
. fands, would have afforded them one fucb, i f i t had been re-
quifite. 

But fecondly, its pretended not to have been Nece/Tary, bc-
caufe of the fewnefs of the, people. But I anfwer, r . The fame 
per foils fay chat in Ignatius his time ail Churches had fuch Pref-
byrers : And its manifeft that many Churches in the Scripture 
times, were more populous or large, then many or moft befide 
them were in Ignatius time. 2-Pid the numerous Church at je-
rufalem ordinarily meet on the Lords dayesfor holy communion, 
or not? I f they did^ then it was but. a Church of one Congre
gation X which is by moft denyed ) I f not, then the feveral Af-

, femblies mull have feveral Presbyters ( for fevcrai Bifliops they 
will not hear of , ) Doubtlefs they did notcelebratc the holy com
munion of the Church and Ordinances of God, by meer -Lay
men alone. .3. What man that, knows the burden of Paftoral 
Orerfight,can fay that fuch Churches of thoufands,as fernfAlW* 
Rome^ Alexandria^ &c. had need o f no more than one man, to 
Teach them, and do all thePaftoral work ? and fo.that aflilHng 
Ruled Presbyters were then needlefs ? I f they were needlefs to 
fuch numerous Churches then s let us even take them forneed-
lefs ftill, and fet up no new orders which were not feen in Scri
pture times. 

.Zeaftn.% .^ c a^:'S. The Afoftles left it not to the Befhofs yehomthj 
' eftablijhed to make new Church-offices and orders quoad fpeciem, 

L °*L7 t 0 o r d " ' , f i m t n t 0 fucceed ethers in the offices and orders 
that themfelve, had {by the i»fpir«tim of the Holy Ghoft)atfointed, 
.or, e/JeCJjrtft before them.\ Bifhop might make a Bilhop or aDea-
con perhaps, becaufe thefe were quoadfpciem made before, and 
they,were but to put others into the places before appointed. 

S C P t f a f r c W e r c 0 0 f y c h c r c a t u r e i n Scripture times as a /^-
m t hat had no power of Ordination and Jurifdi Aion, 
cnerur the B»ft 0 ps afterward (hould ma^e fuch , they muft 
maKe a new office, as well as a new officer. So that either this 
new Presbyter is of the inftitution of Chriftby his Apoflles,orof 
^p.lcopal humane in f l a t i on . J f the former, and yet notinftitu-
ZA AC S c r , P C t , i e t i m « , then Scripture is not the fufficient rule 
and ducoverer of Di vine Initiations and Church Ordinances--

; S e ° n c e forfakc that Rule, we know not where to fix^buc 
' wander m that Romane uncertainty. I f the latter,then we 

muft 

1 



C 7 3 ^ 
muft expect fome better proof tfeen hitherto we have feen, e f 
the Epifcopall ( o r any humane) power to make new Offices 

1 in the Church of Chrifr, and that of univeifal and (landing ne-
cefiity. Ti l l then we (hail think they ought to have made but 
fuch Presbyters as themfelves. 

Reafon 9. If there be not fo nuchas the name of a Ruled Pre/- Keafon 9 
bjter without power of Ordination , or, furifditlion, in all the 
Scripture y much lefs then is there any defcription of his Office, or 
d»J Directions for his ordination , or the qualifications prerequi-

, fit in him > and the performance of his office when he is initv^ 
And ifthere be no fuch Directory concerning Pre bjters ,then was 
it not the Apofiles intent that ever any fuch Jbould be ordained. 
The reafon of the confequence is, 1, Because the Scripture 
was written not only for that age then in being , but lor the 
Church of all ages to the end or' the world: And therefore 
it muft be a fufficient directory for all. The fecond Epiftle 
to Timothy was written but a licde before Pauls death. Surely 
i f the Churches in Ignatius daies were all in need of Presbyters 
under Biihops , Paul might well have feen fome need in 
his time , or have forcfecn the need that was fbneer, and fo 
have given directions for that office. 2. And the rather is 
this confequence firm, becaufe Paul in his Epiftles to Timothy 
and Titus doth give fuch full and punctual Directions concern
ing the other Church officers, not only the Bi(hops, but alfo 
the Deacons, describing their prerequifite qualifications, their 
off ice, and directing for their Ordination , andconverfa-
tion : Yea hecondefcendech to give fuch large Directions con
cerning Widows therafelves,that were ferviceable to the Church. 
Now is it probable that a perfect Directory written for the 
Churchco the worlds End,& largely defcribing the qualifications 
and office of Deacons, whjch is the inferiour,would not give one 
word of directionconcerning fubjed Presbyters without power, 
of Ordination or Rule, if any fuch had been then intended for 
the Church? No nor once fo much as name them ? I dare noc 
accufe Pauls Epittles written to that very purpofe,and the-wholc 
Scripture, fo much of inefficiency, as to think they wholly omit 
a neceflary office, and fo exactly mention the inferiour and com
monly lefs necefTary, as they do. 

Reafon 10. The new Epifcopal Divines do yield that all the Retftvtt®; 
L texts 
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***** in T i mothy, Titus, and ilk reft of the New Tefoment, taat 
mentitn Qofpel Bijhops or Presbyters, do mean only f*ch as have 

-power of Ordination and furifditlion ^without the concurrence °fa*J. 
fuperiour Bijhdp. The common Inerpretation of the Fathers, And 
the old Epifcopal Divines of all ages, of mo ft or many~of thoje 
texts,is, that they fp»ak^ of the office of fmh as now are called 
Presbyters, Lay both together , and i f one of them be not rnr 
ftaken , they afford us this conclufion, that the Presbyters that 
now are,have by thefe texts of Scripture , the power of Ordination 
and furifditlion without the concurrence of others. And i f fo,thcn-
wasit never the A poftles intent, to leave it to theBifhops c o o r ' 
dain a fort o f Presbyters of another order, that fhouId>ave no 
fuch power of Ordination or Turifdi&ion without the Brfnop* 
Negative. 1 

•^eafoiii, Reafon n . We find in Church Hiftory that itvas firftinfime 
few great Cities ( efpecially Romeznd Alexandria ) that a BP* 
m ruled many fettled worshipping Correlations with their PreJ-
byters, when no f ^ h thing at that time can-be proved bT other 
Churches: therefore we may well conceivethat it was no Ord»-
nance of the Apoftles, but was occafioned afterwards by the 
multiplying of Chriftians in the fame compafs of ground where 
the old Church did inhabite; and the adjacent parts, together 
with the humane frailty of the Biftiops, who gathered as many as' 
they could under their own Government when they (hould have 
ereded new Churches a s f r e e as their own. 
^™on™>-{f-*eDtfcription of the Bifhoprfettled in the Ne* 
Teftament and the ^ a f f i x e d to them , be fuch as cannot agree » 
cur Dtocefan Btjbops but to the P^ftors of a finale Church, then' 
i V e Z r Z V h e m i " d / f t h e Holy Ghoft \h«t thofe B^ps fbof 

> t g Z Z ? { T ™ J d s m o V'w'f'n Bifbops: Bit the Antecedent 
^cert^n ? thereforefo is the c U a m m 

~< £ c r e *»»*uppofe with Learned D r B Anrnt-in AB> H -
^ ^ W , t h a t the name Presbyter in Scripture fignifkth* W 
feDein8 n ° F ; V i d c n c e ^ ^ Scripture time any of that 
T h n n i r V v!*A"hi& Presbyters ) were then inftitutcd. 

i hough l am far from thinking that there was but one of thefe 
a r e a T ' ^ j r U r c h a t l e a f t a s t 0 m a n > ' Churches, Now as we 
w J f ^ . ^ f ^ o z h ^ it was but a fingle Church that then was 
ffl«iera fcimopand not many fach Churches ( for that follows 

unde* 



f | A f t m & e , hidI wi thout? B ^ Z ^ Z ^ 

*"f,*riy tnted and fixed by theHnl, c \ 3 ' 9 * } I j T h e B l f t « > P s inlti-

toconanue.- and chats fuch as can do that wwk 

w o f & ^ I u ^ f r n d V ^ , 1 ^ H ° , y ' G i w ' 1 fe"ledan<' 
then, , 1 1 X £ . ' f d h u d C h e P o w e r of Ordination given 

firs o t r - V ; n | ^ s ^ « S r ? s 

nWnV w ° p S t h a t w e r c fatled b y t h e H o l V Ghoft, nor nieant in thofe texts. 
The Bifhops which werc inftituted by the Holv Gfmfl-

r 6 m t v T ° ^ ^ / t y ^ i f t o p t o a w b o l f D i o c i f ' n o r 
*' ,> nnr yr> W r l m g o f f u c h a n a c C 0 B n t * they be wife.-) therefore 
" i ' " ' " ^ D ' ° « f a n B,ftops that are meant in Scripture. 

' ' ' • ' w e ^ e f u X ? V K B i f h o P » f «tled for continuance in Scripture 
W «„d ovVr Z C , P e ° , p ! e M I*l»»ri»t "mom them, 

• I f ? 0 t h t n o c k l h a l 1 ""erfee , hear.nor beadmo-
n l ™ . 5 V ™ r e f o r e i [ " not fuch that were fettled for conti-

&\,$flif n a a n c e in the Church. 

™ f ^ T J r $ > I h e / i ( ? 0 P s f e ^ b y t h e H o i y G h o { t , r n u f t b y 
'" > V 4 € P ' W M f i r , to fray over them. But this a Dio-

cefen 
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ccfanBifliop cannot d o , to thehundreth or thousandth 
in fome places • therefore it is not Diocefan Bilhops ( D 
Bifhops of a Tingle Church that are capable of theie worK , 
are meant by the Holy Ghoft, to continue in the Cnurcn,, 
confequently to whom the power of Ordaining was c o r n m ' c . a ' . 
I f any queftion whether the Texts aileadged do Ipeak oUuDJc 
Presbyters, or Bifhops, I refer them to the forefaid Kever 
Do&or,with whom I am agreed,dm there were no fubject-l 
bytersinftituted in Scripture times. . 

Reafan. 13. Reafon 13.// was not one ortwo or all Churches for a J ' " " ^ 
. , or more in their meer fieri or infancy before thej were w e ' " o r . , ' 

? 2 ^ ? < ? t h a t confifledonly ofone fettled worfhipping Affembly anUtsgtiida^ 
£ S * £ & but it JaitbsformedandfiM/J/Jte o f t b e p ^ U r ^ k ^ 
the Chriftian To prove this I (hall briefly do chefc three things. 1. » 
Church- ( ] i e w l C i n r e f p e c l : to the Jewifh Synagogues. 2. As to ' 
Government C h u r c h c s i n t h e Apoftles dayes after many years growth ; even 

the of every Church thats mentioned in the New Teflament, a 

Temple , but particular Political Church.- 3. As to fomeoftneCnurcu 
that of the after the Apoftks dayes mentioned by the ancients. 
M ? " ' n

 l i k i $ that'the Jews Synagogues were P a r n c * £ 
vouring to Congregational Churches,having each one their feveral Ku»<> 
proveBifhops, and as manv Learned men fuppofe, they had an Ecclefia'hf •* 
he doth it dicaturc of Elders, belonging to each of them, where fit me 
tUeTar'e fuch C o u l d k f o u o d . , and.this dmind from the Civil Judicature : u 
as the ttpyi- . 

others think , they had a Sanhedrim which had P o w e r . 
rfaiytyot. Judge in both Caufes, and one of thefe was in every City, t 
& t them then i s > j n Places of Cohabitation. For in every City of Hraei wnict 
^ ^ h A t o n t h u n d r e d ^ . t w e n t y - f a m i l y («*r free perfons|ay 
nai Epifcopa- o t n e r s ) they placed the Sanhedrim of twenty three: A " u 

ty. evcryCity which had not one hundred and twenty men in tr» t l ,e> 

Matmomdes). more at large. And doubcleis many or o u 

>untry VilUges, andalmoft all our Parilhes-have n*° r e t ^ . n 

n o - a n c l every Country Village may come in ; in^hc 
number below 120. which are to have three Elders : 8 I T d 

t8at. fay fome, was every place w here were ten men. And that 
tfeetejwere under thereat . Sanhedrim at ltr%fiUem& j £ 
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the matter {For fo we confefs that fucb particularChurches as we 
mention,have fomc fuchGeneral officers over them Aejnretas the 
Apoftol«cal men were in the Primitive Church • but not that any 
of thefe Synagogues were under other Synagogues-, though one 
were in a great City, and the other but in a fmall Town. And 
that thefe Synagogues were of Divine inftitutton, is plain in 
divers texts, particularly in Lev. 23 .1 ,2 , 3. where a con-
vocation of: holinefsjr a holy Convocation is commanded to be on 
every Sabboth in all their dwellingsTwhich molt plainly could be 
neitherthe meeting at Jerufalem at trie-Temple, nor yet' in fin* 
gle families: and therefore it is not to much purpofe that many 
trouble themfelves to conjecture when Synagogues began, and 
fomc imagine it was about the Caprivity: For as their contxoVer-
fie can be but about the form ofthemeering place, or the name* 
fo its certain that fome place thtremu ft be for fuch meetings'-
and that the meetings themfelves were in the Law commanded 
by God.- and that not to be tumultuary cbnfufed ung >verned 
AlTemblies. I f the fcourging in the Synagogues prove not this 
power ( which is much difputed, ) Mat. 10. 17. and 23. 3 4. 
Luke 6. 22. and 12. il . andll. r&y Abls 22.19. and 2.6 1 r. 
Yetatleaft excluding men their Synagogue Communion, may 
John 9,22, W 1 2 . 42. and 16. 2. But becaufe; this argu
ment leads Us into many Controveriies about the Jewifh cu-
ftomes/lettic obfeure the truth byoccafionm quarrels, 1 fhall 
pafs it by. 

2.1 find no particular Policical Church in the New Teftament, 
confuting of feveral Congregations,ordinarily meeting for com
munion in Gods W o r f h i ) ; (unlefs as the foremencioned ac> 
cidents might hinder the meeting of one Congregation m one 
place,) nor havingjjali fo many members a» lome or oa, 1 a-
r i f h . ... • 

When there is mention made of a Country, as Judex, GM> e 
Samaria, GaUtia, the word [Churches ] in the plural numnei 
is ufed, Gal.i. z. A&si$.4l. and9-sl- Z.r*:-r'j * r K W r i f c 

theyllay, Thefe ^reonlf^O^ Bat furrh.r conf ide le te 
is exprefs mention of the Church at Cenchre^ ^ h i d r w - o no 



f i t X i " Wrhe" J e " m i t ° i " h t r i'tbt Church , IhiAr that 

Here theChZth/? »«r the Churches of Ge^ 

is mam rn rh* „h V ', r h ! s 1 5 ^ , and to that MK 

that he there^fee'ak, f t h a t , c i s o f AS«<*h 
wis a vtnkXr jrr l,C°u 1 4 - t b e r e i s P ! a i n l y "preffed that it 

that 
chat m i g h t f p e a k > - / s V T w V ^ , « , n 

that i s , P o» / , ,%c'S, V " ? ^ , £Mfi»b the Church] 

as canbefpoken.fo,^ 4 ° n e would think this isaspiain 
fuch as might, and , a t t h e C W w then were 
on into one p! a ce Z X f ^ T T ^ l f ° r M * m f 

th,nk thai this was J ^ i ^ ^ " ™ ? } ' f ^ 
hedenominarerh „//«,z, * • , ^ n u r c D "MC Paul fpeaks of, 

' f e . W , n s T r h o f T C ^ ^ " f f 1 " " , *s in tilth Churches »/ 

S t b K ™ K'^OP only for want of matter to have 

the Church, j bo ^ fo m a n y A ( r e m b l l e s f o m a n y c h u / ; h ( : s 7 



C 7 P ) 
Obj . Batttfeems there were among the Corinthians more then 

one Congregation by the plural [Churches. ] Anfw.iMmy parti
cular feafons of AlTembling , may be called many AlTemblies or 
Churches, though the peoole be the fame. 2. The Epiftle was 
a Directory to other Churches, though firft written to the Co. 
nnthans. 3. Thofe that fay, it was to Corinth, and other Ci
ty-Churches that Paul wrote, need no fur theranfwer.- I t fcems 
then each City had but a Congregation, i f that were fo. 4£V»-
ehrea was a Church neer to Corinth, to whom Paul might well 
Know hisEpiltle would be communicated : and more fuch there 
might be as well as that, and yet all be entire free Churches. 

So in CV. 4. 1 6. [ And when this Epiflleit read amontr yon 
catife that it be read alfo in the Church of the Laodiceans, and that 
ye like^tfe read the Epifile f rom Laodicea ]This Church was fuch 
asanEpiftiemight bereadin.which doubtiefs was3n AtfVmbly. 
The whole matter feems plain in the cafe of the famous Church 
ziAnt'wh, Abes I I . 26. whole year they affembled them/elves 
with the Church,and taught much people "] Here is mention but 
of One Afftmb'y, which is called the Church ; where the peo
ple, it fcems, were taught. And its plain that there were ma
ny Elders in this one Church; for Attsil. i. it faid I There 
"were in the Church that was at Antioch certain P> ophets and 
Teachers ~] And five of them are named,who are faid to Minifter 
there to the Lord \ And though I do not conclude that they were 
all the fixed Elders of that particular Church , ^et while they 
were there they ha-d no lefs power then i f they had been fuch. In 
the third Epift le of fohn^htrt there is oft mention of that parti-
cu'ar Church,itappearethFf^6 thatit was fuch a Church as 
before which the i re?hren and Grangers could bear witnefs of 
Caius Charity : And its molt probable that Was one Affembtyj 
bu: utterly improbable that they travailed from Congregation to 
Congregation to hear this witnefs. And tfrf. 9,10. it was 

which Diotrephes might eafiiier reject ftrangers, and reject the 
Apoftles letters , then out of many fuch Congregations, Gal. 
1. 21. When Paul faith, he was Vnknown by face to the Churches 
9$ YfJca, it is moft likely that they were Churches which were 

capable 
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capable of feetngand knowing his face not only by parts, but as 
Churches. And its likely thofe Churches that praifed Luke, and 
/tnt him with Paulas their .chofen mejfenger^ were fuch as could 
meet t$ chooft him, and not fuch as our Dioceffesare I Cor.\6. 
1, 2. Paul gives order both to the Church of Corinth, and the 
Churches of Galatia , that upon the Lords day at the A-iTembly 
fas it is ordinarily expounded)they (hould give in their part for 
the relief of the Churches of fudea. So that it feems moft like
ly that he makes laches] and fuch AfTemblies to beallone, 
4tU 14. 2 3. They orAained them Elders,Church by Church jr 
TueVVsf Hrch' H e r c i c i s C ° n ^ d by thofe we plead againft, 
that bldersfignifie not any fubjea Elders having no power of 
Ordination or Government; And to fay that by Elders in each 
cnurcn is meant only one Elder in each Church is to for-
f u n ^ > T ° / t b e

r V e x c w i 5 h

l

O Q t Proved Neceflity : We 
luppofe 1 C therefore fafer to believe according to the f k i l fence 
of the words, that it was Elders in every Church rhar i< more 

e v e n o ^ t h e b l o w i n g verfes, where 
even of the famous Church of Antioch its faid, Veffe 27. when they 
wreccme, and had gathered the Churcjo together,they rehearffd all 
batted had done by them .So that.its plain that tbiaChurch 
A n d ^ 0 n g r e § a t i ° n l o . w h o m they might make fuch rehearfal. 
t , 1% • ? • !ts faid that they were brought on their way by 
Z f T J t ? h ' f 'l b e n o t

f

m « " ' o f all.but a part of the Church, 
yet it intimateth whatis aforefyd. 

To conclude, though many of thefe texts may be thought to 
fpeak doubtfully, yeteonfider 1. That fom e domoft certainly 
declare that .t was particular Hated Affemblies that were then 
called Churches, even Governed Churches, having their Off i 
cers pre ent. 2. That there is no certain proof of any one par-
ticuar I oht.cal Church that confifted of many fuch fated Af-
femblics. 3. That therefore the Texts that will bear an expo-
fition either way , muft be expounded by the certain^nd not by 
the uncertain texts- fo that I may argue thus. 
1 l f the NewT.eflament, the word ^Church] do vften 
figmfieftated worflipping Jingle Affemblies, and often is ufed fo 
aj may ̂  admit that interpretation ; and is never once ufed certainly 

fy**fi* tunany particular ftatedworjhipping Affemblies ruled by 
one 



tutfixed Bijhop, then we have anyjufi caufe to fufpofc4h*t the fay« 
y ticnlar Political Churches in Scripture times cmfified^but of one 

^ f l fuch fiated Congregation. But the Antecedent is tttie, therefore f 0 i s 

>fi 3(um the Consequent. 
As for theNew Epifcopal Divines that fay There werenofub-

^ ^ H H jeSt Presbyters in Scripture times'. I fuppofe according to cheiC 
R ^ ' i , principles, they will grant me all this, as is aforefaid And for 

ethers, the Inftances that they bring to the contrary {hould be 
briefly con (idercd. The great fwaying Inftance of all ( which 
did fomedme prevail with me to be my felf of another mind ) 
is the Numerous Church at ferufalem: O f which its faid that 
three thoufand were converted at once,and five thoufand atano-

-ther time, and the word mightily grew and prevailed and dai-
< * y ^lc^ w e r e a ^ c < ^ c o t h ? Church as (hould be faved to wh ch 

fome add the mention of the Miriades of believing Jews yet zeal-
M H ousof the Law, which the brethren mentioned to Paul, Alls 

21.20. And the inOance ofEphefusznd Rome come next. But 
I remember how largely this bufinefs is debated between the late 

j U y Affembly at tVefiminfierznd theDifTenting Brethren, that I 
Jrwrf think it unmeet to interpofe in it any furtherthen to annex thefe 
fuf | fewconfiderations following. 

i . That all that is faid on that fide, doth not prove certainly 
: - J : that that one Church at ferufalem was the eighth part fo big as 

Giks Cripple-gatt Parifb, or the fifth part fo big as Stepney orSe-
'fyrji pulchres,nor neer fo big as Plimeth or fome other Country Pa-

riftie*. 2.That it is paft doubt that the magnitude of that Body of 
Believers then at ferufalem,was partly acccidcntal,and the mem
bers cannot at all be proved fettled cohabitant*,nor that Church t f . 

a s in its firft unordered Mafs be the proved to be the nftcit p i o v e t h thac 
patternfor imitation.3 .ThatChrift hath not punaually determtn- Churches 
ed how many members (hall be in a particular Church. 4.But the ™f d£™ 

tK.(F ends ( being perfonal holy communion ; are the Rule by which -wgfc^ R u _ 
humane prudence muft determine it. s -That its fitter one Cnurca l e r m a y 

inftance give way to many in point of our imitation, then of ma- w a t c h for ail] 
ny to that one, ceteris paribus. 6. That its known among us that 

give account of all. On which text Dr. Jer. Taylor in his late Pook of Repentauce,Pref. 
faith [ I am fure we cannot give account of fouls of which we have no Not.cc J And 10 
prefleth to perfonal conduct ^Let them then be Bifhops of no bigger a Diocels then tney 

, M «ca:i cake fuch perfoniL notice and condua of, left they judge themfelves. 
M more 



mere then are proved to have been member* of that Church, 
may near one man preach at the fame time. I have none of the 
loudelt voices and yet when I have preached to a Congregation 
L f f ^ f J ' ° 15 m c n , t 0 . ** a t l c a f t wnthou&nd,thofe fartheft 
% ThL t U ? i W e l i h e a r ( a s I was certainly informed.; 
men dfd rh,n r ? Y m M y p a f f a g e s h 'ftoricall in xripcure that 
ere" t t r M a n P r f f W t l m u l t i t B < ! « . *"d were heard at far 
f e c W e Z t " ' f n ° W ^ can orderly be : w h i c k W 
b X s 7 t t h ? e t h r V O i c a w c r e ' o » t o , as in mod dryer 

concur 8 • ° o a r f « voices;and other reafons might 
2 ' „ ? « "confeffed or yielded that the C hurch at 

SuppT 2 « L a " h T « o n c f ' t h 0 » B h not all receive the Lords 
mish a t o f r ' h i ' M d r t f o - t h e n ' h e V were no more then 
S S

8 ; aadTh» r X l T r ( T l c o m n » ' n i o n y i n fome holy Ordinan-

receive all in , as to hear in A ! H r V ^ n o t a , o o m f ° fint0 

rifhes AflimWiM r„k„ j ' A n d f o we have now in many Pa-
fiu^ScTn,^^ V h C f < f Aumbry : For livers 
repetition n ™ , r ™ k 0 1

n«.houfe )anddiver Satanother,f0f 
P ^ e V Z ^ 
t t a ° / c ^ ; h r s n a r r * * * ^ T K 
fay that r J " l T ; i a ' C h U r c b e S ° f m a n V Congregat ion^ not 
b u t o n ' y t h a m a k e t h e f i r f t ^ t i c a l C hurch 
fitvofir - 4 i , 5 ^ - 7 ? I f then there be no Necef-

aencc mod inconvenient /- a. S k ? I a p 7 A K 
^ A n d when it is NecefFn* J ficHu«*ly « will no doubt.) 
b " . u f e X ^ t " J * 3 ™ " ' Accommodation, 
a M r T ' fl«>oldnora ^ r ^ g i v e pUceto 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ r 0 0 ^ ^ other neighbour i o n -
£ f f ° T ( ° n e r ^ r ? t e n another, which they 
governnot, though perhaps as neer them ; hu: b • con enr.And 
^erefbre asthere is but a Hcnpoi an o f f o c f c W " * 
pleaded for ; f 0 while jfegjfi* is g i V e n w e have w / * ^ 
fiT^ ° : ^ 0 V

L

e r n i n g neighbour Congregations T and none may 
force us to iuch confent. . 12. And L a % . that i f a Cu gie Con-

gregation 
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• •SfeJ a " n o ^ a n d . w h ^ / h e p " * y « * " Government* not fctop 
f ^^ . ch « up but m few places of £ « ^ W J| it would then follow 
1 * u J , V ? P o i i C i c a l Churcheskft among usf&p r h Z 

B M M ? o r ? ' f F 7 f , n P ' f t i M d ' J * and a few of the new 
V w a n t ^ r l ° P ; V m e S ' W h

1 . 0 t h i n k w e h a v e n o C h u r ' h « for 

^ . ' J l t l „ r F r r y f S : ! , ; wouW-notlay too great a ftrefs upon any forms 
f < J f i l A o r modes wh,ch may be altered or diverfified. Lt the Chard, 

Z i l Y e ' f ' " " 0 f - ^ " ' " ^ church, tks, the,**, heldZt 
f™'hol> c—>°» , "•ithenlvaimt^rreUoltthel™ 

I ^ H ° £ , r T » W the, m„ft Ml meet 'to-
' T t J ' Z f ' t n f ' Y e i 1 t h i n i < « U U m m b e r 
' L „ ' S°r f u l L ? r d l l J l n t ' a s t 0 b e ""capableof that cora-

Q » 5 * > ? u M O r } oefireable , for the ftrength and beauty of the 
W ' f y w c i . > a n

L

d t 0 0 | m a l Churches, i f it may be, to be avoided. 
\4 bo that all the premifes being confidered , out difference ap-

X pears to be but fmail in thefe matters between the Congrcgatio-
i n a I a n a * Presbyterian way, among them that are moderate. 
A , I <*»"not L prefumc more particularly toenter into thac de-

bate wmch hath been fo far proceeded in already by fuch Reve-
rend mCn,but (hall return to the reft of the task before promifed 

crf&tK « ^ i n f t t h e Di<>cefan Churches as the fuppofed fub/ect of the 
• ' W f l f i p s G o v c m m e n t -

: ' j B n , a M 5 u ° ^ S c r i P t u r c t i m e s a n c i t h e next fucceeding together, I 
%ijf * before I look into other teftimonies, propound thefc 

two Arguments. i .Vrom the Bifhops office* which was be
fore mentioned. I f the office of a Biiliopinthofe times, was 
to do lo much work as could not be done by him for a Church 
any greater than our PariOies, then were the Churches of thofc 
times no greater then our Parishes But the Antecedent is 
t rue ; therefore fo is the confequent. The works are before 
mentioned, Preaching, Praying, adminiftring the Lords Sup
per, vifiting the fick, reducing hcreticks, reproving, cenfuring, 
ahfoiving : to which they quickly added too much more of their 

Mz own 



own. The impoffibility of aiaitbfuL performance of ths to more 
is fo undenyablc,that I cannot fuppofe any other anfwer but this 
that they might ordain Presbyters to affift them in the work, 
and fo do mnch of it by others. But i . I before defired to fee it 
proved by what authority they might do this. 2, Their office 
and work are fo infeparable that they cannot depute others to do 
their work (their proper work) without deputing them alfo to 
their office. For what is an office but the flate of one Ob
liged and Authorized to do fuch or fuch a work 5A Presbyter may 
not authorize another to preach as the Teacher of a Congregati
on, and toadminiftcr the Sacraments, without making him a 
Presby ter alfo.: Nor can a Bifhop authorize any to do the work 
of a Biftiop in whole or by halves without making him a Presby
ter or half a Bifliop. And he is not authorized either to make new 
officers in the Church, or to do his work by deputies or fubfti-
tutes. 

2. i argue alfo from the Identity of that Church to wh:ch the 
Bifliops and Deacons were appointed for miniftration. I t was 
not a Church of many ftated Congregations, or any larger 
thanour Parifhes for number of fouls that the Deacons were 
made Mimfters t o : therefore it was no other or bigger which 
the Bifhops were fet over. . Theconfeqnenceis good: becaufe 
where ever Deacons are mentioned in Scripture or any W r i t e r 

that rremember neer to Scripture time5,thcy are ftill mentioned 
with the Biftiopsor Presbyter* as Minilters to the fame Church 
with them,as is Apparent b;,th in the fev €n chofen for the Church 
at ferufalem^ndm Phil. 1 .1 , 2. and in the Direction of Paul 
to Timothy for ordaining them. And the Antecedent is proved 
from the nature of their work: Tor thev beinc to attend on the 
tables at the-Love feafts and the Lords Supper and . to look to 
the poor, they could not do this for any greater number of peo
ple then wemention • Whether.they had thofe feafts in one houfe 
or many at once,I determine not ; but for the number o r people, 
i t was as much as a Deacon could do at the utmoft tctattend a 
tnoufand people. 

I (hall; proceed a little further towards the times next follow-
and rlrft I fhall take in my way the confeffion of one 

®rtwo learned men that arc for Prelacy. 
^mtuyinUyAmKat^n 1 Tim. 5...17. tinh[_3td votandum 

eft 



eft in find Vrbe magna ficut plures Synagogas, it* & plures fuijfe See the fame -
Eccleftas, id efl,cenventus Chriflianorum. Et cuiq-, Ecclefid^E?*0^ 
fuijfe fuum prdftdem, qui populum alloqneretur, & Presbyteros % ^ ^ { 
or dinar et. Alexandria tantnm turn fuijfe morem, ut unus effet p e r j o f a g e 

in tota urbe prdfes qui ad dtcendum 'Presbyteros per urbem diftri- j ^ j6£ ^ , 
htertt , decet nos Sozomenus 1.14. & Epiphanius , ubi de Yet 1 think as 
Arioaqit, dicitq- Alexandria nunquam duos fuijfe miaJnavt w ^oudell that 

9. 7 , » -r \ • r -r • • n J si 1.1 ^ he mmook ce ca fumptd w-r ttvym , itaut ftgmficat jus tllud quod h a b ^ E p j ) h a u m d e 

0 *rx.cov -ni o-vwyayK- ] So chat Grotius affirmeth that B i - ^iex% £ C a ' o . 
(hops had not then To much as all the converted perfonsof a great 
City under their care, but the Churches and AlTemblics were 
the fame,and each Affembly had a Prelate, and in the great Ci
ties there were many of thefe Churches and Prelates, and thae 
only the City of Alexandria had the cuftom of having but one 
fuch Bi(hop in the whole City. 

2. Thofe learned men alfo muft grant this caufe who maintain 
that Peter aud Paul were both of them Bifhops of Rome at once, 
there being. twoChurches,oneof the Circumcifion under Peters 

the other of the unctrcumcifion under Pauli and chat one of 
them had Linus, and the other Cletus for his SuccelTor, and that 
this Chu-ch was firft united under Clcmens~&nd t be like they fay 
of two Churches alfoat^wf/oc^.andelfwhcre.If this be fo,then-
there is no Lawof God that Bifhops (hould be numbrcd by Ci
ties, butmore Bifhops then one may be in one City, and were, 
even when Chriftkns comparatively werea fmall part of them. 

3. Alfo Mr. Thorndike and others affirm that it was then the 
cuftome for the Bifhops and Presbyters to fit in a f e ™ c ' ™ e > 
and the Bithophigheft i n * Chair,and the Deacons to itand be
hind them : This he gathered, from the Apofi. Conflitut. I ^ ' 
tius^Dionyfus Areop. and the Jews Conftitutions,( m nts Apotr. 
form pave 71. and Right of the Church, e^r- p 93-94>95-; 
And if this were fo, it feems that Bifhops, Presbyters and Dea
cons weteall the Officers of one fuch ftated Congregation^and 
had not many fuch Congreg ations under them: For theBjinop 
could be but in one place at once, and therefore this could be 
thecultomebutof oneCnurchin his Diocefs, i f he had many, 
whereas it is made the form of the ordinary Chrtftian Aflera-
ojteSf 

The fame learned man f Right of Church ; . 65. ) 
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About Saint Cyprtans time, and not afore, he finds mention offet * 

tea Congregation in the Country ] By which it may be well con > 
jecturcd what a fmall addition the Bifliops had ouc of the Coun-
treys to their City Churchessand how many Congregations they 
Governed in the Apoftie dayes and after. 

Heaffirmeth ai/othat [ the power of the Keyes beloweth t* 
the Presbyters, and that its convertible with the power tf cele-
Vratingthe Eucharift, stndthats tbe Reafon toby it belongs to them, 
page 98-ibid and that [ the.Pnnr of the Keys, that it, the whole 
VZT ° ^ h " r c y ^ereofthat pover is the root and Jourfe, is 
7 E ^ & ' , £ * r f t t r f l P ^ 1 2 8 and that to 
marTeacfE » a n d t n a t b y their Grant Deacons and others 
may treachM not RHk „ a d t t l i ^ e r ^ j j ^ s . fte f 

Scrioture timtt" " ftr f r o m ^ ' n g of their mind that think in 
P r X t e r s T n ? ? ' ' * ? b u t o n e AngleB.fliop without other 

' o S S S S r i ^ . - 1 0 1 , 6 , 1 C h u r c h ! F ^ h « % P 0 f e d many in a 

ir at L ^ ! " " ^ W h e r e ° f h e ft"** ,h're> f^ified „kh a 
above IT f P r ? h e t s ' r p h e t h l r P"'h"r> , or over and 
a ,I,a}heR*c°r<i'<>f tl>eChmcb,y,e fi*ddivers times 
bed h u f t ° f P r " h ' f ' profiting at me Affemblj. 1 And 
S b i i now they fate atout the Bifhop, and the 
congregation flood before them. And page 127. he faith that 
«n!7o'::±?f$ °f»" bis ipijile to the Corinthi-
panliahoZlL? d f ' n " c e *?°?£ Presbyters „f that Church 
audtatl-

' Z f f i ^ Z Z Z t ? . 1 c o n , e f s ^nnwnotwhencThehath »a ( uouDtieis not in the true aoDrovpr! PniAi. r^,, 
»t (hews in his judgement i T h ^ JK ' p i f t I e ° f C l e m n t 0 b u c 

bytersin the C^urfh o f r ^ - ' P V ? * W e r * c h e n m a n V P r « -
one Congregation^ not very rnan " p .? t n ® E C h u r

J

c h

1

W 2 S •>« 
byters take their turr* J k y 7 y * E l f e what need the Pres-
3 < That the word pi A Y m i g h t b a v * d o n e i c « o n c c ? 

4- And it feems thi« * t ^ w w l i g n i f i e t h not a Prelate. 
» « * : elfe no nnln T C e t h c h e r e m s t h e Q no Bifhop in c7*» 
Agree ing L & A t C ^ would have charged thefe 

W o d d • i s " n o * ^ been then known in the 
#<hop i f they h a d S £ r W O ? l d h a * c c h ^ g e d them to get a 

*y *ad not,to Govern fuch a difagreeing Presbytery? 



c m 
Arid page 129,130, 131. he (hews that [the condemning 
Marcion at Rome, and of Noelus at Ephefus, are exprefly faidbj 
Epiphanius,Hrfr*/. 42. num.1. &2. Haref 57 num. 1. to have 
been done and faffed by the Aft of the Presbyters ef thofe (fhurches 
- — A n d which is of later date, the Excommunication of Andro-
neus in Synefius $J.€fift. I find reported to havefajfedin the fame 
fort,and all this agreeable to the practice recorded in Scripture ) 
aliedging, I.Tim. 5.19, Atlsii. 18. citing CxprianEp. 46 and 
thzApofl. (for.ftit.znd faith,Bloudell in this might have (pared his 
exad diligence, it being granted, &c Mr. Thorndikf alfo tells 
us pag. 62* of the words of Ninius, that \_ in Ireland alone.. 
Saint Patrick^ At the firft plantation of Chnftianity founded three 
hundred and threefcore and five Bifhopricks ] And can any man * 
believe that all thefe had Cities or more then one of our Parifh 
Churches, when all Ireland to this day harh nor feven ~itie< ? 
and when all this was done at the firft plantation of the Gofpel -?•." 
I think we had this fort of Epifcopacy. Even fince the Refor
mation there is reckoned in Ireland but four Arch-b:(hops>nine-
teen Bifhops.What think you then were 3 65. Bifhops at the firft 
plantation of the Gofpel •?"•• 

To proceed to fome further Evidence. 1. Tts manifeit in £7*-
mens Rom. Epifl. to the Corinthians there is mention of no more 
but two Orders- the one called fomctime Bi(hops,fometime Pres- ', 
ters.the other Deacons, page S 4 , 5 5; 57. * and this he faith the 
Apo les did as knowing that contention would arife about the XJ^.< %r % 
name of E pi fcopacy,and chat they fo feded the Min:fteria! Offices W f -
that others Jbould fucceed in them when feme were deceafeJ.for vrnt, W: 
my part I cannot fee the leaft reafon to be of their mind that ^IZ^kc.) 
think Clemens here doth fpeak only of Prelates or fupereminent ; e ^j>crre. 
Bifhops, ( ofwhichlrefer the Reader to Mr. Burtons notes in gmesigituz 
his Englifh TranOttton of Clemem) But fuppofe it wcreTo : & Urbespa-
I f at that time the Churches had none but fingle B.fhop', it is f < ^ % 
plain then that they were but fingle Congregations; F o r ' n o ^ 
other Congregations having communion in tbeir-then-orcrmary, approbates in 
pubhke worfhip; cou'd be managed without a Bilhop or Presby- sptit^Epif-

3 cooos & Dux-
cs-m coram qui Creditarj. eran(."\l know that - W ya->»< is fuppofed by fome to refped only 
the place of their preaching , and not of their fettlm* Bilhops : But the words ac-
coi cncr to the more obvious" plain fence do feem to extend k to both, and make no fuch 
iifrerenc; at all , 

ter " 
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*tet to do the work.But for them that Height Mr.Bartons & other 
mens plain Reafons concerning the judgement of Clem. Romanus, 
and force his words to fpeak what they mean not, I defire cheni 
to obfcrve the judgement of Gretius whom they profefs fo much 
te value: who in his Epiftol. 162 ad Bignon. gives this as 
one Reafon to prove this Epiftic of Clemens genuine [£*od 
nufytum metninit, exfortis ilUus Spifcopomm antoritatis, qm 
ete^nfHetudiM;fofi MMwi mortem Alexandria atqveoexw 
floatbt, introduce cepit, fed plane HtVm\xx^Ap0ftolHS oftendit 
Ecclefias commnm Presbyterorum quiiidem omnes & Epifcopi ip-
p Pauloq; dtcuntur, conftlio fmjfe gubernatas. Nam quod 

***** nominat, omnia ifia mmtna non ad 
^ccieJiamJedadTemplHmHierof. pertinent: .undeJnfert omnia 
Z ^ Z t " ' * g e " t \ fi W*", t*»tomagis Chrmanis-] You 
S n S ^ a n d . c W , m h i S i u d g e m e n t , were 

2.,The very famel feyof Prelacie, EpifiM Philip which men-
uoneth only two forta, Presbyters a n d \ L t o n , > 
thev mprp 111 K I&HAttus oft mention three,it feems to me that 

f 2 Z f U t t h C G o v e r n ° u r s or Minirters ofone Congrega-
'*?ih " 2 c ° ? ° r e . p C O p l c t h c n o^<> f ourParifhes. In The 
Q<&\'AA^mVn T f a i t h ^ °™ ****** i . W W ^ , iKH 7*5 o-Aw-

era, c*e-m? | w J %fi?of3 <rz*<r* » i f t/w©- ? £ ? T . « t wafers-

man i n t e r p r e t e r t r a X « h £ m!U"* ^ 1 " t h e C O n ° ' 

^ " A t d L ^ r T ^ ' ? ' ******* & MuhMofit; 

J a c i o n ^ 3 « f * » old Tran-
is X r h 1 L " C t x c 1 C aPP«areth that this phh.or m*l • 

s a a 4 ; ^ 1 * * «*• d ° ' h i h -

w e r ^ n o ? r r U n ' 0 n h 1 5 P l a i n * « « * > " 'here that 
< W « ™ ™ m a n V f u c h Affemblies under him : ocherwile «U 
laveone mufthaw neccffanly difobeycd thisxommand. 

file:///Lton


C % 0 
AndinthcEpiltle to the Philadelphia™ \\th2xh £ blU ytf 

X$i\> » ad^ TO KV§'m ImreS , )y %v' <Ju<ry TO TO uieif fijuau IK-

AfJUi TO) 'TtfiS^vjifla , ^ Toi$ £ia,*fiV0l$ TD?f CUVtPtl hOt{ \X"6, 
1. e. [Vna enim eft caro Domini noftri fefuChrifti, &unusil-
lius [unguis'qui pro nobis effufus eft, & mnus calixqui pro omnibus 
nobU diftr ibutus eft, unus panis qui omnibus frati ui eff>, mum al
tar e omni Eccle ft A, &unus Epifcopus cum presbytrerorum Colle
gia '& Diaconis confervis meis. ~] 

Here ic is manifeft that the particular Church wruch in thofe 
dayes was governed by a Bifhop, Presbytery and Dcacons,was 
but one Congregation for every fuch church had but one 
Altar. 

>Obje&. But fomeGreeks C°Pes i e e i v e o u t ™ *W&£*. 
Anfw. i . The corrupt vulgar trar,fiation might occafion the 
change ofthe text,faith Bi(hop / AnmtM lockage 40.;) 
[intermediaMa, ex interpretation hac excidiffe VMeant-ur. J 
2. The-old tranflation of B i f h o p V f i e r which leave*itout,yet 
bach Vnum Altare & unus Epifcopass &c. and the fence is the 
fame if the other words were out. 3. Ignatius hath the like in 
other placets we fhall fee anorviwhich forbiddeth fuch quarrels 
here. • . M n . 

Gbjed. But faith the Learned and Godly Bifhop Downame, 
( Def li. 2. cap. 6. page 109 ) the word Altar being expounds 
for the Communion table, is not likely, a*.dm much favour eth 
*f Popery: but by one Altar is meant Chnft, who fancltfi^ all our 
Sacrifices and Oblations and maketh them acceptable to God v as 
Ignat.us expounded kimfelf in h. s EpifUe to the Mfigntf?*** 
as one mn toother into the Temple of God^umo one fcjus C brtjt&n 
were unto one Altar. \ _ . , r 

To this I anfwer that it is fome confirmation to me, vm 
the words are fo exprefc, that fo learned a man hach no mote 
to fay by way of evafion. For doubtlefs this is too g-o«s a » a 

paloile to fatisfie the judicious impartial reader. 1 > T^nat ctie 
ve r f text which he cireth of the Epiftle to the Magnejtans 
doth make fully againft him. I fhallihew anon. 2 .1 hat it is not 
Chrift that isme^nt hereby the > M w W i is evident, • - i . I n 
that Chnil his flelltand blood are before diftmSly mentioned: 

file:////th2xh
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2. In that the word is put in order among the external Ordtnan* 
ces: 3. In that ic is fo ufual with other ancient writers and Igna-
tiushimfeM to ufe the word Bunx^m in the fence as we now 
take i t , that it will be plain violence to imagine that it is Chrifi: 
that was meant by ir. And for Popery, there is no fuch matter 
of danger, in ufing a word Metaphorically. Otherwtfe we 
we mull make the Ancients commonly to be friends to Popery-, 
for they ordmarily call the Lords Table and the place where ic 
flood I fay The Table and the Sacrarinm orfUce 
oj its (landing: for this feems plainly the meaning of Ignatius : 
fofatth Birtiop Vffier Annot. inloc. uhi fat. [ Altare apnd Va~ 
tresmenfam Dominicans vafftm denotat apud Ignatium & Poly-
carpum- Sacranum qm%. ] So E.Stephens Altarium Sacrarmm. 
*e what L c a r n e d M r . r W « ^ ^ himlelf in hisRight of the Church, 
&-c. page i i6. faith to this purpofe more largely ; where con-
ccrning Ignatius his ufe o f the fame word to the Ephefians he 
laitn {.Where it is manifeft that the Church is called* Santlfi*' 
nor place ejfacrificivg : Mr. Mead in his Difcourfe of the name 
Altar page i 4 . fhevveththat Ignatiusby At/ms-ty'" means the 
LordiTable,*ndti\LKyidelius his conceffion,as of a thing that 
could not be denyed. l n the E P i i t le of Ignatius ( or whoever 
elfe, to Polycarp Bifhop of Smyrna M^Crelrius celebr*n-
*ZcmZmVal*°di^ Xo™***™ mnei inquire. Servos & 
ZZr * nTa f f J < V ( a s ^*>'««<« tranflateth ) or ( as Biiliop 
^ r ^ ! y f l t , 0 n J Congregations f ant. \ x nomine 

furelv nil ^ p r o y e C ^ e m a t " r of fad in thofe times.Buc 
^ was B T A 0 U l d ? a r V ^ i F 1 h c n c c gather that great foly 
or uk I P ' ° f o n * C o n g ^ g a t i o n : when he muft enquire 
as* much a r C ° f * V e r l ° " e o f h i s Congregation by name, even 
w e £ f o e ^ ^ V a n t S a n d m a i d s ' 1 would every W r i f c f l t i f t t f 
were ic.exact ly acquainted with his flock ! 

*d % Z r r f n g e t h e r c i % i n wthe fame p n r p o f c , ^ . 

1-Jr? J", ? concumte , ficut ai unum Altare ; ficut ad unttm 
f ' " m C . a« the vulgar tranflation. Or as Vairknius , 

L ' f ' x * / ** qaifpiamin templum Dei copcurriie, velut 
ad 



J . ( P i ) 
I ad unam Altartyad *~ So the old Latine in 
I Z? filer tothe far^ ;{^H*poic. ^ I ' i . words beforegoing he 
I bids them £ Come all to one place for pray.. ] Here is no room 
I for Bifhop Downams coiceit, that its Chrift thats meant by 
I Qv&i&wpio?; For they are plainly put as diftinft things: as if 
f j he fhouldfay, come all to one Altar, as to one Chrift. i.e. be* 
m caufe it is but one Chrift that is there to be partahedof. Ai l this 
K doth fo evidently prove that in thofedayes a Bifhop with his Pref-
r[ bytery and Deacons^ had but one Congregation meeting at one 
• Altar for Church Commnnion in the Eucharift, that it caufed 
• M r . Mead ( in his Difcourfe of Churches pag. 48, 49, 5°-
WJ Cent. 2. ) to fay as followeth, having cited thele words of Ig-
N natius [_ Loe here a Temple with an Altar in it, whether the A4*g-
m nefians are exhorted to gather themfelves together to pray. To come 
M together in one place, &c. For it is to be obfervedthdt in thefe Pri-
m mitive times they had but one Altar In a Church, as a Symbole, 
fu both that they wor-jhipped but one Goa through one Mediator Jefus 
j f j Chrift, and alfo of the Unity the Church ought to have in it f e l f . 
•M Whence Ignatius not only here, but alfo in his Epiftle to the Phila-
9 delphians urgeth the unity of the Altar for a motive to the Con* 
I gregatiou to agree together in- foe ' For unum Alcare ( fai h he ) 

omni Ecclefise, & unus Epifcoptis cum Presbyterio & Diaconis 
H confervis meis. This cuflome of one Altar is ftill retained by the 
lf^> Greeks Church : The contrary ufe is a tranfgreffien of the Latines, 
ftj not only Symbolically implying, but really introducing^ -'«'*» 
fh ' &c. Nay more then this it fhmld ftent that . intbofc firft 
j l times, before Dioccffes were divided into thofe I f f f e r and fub^rdi* 
• nate Churches, weca I now Parifies, and Presbyters alfigned to 
• them, they had mt only one Mtar in one Church or Domimeum, 
VA * m o n c dltar toa Church, taking Church for the company cr 
/ Corporation of the faithful!, united under one Biflup or Paftor , 
I and that as in the City or place where the Bijbdp hid his 
• See' and Re ft dene e,like as the Jews had but one Altar dU Ttmv'e 
• for the whole Nation united under one h gh Trie ft. And jet as the 

fevfxkad their Synagogues, foperhap- might thty have more Or 
tori 's then one, though their Alia? were but one\ there namely where 
the Bifhop was. Die foils faith Juttin Martyr, omnium qui vel 

** in oppidis vel run degunr, in eundem locum conventus f i t : 
K Namely as he there tells us, to celebrate, and participate the holy 
f , N z Euchanfl. 



( 9 0 
Eucbarifi, Why WAS this, bu:' ' kadm^mtl^es 

that a SebtfmMtcal Bifap Was faid conftituere or collocarc all-
ud Altare ? and that a Bijhop and an Altar are made correlatives* 
SeeS. Cyprian Epifl. 40. 72, 7? . demit. Ecclef. And thus 
P f " Ignatius to be underfiood in that forequoted pajfa^e of 
h l s v r ^ f t m Unum Altare omni Ecclefia, & unus Epifco-
pus curn Presbyterio & Diaconis ] So far Mr. Mead. 

"ope upon the confent of fo admirable B Critick and learned 
man,it wil l not be fo much blame-worthy in me,if I fpeak fomc-
wnar the more confidently this way • and fay, that 1 think that 
r h L T " i C K n f u f l 0 n a n d Tyranny that hath overfpread the Chur-
framV «f• r ? ° I e r y m U c h f r o m t b e changing the Apoftolical 
S f ^"-ches, and fetting up many Altars and Congre
gations under one Bifliop in one ( pretended particular ) 

t h e c a l ' r n ' C v ° r f ° r U r ? & u ^ 5 r e a d y t 0 c i t e <™ of Ignatius, but 
to be S ^ S S ' 1 8 P P r € h c n d t h e r c f t t h c * e f i n C C e f f a r y 

o n L h e „ ^ t h J * r e a ? h a t 1 ^ m c n t i o n K M I*theforementi-
TAI US °f ? u f l t " M a n l r 2> «ted by Mr. Med, 
and by others frequently to this purpofe: In which I oMerve all 
Air P a r £ i culars full to the purpofe. 1. That they had but one 
Ch^h y ^ u ^ 9 ^ f ° r Church communion for one 
rift » Thar' I n U ' 5 w * s for reading and prayer and the Eucha-
nft.s.That the Prefidcnt(who is commonly by thofe of the Epif-
copal judgement fatd to be here meant the» B i l W ) did preach 
and give thanks and adminifter the fuppcr: fo that it was ad-
miniltrcd but to one Congregation as under that Btfhop of that 

h A kV h e C ° u ! d n 0 t b e i n C W 0 P l a c c s a t o n c e - 4- T h a C C 0 

the Abfent the Deacons carried their portion after the confe-
cration : fo that they had not another Meeting and Congregati
onby themfeivesfor thatend. This isall fo plain that I (hall 
think it needeth no Vindication. So that were there but tbefe 
two Tcftimonies, I fhouldnot marvailif Bifhop Downamhzd 
extended his eonfefiion a little further , when he acknowledged 
( £>tfli.2.cap. 6. page 104. . that [ 4t the firff. and namely 
tnthe time of the Apoflle Paul,fta mofi of tbe Churches fofoon after 
•their Converfton, did not each of them exceed the proportion of a 

populous 


