ Their pride no doubt was a great caufe of their
contention ; and thofe contentions necefSicated the interpofition
-of Emperorsto reconcile them that could not agree ‘of them-
felves. If the Emperors called a Council to that end, even ‘the
Council it felf would fall to pieces ; and make all worfe, if
the Magiftrate did not moderate them. Had not: Conffantiné
urnt the 2scene Schedules, and done much to maintainan Uni-
*:’:‘;m(;ggh the,ul)),the fuccefs of that Council might have been fuch
as would have been o great encourageme ing ages
to feek for more. . What bitter cjuarigels a:: tgeggcgicti’“gn 'tghc
‘moft eminent of all the Fathers and Bifheps of the Church?

‘between Chr]fo/lam and Epiphanins 3 Chryfoftomand Thgopl_ﬂ?ﬂ!

Alexandrinns 5 Hierons and 7ohn Of Ferufatem i Ferome and
Ruffinus ; befides his quarrels with Chryfoftorn and Angufbine:
I"sth no;_tbe.concealcd nakednefs of the Saines; buc mention
‘thofe publike: doleful tragedics which made ‘the Church 28
2mazement to ic felf, and a fcorn to the Heathens that lived
.about them ', witnefs the well knewn: cenfure of Ammiash!

Vi _.(_l{grtd{iv_ﬂ; : when fo many people thall be murdered at once in
: .com_cgnqnfor a Bifhoprick as were at the choice of Damaf#sy
* -atoBition wastoo predominant. The mentioning'of the conren-

tions of thofe moft excellent Bifhops, and the firlt four general
Cotrricils, ‘makes Lazher bréak oue into fo many admiring excla-

- /mations, in bis Treatife de ©snciliis. that ever fuch men {hould

{o ambitioufly quarrel about toyes and trifles, and chiidifh

‘ thil}gS, and th%}t ¢ven to'the diﬂmrbing of all the Churches; and
~fetting the Chriftian world ona flame.™ OF the two € hurches of

Kome and Conflantinople he faich, Itabe due Ecclefie ,ambitiO/?

Freate funt, de re nibili, vans(fimis €5 »ugac;ﬁ?mi; naniss, domj&‘

sandem mtragme horribiliter vaftata & deleta eff. pag. 175- T}‘:;
- caule
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~caufed Nazianzes ( who complaineth fo much himfelf of the
odinm or difpleafure of his fellow Bifhops ) to profefs himfelf
to be fo affected, that he would avoid all Affemblies of Bifhops,
becaule he bad never feen agood end-of any Synod, and which
did not racher increafe the evils than remove them ; and his rea-
fon is not as B:/larmin: feigneth,-only becaufe they were alf
~Arrians ; butbecaufe, The defire of-contending, and of pre-
heminency or principality, and their emulation, did overcome
~reafon, ( which Luther mentioning b, pag. 225. wondereth
tha for thefe words he was not- excommunicated as an arrane
heretick) Who knoweth not, thar knoweth any thing of
Church hiftory, howthe Charch hath been torn in peces inall

- - ages exceprthe firft, -by the diffention of the Bifhops, cill :he

Pope drew part of them to unite in him 2 Aod who knoweth
not, that knoweth.any ching of the prefent ftate of the Chriftian
world, into how many fra&ions it is broken at this day, and al-
molt all through the Divifion of thefe Guides? If therefore we
fhail imagine chat the Pafltors of the Church could not be rainted
with fo much ambition as to inlarge their own Dioceffes, and

- gather the new Chuches under themfelves, when they fhould

“have formed them into the fame order and freedom as were the
firft, we fhall fhut our eyes againft the moft full experience of
the Chriftian world : efpecially when the change was made by
degrees.

2. The fecond Reafon that perfwadeth me to flick to-the fole Reafun 2.

practifed Government in Scripture times, and not to alter ic up-
on pretended Intentions of the Apottles, is this : Nothing that
intimatetfo-temcrit], or matability,is to be charged npon the Holy
Ghoft . bat toinflitute one frame or [pecies of c hwrch- governzsent
for§ cripiure times, and to change it prefemtly snto anotbe.r. [pecies
2o al, {hcceedixg ages, dothintimate temerisy or mma{n/:g-, or
atleaft, is fo like ic, that therefore without good proof it 15 :90L
to be charged on the Holy Gholt. That they are two diftin&
(pecies Of Government is plain : one is the Government of a
Particular Congregation, withont any other Congregations or
Elders under that Government : the other is the Governing of
many Elders and Churches by one fupereminent Prelate : and if
thefe be not_two differing l{;rzs of Governmeet, then let the
Prelates confefs thac the Government which we would continue

X e

L#;HL*MMA)/ﬁ



—m

(66)

is of the fame fort wi -y : :
if -theirs be of the fa::,t;fh‘;‘zs;riolt;gx‘r: grgfdthe ﬁrﬁ fort
chlrlfeglﬁ:?:éf Si[.]fruss??”ﬁ fhould fettle one kind of Ge-
after, is molt improba‘lllge : nf- u};::;‘;‘;a and change it for ever
gn:tab:hty inaLaw-giver, fofuddenl “-;(l’t ::r;]tlmategb ]EV![Y, or
to l:; VOfFGOchmenr-, either fometh}irng d-,afi’,ffs (: g;” ; ant
o e forefeen, or fome imperfe®ion is intimated PPh € n;)
G“ they fay, that it was the change of htlmate as the caufe.
overned, viz. the Church : | 2 ge of the ftare of the body
of the flate of the Church to I anfwer, 2. There was no change
:;faoi’ﬁccrs and Govcrnmertx(t)‘:[;’f)crc?i:tleﬂi ﬁb&nge of i HpC
was need of mote Elders then P 2 ew anon) ‘there
increafe of the Church mish one in Scripture times ; and the
ilgu[gbc‘.'s- but not for Kirig. tt:;ggrlze; ;‘s increafe of Officers ﬁ"f?%r
thft l:’“b}’“ﬂ’s', as of Deacons. Ima as much need of athit
: e that will affirm a Change of hy well conclude therefore
gi’{ht:,mﬂ be fure to prove it ; and tht e Government fo_fodden-
dther %sd own great and moft com???thbccau(f this is the:
Rulers ,,3’.) .When they plead that the eAa 0;11 t‘gtl]lmem o Ik
man r(f[n 1fesbytf:rs, therefore Rulers li)vere sPt ell;nfclves b

on tlsir'o];:r&hes) {hould continue as Gods Oizs- yers ( 8"
Ordinant( er fide anfwer them, (thou hiod zdinance : many
norSuskeforei (empo“‘r)’,duringthe%x\ onot ) chat this
its not im-a0(51n Government : to whj hpomes times, who had:
Governmcgm: ble that Cheift fhoutd fe Ilbc Prelates reply, (B¢
that firk fo foon che firlt age, and another eve fort of Church-
Form 0 foon : and thar they who aﬂiCl ever after, abolifhing’
that thvepj”’- i am overcome by this l{m ‘hIS, muft prove it-
depended poftolical pattern can prov Argument, t0 allow all
then I fee : n their extrzordinar ?f laying afide that whick
their own Ecafon bur they {hozldgl ts and priviledges ; but
Codioried edium ; and i _acknowledge the force qf
s ed fixed Bifhops only 0Ver"i not imaginable that, if
he fh()ulgny fuch OI’Qer as ﬁlbie& r l;:f[!CUlaf. Cor-,gregauons’
Ghirreli cbangc thxs, and fetuP fube' &Yrers, n the’ﬁ,-ﬁ age,
If th:sy‘:-:dﬁf gne man for ever afze{-e' - Presbyters and many

Yy, that this 1 s :

is is not a change of the /pecies, but @

growin
gup of the Church from Infancy to Meturity : I anfwer,
4
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Itis a plain change of the Species of Government, when one

Congregation is turned into Many, and when a new order of
Officers, wiz. {ubje® Presbyters without power of Ordination
or Jurifdi&ion,is introduced ,and the Bifheps made Governours
of Paftors, that before were but Governours of the People ,
this is plainly a new Species. Elfe I fayagain, let them not blame
us for being againft the right Species.:

3. The third Rea'on is this: They that affirm achange (00t Rosfin 3.

of the Governours, but alfo ) ef the very natsire or kind of a par=
sicalar Governedor Pelitical Church, from what it was in Scri-
prave times, do affirm athing [0 improbable asis not without very
clear proof to be credited. But fuch are they that affirm that Con-
gregational Bifhops were turned to Diocefar : therefore, ese,

The Church that wasthe obje& of the Government of a fixed

Bifhop in Scripture times , was, [ A competent Number of per= 5 o ieupas

fonsin (ovenant with Chrifp ( orof Chriftians) co-habiting, by

Church,

the appointmsent of (hrift and their mutual expre(fed confent united what.

( or affociated ) nnder Chrifts Minifterial Teachers and Gusdes for
the right worfhipping of Gedin publick_and the Edification of the
Bodyin Knowledge and Holine[s, and the maintaining of obedience
toChrift among them for the frrengeh beanty and /hfety of the whele
and each part, and thereby the Pleafing and Glorifying God the Re~
deemser, and Creator, ] It would be too long , rather then diffi-
cult to ftand to prove all the parts of chis Definition, of the firft
- particular Political Church. ~ That part which moft concerneth-
our prefent purpofe , is the Ends, whichin Relations muft enter
the Definition : which in one word is, The Communion of Saints
perfonally, as Affociated Churches confifting of many particular
Churches, are for the Communion of Saints by officers ax}d De-
legates. - And therefore this communion of Saints is putin our
Creed, next to the Catholick Church , as the end of the combi-
nation. I fhall have occafion to prove this by particular Texts
of Scripture anon. A Diocefan Charch is not capable of thefe
Ends. What perfonal communion can they have that know oot
nor fee nOt one aonther ? that live not together, nor wor{hnp
God together ? There is no more perfonal communion of Saints
among moft of the people of this Diocefs,then is between us and
the inhabitans of France or Germany: For we know not fo muclg
asthe names or faces of cach other, nor ever come together t;
X2 : an
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any holy ufes. So that to turn a Congregation into a Diocefan
Church,is to change the very fubje® of Government, e
Obj. This is meer independency, to make a fingle (ongreg#*
on, the [ubjelt of the Gevernment.” Anfw. 1. 1 am not deterred-
from any truch by Names. I have formerly faid, that its my Opt°
nion that the truthrabout Church- Government,is -parcelled out
into the hands of each party, Epifcopal, ‘Presbyterian, Indepen- -
dents, and Eraftian : And inthis point'i,n Queftion the Indepen-
dents aremoft right.  YetI do dot affirm ( nor I thinkthey J-
that this one Congregation may not accidentally be neceflitated -
to.meetinfeveral placesat once , eitherin cafe of perfecution , -
or the age and weakne(s of-fome’mcmbers, or the: fmalnefs of -
the room: Bucl fay only that the Church fhould containno
more then can hold communion when they have opportunity’
Place and liberty, and fhould not have eicher feveral fectled S0-
cieties or Congregations,nor more in one fuch Socicry then 03y
confift with the Ends. And that thefe A ffemblies are bound 10"
Aflociate with other Affemblies,and hold communion with them
by the.mcdiario,n of.their Offi¢ers ; this, as I makeno-dowbt of,
fo think the Congregational will confefs. And whereasthe
common evafion is by diftinguifhing between a Worfhipping:
Churchand a Governed Chuch , I defire them to giveus a0y
2‘:“:3-_‘3“’ e proof thar.a’ Worfhipping Church and-a Governed:
f“itt‘:h;:;tcl: n;: allone, fuppofing that we fpeak of fettled
o Se y orcombination. "I find nofuch diftin&ion of Churches
aceordingly bar amily I know may perform fome wor fhip,a
ingof C%n.}i’ﬁ‘ ave fome Government . And an occafional meet-’
gt 1ans wichoutany Mmnifter may perform fomc‘wt']orf ;
ever a Soc : Atamong them. But where was there’
fuch assv:r)::ty that ordinarily. affembled- for publick- worthip,’ -
held by the Ctiurches onthe Lords dayes, and:
¢ommunion ordinarily in worhj 56 badnibt o
. Yerning Paflor- of their- B e et -
ents and 3::2: Y;-ﬁ?oma%ﬂ&bz&c?h? w:ras >
; > 1€r publike Worfhip’ And where was ™
:?;t:.erf%a‘ p.'fst?y‘“ thit was not a Chl?‘:'chv~ Governous ¥
inly iffubje& Presbyters were
fnor-any fettled Worfhippi

lefs.t ; =y,
gzgr;epwplep@cached.and admmtﬂred,[hg.Sacramen(’s‘,) then

souldbe 0o Worshipping Church that had nos sheir oW
Pfuw—‘ A R

not-tillafter Scriprure times;”
ng Church withour a Presbyter o #
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proper Governour ; nor any fuch Governour (fixed) that had”
more Churches then one.

Realon 4.:The contrary opinion feignerh the Apoftles to haveal Resfpr s
lossed to each Bifhop a [pace of ground for his Diocefs; and to have*
meafared Charches by [uch [paces, and not bythe sumber of fonls:

Bu chis is unproved, & abfurd. 1.Unproved, For there is no place
in Scripture that giveth the Bifhop chargeofall thac'fpace of
ground, or of all.the Chriftians that fhal! be in that fpace during*
histime: Indeed’they placed a Bithop in each City, when there -
was but a Churchin each City : Butthey neverfaid, there fhall”
be but one ChurchinaCity,or but one Bithopin a City ; much-
lefs in all the Country region.2.And its abfurd : For its the num-
ber of foulsthat a Church muft be meafured by , and nota fpace
of ground, ( fo they do butco-habite : } TFor if inthe fame’
fpace of Ground there fhould be-twenty or an hundred times -
as many Chriftians, it would make the number fo greacas would’
be' uncapable of perfonal communion ;" and ot obtaining Church -
Eads. ifa Schoolmalter have a School inthe chief City or Town’
of thisCounty:, and there come as many from many miles com--
pafsas one School can hold, and there be no more there? fo
longall that fpace may belong to his School, not for the fpice:
fake, but the number of Schollars : For-if there be afterwardan’
hnadréd timesas many in that fpace o be taught, they muft fec
up more Schools, and it were'no wife partin the old School=
mafter to main:ain tharall thatCountry pertainerh co tiis School,” - &
becaufe: that it was o when there were fewer. So thartd mea-"
fure our the matter of Churches by fpace of ground’, 3“{
not by number of fouls; is plainly againft the- Reafon of the”
Relation, - s

Reafon §.. The oppoed opinion doth implythat Goa more ¥&” =
gardeth c,-,sm R \CP-}::,,,,/’;/;ndgu , or that Charches are to be A
meafured according 0 the nwmber and greamefs: of Cities vather: \

1

: Eeafo;s; e

then according 1o the namber of fowls.. For they fappofe :hat))‘

every City ﬂfould havea Bifhop ifthere be but twenty,or fg“’;) %

ty;or anhundred Chriftiansinit : but if there be five m:inf re} = 1,

Country Parifhes, that have fome of them many thoufan ,OUI; : ‘1

inthém , thefe fhall have no Bifhops of theirown, but be 8 =

zuled by the Bifhop of the City. - Now bow unreafonable ‘.s‘; = |

is, smethinks: fhould rot be hard to difcern. For, 3, Whatlsa i
g . Ks (’“y : |




Reafon 6.

-~ aCity, and ifthere bea Million in

R
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- ‘City to-God any more then a :
fo };)artial an inftitution ? Doth he regard Rome any {Uorcr‘f:ﬁ:
Eugubium , or Alexandria more then T anis, for their Wode of
fplendor or Priviledges 2 Nodoubtlefsit is for the multitu e
inhabitants, And if fo,its manifeft thatan equal number of :
habicants elfewhere > thould have the fame kind of Government.
2. Is it probable that God would have twenty thoufand or an
hundred thoufand peoplein a Diocefs ( and in fome aMnlhon})l
to have but one Church-Ruler » and yet would have every final

~congregationina City to have one,though there be none elfe un-
der him ? What prop

that an hundred or fifty men fhall have as many Governoursas
a Million? as if ten¢

out of a City fhall have no more Rulers, then an hundred ll;

a City ; and all becaufe one parc arein a City,and the other not

Or a Phyfitian fhall bave but an hundred Patients to look ton

that City and Country, he

ods everlafting wrath undertake the

bat ftrive for fuch a chargelook to l‘;f
what they think 1. Of the needs ©

thall alfo upon pain of G
care of them all? Leg ther t
I profefs I admire at them,
men fouls : 2, Of the terro

Own fufficiency for fuch a work ? Were it my cafe, if I know my
own heart ar all, I fhould fear that chis were but to ﬁrnvq to
damn thoufands, and to bedamned with them, by undertaking
on that penalty 'to be their Phyfitian ( under Chrift ) when I
am fure I cannot ook to the hundreth man of them, and I had
tather firiveto be 1 gally-flave to the Turks, or to be preferred
to rid Chanels, or the bafeft office all my dayes.
Reafon 6. According to the oppofed opinion | it is in ‘th'ﬂ
Power of & King 1o make Bifbops to be either Congregational or Di-
4 Bifbop te ba ve & Million of foulsor a whole N4-
» 97 10 have but abfew. For ifa King will but diffolve

, and make that no City which was a C'II
ty, though he diminith not the number of fonls ; and if he wi

do thus by alf the Cities » faveone in hjs dominion, then muft
there be but one Bifhop in his dominion. And if he will but make
cvery countrey Town, that hath four or five hundred or a thoti -
fand whabitangs to be incorporate, and honour it with the title
and priviledges of 3 City,then (hall they have a Bifhop. MOYC;_
over, thus every Prince may de jure banifh Epifcopacy out ©
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his Dominions , without diminifhing the number of Chrifti-
ans , if hedo but defranchife the Cities, and be of the mind
as I bave heard fome men have been, that Cities are againft
the Princes interet | by ftrengthening the people., and
advantaging them to rebellions. Alfo if there be any In-
dian Nations {o barbarous as to have no Cities , though they

were converted,yet muft they have no Bifhops:  Alfo it would .

be in the Princes power de jure to depofe any of thofe Bifhops
that the Apoftles or their Succeffors are fuppofed to fet up :
Yor the Roman Emperour might have proclaimed Antioch, Ale-
xandria, or any of therelt to be no Cities,and then they muft
have no longer have had any Bifthops. And whaz Bithops fhall
~ Antioch have at this day ? ' ; e

Now how abfurd all thisis | T need not manifelt : that whole '

Contreves {hill have no Government for want of Cities, that
Kings fhall fo alcer Church Officers at their ple:fure when they

intend it not, meerly by altering the Civil Priviledges of their

people; thar a King may make one Diocefsto become an hun.
dred and an hundred become one,by fuch means. And yetallthis
doth undenyably follow , if the Law be that every City,and only
every City fhall be a Bithops Sea where there are Chriftians to be
governed. : -

Reafon 7. Thereisno fufficient Reafon given,why (ubject Pref* Roafon g,

byters [hould not have been fer upin the Scripture times, as ‘wel.l as
after , if it had beenthe Apofflesintent that [uch fhonld be inflitus
red. The Neceflity pretended, was no necefficy, and the Non-
neceflity is buc precended. Firft it is prete=ded chat there were
fo few fit men thar there was a Neceflity of fo;beararnchc.
Butthisisnot fo: For, 1. The Church had largfr gifcs (f; [ke
Spirit then, then now,and therefore proporcionab:e to the ohc s
they might have had competeat men,then as wellas now.2.T ;:}f
had men enough to make Deacons of, even fevenin a U*ﬂf; ;\
And who will believe then that they could find non¢fe ;1_1: :1:
fuch Elders of? Wasnot Srephen or Philip fufficiently qua “if
tohave been a fubje® Elder? 3. They had many thar P"OPAQ',‘
fied, and interprered, and fpake with ronguesin one Gf‘ﬁ'
~fembly, as appeirs, 1 Cor. 14. And therefore its mar;. eﬁ .
that there were enough to have made Ruled Elders: Athe()aﬁ-

: ; there were fo many t
fare theChurchat ?;ry/h(em, whe.ret : fiadi
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‘tuted in Scriptyre times, t

: :r’l‘g gifcovener of Divine Infticutions and Church Ordinances?
e weonce forfake that Rule, we know not where to fix,but
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~fands, would have afforded them one fuch, if it had been re-
- quifite.

But fecondly, its pretended not to have been Neceffary, be-
-canfe of the fewnefs of the people. -ButI anfwer, I. The fame

_perfons fay that in Igzetiss his time all Churches had fuch Pref-

.byters : And irs manife(t thar many Churches in the Scripture
times, were more populous or large, then many or moft befide
them were in Jgnatins time.  2.Did the numerous Churchat 1t
r#[alem ordinarily meet onthe Lords dayes for holy communion,

_ornot? Ifchey did, thenit was but.a Church. of one Congre-
-gation (" which is by moft denyed ) If not, then the. feveral Af-

. femblies muft have feveral Presbyters ( for feveral Bifhops they
will not hear of,) Doubtlefs they did not celebrate the boly.com-

. munion of the Church and Ordinances of God,- by meer;Lay-
men alone. .3..What man that knows the burden of Paftoral

- Overfight,can fay that fuch Churches of thoufands,as Ternfalens,
Rome, Alexandria, ¢5c. had need of no more than one man, t0
~Teach them, and do all the Paftoral work ? and fo that affilting.
Ruled Presbyters were then needlefs? If thcy were needlefs t0
fuch numerous Churchesthen ; let useven take them for nce(‘!-

lefs Fll“., and 'ret Up No new OderS Wh'lCh were 10t ,fgcn in Scri-
pture times, -

Reafers. Real. 8. The Apofles-left it not -to -zhe Befrops .swhom they

eftablifbed to make new Church-offices and orders quoad fpeciems,
but only.to ordain mento fucceed others in the offices and orders
shat them(elve: bad (by the infpiration of the Holy Ghoft ) appiint®d
con perhaps, becaufe thefe were guoad [peciem made before, an

xhey,wcre but to put others into the places before aPF’Oi”“d'
Butifthere were no fuch creature in Scripture times as a [ub-

O elfe(hrift before thems. A Bifhop might make a Bifhop or aDe8~ -

28 Preshyser, that had no power of Ordination and Jurifdicion,

theaif the Bithops afterward fthould make fuch , they muft

+ make auew office, as well asa pew officer, So that either this

new Presbyter is of the infticution of Chrift by his Apofiles,or of
-Epifcopal humape inftitution. If the formér, a}nd y_étpno: inftitu-

ben Scripture is pot the fufficient rule

22 1 i
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