e e

‘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
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- ~muft expect fome better proof then hithertowe have feen, of

-the Epifcopall ( or any humane) power to make new ‘Offices
in the Church of Chrift | and that of unive:fal and {tanding ne-

- ceffity.” Tl then we fhall think they ought to bave made but
fuch Presbyrers as themfelves.

Reafon.g. If therebe mot (o much as the name of a Ruled Pref- Reafon 5.
byter withont power of Ordination | or Farifdiction | in all the
Scriptare, much lefs thenisthere any defcriprion of bis Office, or
any Directions for hisordination , or the gualifications prevequi-

fisin kim 5 and the performance of kis office when be is insts®
And if there be no fuch DireSlory concerning Pre-byters then was
it not the Apoftles intent that ever amy [uch [bonld be ordained.
The reafon of the confequence is, 1. Becaufethe Scripture
was written not only for that age then inbeing, but for the
Church of all ages to theend of the world: And therefore
it mult be a fufficient direGory for all. The fecond Epiftle
o Timorhy was written buca littlebefore Paxlsdeath. Surely
if the Churches in Jgnarius daies were allin need of Presbyters
under Bithops , Pas/ might well bave feen fome need in
his time, or have forefeen the need that was fo neer,and fo
have given dire&ions for that office. 2. And the rather is
this confequence firm, becaufe Panl in his E pifttes to Timorhy
and Titus doth give fuch full and pun&ual Directions concern-
.ing the other Church-officers , not only the Bithops, butalfo
the Deacons, defcribing their prerequifite qualifications, their
-office , and dire&ing for their Ordination, and converfa-
tion: Yea hecondefcendeth to give fuch large Dire&ions con-
-cerning Widows themfelves,that were ferviceable to the th““l:'- :
Now is it probable that a perfe& Direcory written for the
Churchro the worlds End, & largely defcribing the qualifications
and office of Deacons, which is the inferiour,would not give onc
word of dire@ion congerning fubje& Presbyters without power
of Ordination or Rule, ifany fuch had been then intended for.
the Church? No nor once fo muchas name them 2 I dare not
-accufe Paxls Epitles wricten to that very purpofe,and the-whole
“Scripture, fo much of infufficiency , as to :hin!c-they wholly omit
a neceffary office, and (o exadly mention the inferiour and com-
. -monly lefs neceffary, aschey do.

Realon 10. The new Epifcopal Divings do Jield that all she Reafon xo;
P ; ;

. texts
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Reafer 11v

Reafon 1.

- areagreed de furzschar

-
sexts in'Limothy, Titus, and the veft of the Newl ff;;h Hb
mentitn Gofpel Bifbopsor Preshyters, do mean only

e : nce of 4%
power of Ordination and Farifdition withont the con;u;{‘;themf gt
[mperionr Bifbop: - The common Inerpretation of the

. -of thofe
she old Epifcopal Divines of all ages, of moft or many-of thfe

are called
texts,is,that they [peak. of the office of [neh as now o
Presbysers. Lay both together , and if one of them be no

: that
ftaken , theyafford us this conclufion, that rhe Prr:x’?oj:;;;m_m _
now are,have by thefe texts of Scripture | the power of

5 if fo,then-
axd ?#rifdic‘?ian without the concurrence of others. A{?xdol s t:) 258
wasit never the A poftles intent, to leaveit to the Bi ]dpbaVC e
dain a fortof Presbyters ofanother order, that fhould,

i y +heBifhops-
fuch. power of Ordination or Jurifdi&ion; wichout the Bithop

Negative.

2 ? . me -
Reafon 11. We find in Church Hiftory that iz was firft info

; Bi-
few grear Cities (elpecially Romeand Alsicandria) that 4

3 ¥ .1 7ef=
fip ruled many [esrled worfhipping Congregarions with their P /
byters s when no fuch

Charches: therefore w
nance of the Apofties |
multiply
the old
with the humane fr

ould have
they could under their ows Government when they thould b
ere®ed new Chare

hes as free as their own.

Reafon 12. 7fih, Difeription H
Teftament, and the worR affixced to thems | be [#ch as cannot AZTF
o#r Diocefan Bifbops: bus 10the Paff
was it never the mindof the H,
degenerateaftermwards into Diy

iscertain tbengow fo'is the C onfequent.
I here &ill {y

i o Ordi-
£ Il conceive that it was 00 v
- b[!;):zl:;eocizﬁoned afterw'mrdi-:i b“}:ht:;:
ing of Chriftiansin the fame compafs of groun

1y Ghoff thar thofe Bifbops Soom

ppofe with Learped Dr, H Awnot.in AZ. 11
& paffim that the name

Ul
: Presbyter in Scriprure ﬁg;1nn€€h;(£[
fhiop, there being no Evidence that in Scripture time-any 0

Second Qcder, ¢ viz. fubje® Presbyters ) were theq inftiturec
Though I am far from think;

Bithopsin a Charch at leaft

r4 Bith

ber
thing at that time can-be proved by #F¢

1 ther”
Churchdid inhabite; and the adjacent parts, toge :
i a‘i?tyao;’ttchc Bifhops, who gathered as many 23
of the Bifbops fertledin the N¢¥
orsof & fingle Church, ther

cg/};n Etﬂop.r: Biit the Am‘ecedm:..

ngthat there was but- one of th;fz;
as to many Churches, Now as .
it was'but a fingle Church that th;l}lglws :
“10opand not many fuch Churches ¢ for that Oundcsi‘"-
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. tndenyably upon thedenying ofthe exifience of fubje&® Pref.
. -byters; feeingno fuch Churches canbe, nor the worthipping .

- Affemblies held withou: 4 Bithop or ‘Presbyter ) fo that i¢

- ‘was the mind of the A poftfes thac it fhould fo continue, is prove-

- ed by the Defiption and work of thofe Scripture Bifhops.
- Argament 1. From 45, 50. 28,29, 31. The Bithops inti-

- tuted and fixed by the Holy Ghoft were and are to take heed to
allthe Flock overwhich she Holy Ghoft hash made_them overfee. -

ers, to feed the Church of God, and to warchy againft Wolves, and
i0warn everyone night and day | But this.cannot be done by Di.
ocefan Bifhops , nor any that have more then oneChurch :

Argument 2. The Bifhops that the Holy-Ghoft fettled and
would have continue, ( and had the Power of Ordination given
- them, ) were fuch as were to be Ordained in every City and eve-
7y Chaurch, Ads14.2 3. Zit.1.3,4,5. See Dr. Hammonds
0 Amwotar. Butir is not Diocefan Bithops that are fuch ( for
 they are overmany Charches and Cities ) therefore it is not

- Diocefan Bifhops that were fectled by the Holy Ghoft, nor
~meant in thofe rexts. '

r.3.The Bifhops which were inftitated by the Holy Gheft,
, 3nd are meant in Scripture, were to wazc), for their peoples fouls
. as thefe that wnft giveaccouns, R #ling over them , 4nd to be obey=
wed by all and Jpeaking to them the word of God, Heb.13.7,17,34. .
But this cannot be done by a Bifhop toa whole Diocefs, ( nor
- will they be willing of fuch an account if they be wile: ) therefore
itisnot Diocefan Bifhops that are meantin Scripture.
Argument 4. The Bifhopsfettled for continuance in Scripture
were fuchasal| che people were 20 know as lubonring among them,
-and over they iy the Lord, and 4dmani/bing them, andtoeffcens
Them very highly in love, Jor their work fuke, 1 Thef. 5.12,13.
Bue this cannot be meant of our Diocefan Bithop, ( whom
the hundreth part of the §ock fhall never fee, hear, nor be admo-
nifhed by : ) thereforeit is not fuch that were fetcled for conti-
‘Buance in the Church, .
Argnment 5. The Bifhops fettled by the Holy ‘Gho{'},muﬁ‘bg:
any thatare fick be fens Jfor,toprayover shem. Bug this a Dio-

L2 s ipelen
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cefan Bithop cannot do , tothe hundreth or tbqufandrh l:letf t{‘m
in fome places ; therefore it is not Diocefan Bifhops
Bifhops of a fingle'Church that are capable of thefe wor ‘o
are meant by the Holy Ghoft, to continue-in the Chum":e
confequently to whom the power of Ordaining was commt‘)[. a.
1f any queftion whether the Textsalleadged do peak of fubje :
Presbyters, or Bifhops, I referthem to the forefaid I.{cveree 4
Do&or,with whom I am agreed,thiat there were no fubje&-Pr
: bytersinfticuted in Seripture times. S
Reafon. 13, Realon 13,1t was not one or-two or all Charches for “J;;;%"r’;md
bl or more in their meer feri or infdnc].beforc they ’Z_"ﬂ ’Zi.” 345 ;T
Emprriop3st. that confifted only of one [ertled wor[bipping Affembly “1” p }%; har,
Proving that 4t it wasthe formed and [tablifbed flate of the particutar &= hatl
the Chriftian To prove this I {hall briefly do thefc three chings.  I- I e
Church-  fhew ic in refpe to the Jewith Synagogues. 2. As © T
3::5::;:1156::: 4 Churches in the Apolties dayes after many years growth ; CVea
to-that of the Of every Church thats mentioned in-the New Teftament, 25
Temple 5 bus. particular. Political Church.. 3. As te fome of. the: Churches
thac of the  after the Apoftles dayes, . mentioned by the ancients.
SYAMORICS,  1.itis apparent that the Jews Synagogues were particUl
vouring to Congregational Churches,having each one their feveral Rulers,

' groVCBifhops, and asmany Learned men fuppofe, they had an Ecclefiaftical Ju-
c

doth it dicature of ; e ere fit men
e hat of Elders , belonging to each of them, wh

Sy ok fuch could befound\,. and this diftin@ from-the Civi) Judicature : 4
a5 the dpsg- 35 Others think ,. they had a Sanhedrim which had powe

suvdsayor.  Judgein both Canfes, and one of thele was-in every City, that
Tt them then:

hold t6 fuc! - i
G'Ongrcg‘;ctiloi had. one hundred and.twenty- families: (+or free perfont By

#al Epifcopa~ others ) ' they placed the Sanhedrim of twency threes A" ”T
tye - everyCicy which had not one hundred and twenty men io it,they

fet the fmalleft Judicature of three Judges , fo- be it there were

buttwo wifemen among them, fi¢ ro-ceach the Law andel0!Ve
doubts. See dinfworth o Namb. 11. 16. citing Talimd B4

&M“"”o","d"i more av large. And doubilels many of our
Country Villages, and almoft alf our Parifhics haye more then
320. and every Country: Village may come in", in the k““ﬂ,
number below’ 120, which are to have three Elders i and
that fay fome, was every place where were tenmen, And that

fewers nnde et . e : ing 10’
ae eunder the:grear Sanhedrim ar Jornfialemsis m‘hmg?b@«w

. e
b i e AR

ks that .

is, in Places of Cohabitation. Forin every City of ifracl whiclt -
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thié matter; For fo we confels that fuch particularChurches as we
mention,have fome fuchGeneral officers over them de jure,as the
" Apoftolical men were in the Primitive Church ; butnot that any

of thefe Synagogues were under other Synagogues; though one
were ina great City, and the other but in' a {mall Town. -And

“that thefe Synagogues were of Divine inftitutton, is plainia -

divers texts, particularly in Lew. 23.1,2, 3. wherea con-
vacation of boline[s,or & holy Convecation is commanded to beon
every Sabboth in all their dwellings which moft plainly cculd be
neither the meeting at Ferafalem atthe Temple, nor yet'in fin.
gle families: and theretoreitis not to much purpofe that many
trouble themfelves to conjeGture when Synagogues began, and
fome imagine it wasabout the Caprivity: For as their controver-
{ie can be buc about the form of the meeting place, or'the name,
fo its certain that fome place there mult be for fuch mectings,
and that the meetings themfelves were in the Law commanded
by‘God : and that not to be tumultuary confufed ung verred
Affemblies:  If che fcourging in the Synagogues prove not this
power ( which ismuch difputed, ) Aar. 10.17. and 23. 34.
Luke 6. 22. and 12, 11.and 21. ¥ Alts 22.19. and 26° 11.
Yet at leaft, excluding ‘men their Synagogue Communion, may
Fobn 0222, 34 and12. 42 and 16:2. ' But becaufe this argu-
ment leads usirto many’ Controverfies abour the Jewith cu-
flomes. lelt it obfcurethe truth by occafionin quarrels, I {hall
pais itby. e S
2.1 find no particular Political Church inthe New Teftament,
eonfifting of feveral Congregations,ordinarily meerting for com-
munion in° Gods Worfhip ; (unlefs asthe forementioned acx
“cidents might hindér the meeting of one Congregation io 07
P}{ige; ) nor havinghalf fo many members 23 fome o-f‘ ourPa-
rifhes: ~ 2 2 . . : S
When theré is mention mad2 of a Countty, as ?f"”ff‘7,6‘2/€’/";
Samaria, Galatia, the word [ Churches 7] in the piural ﬂUmB 21
isufed, Gali 1.2. Afts15.41. and9-31. 2 Cor- 81 h:lr
they’l fay, Thefs wereoniyin (ities: But furth.r conficer,hiere
isexprefs mention of the Church-at Cenchrea, ‘f"h’f_h e
City ; and they chat fay that this was a parifh fubject tcp)ﬁPCo"
rinrh, giveusbut thewr words forit’, without any ‘proo: that

ever I could feer -and {o they may as well determine che-whele
5 ' caufe
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 caufe by bare affirmation, and prevent difputes. The Apoftlein-

timateth no fuch diftin&ion, Rom. 16.1. 1Cor.11. 18,20,
22. 16, [ When ye come together inthe Church s 4 bear that
there be divifions among you. Wherjge come together

 therefore into one place , this is not to eat the Lords Supper.]

16. | 1 have no [uch C #ftome, nor the Churches of God ]
Here the Church of Corinrh is faid TO come together into one place:
-And for them that fay , Thisjs per partes , and fo thac e place
1S many to the whole s L.anfwer, the Apottle faith not to a part,

butto the whole ¢ burch that they come together in one place, and

therefore the plain obvious fence muft ftand, cill it be difproved.
-And withall he cals the Chriftian Affemblies in the plural num-

ber [ C hurches : ] for its plainthat it isof Affembly Caftomes

that he there fpeaks. So1 Cor. 1 4.there is plainly expreffed that it

Was A particular Affembly that was called e Chaurch, and that
~ebis Affe it |

migh.E fpeak. Verfe 4. [ Hethar Prophefieth,, Edifieth the ['lyﬂn‘l)]
h Zation that heard. And Verfes. | E_xci
Clurch ve Edifying | An
Ferfe 12. [ Seck that 1e.m vl may receive Edifying |

AU (peak_with 1oy gses

as can be fpoken, toaflyre us
Afuch as might, and ofually did

on into one place. So Verfe2
hism-keep Jence inthe Church -

J One would think this is as plain
that the whole Churches then were
~come-togecher for hol y commuri-
« L Iftherebe no.Interpreter, let

J And which js more, lelt you

_ think that this was fome one {mall Church that Py fpeaks of,

-he denominateth a//0rher particular Congregations,even Qrdered
Governed Congregations, [ChurchesJtoo. Verfe 33. For God
£ n0t the author of confufion bt of peace, asinall the Charches of
the Saints. ]So that ajf the Cengregations for ChriftianW orfhip,
are called, 44/ the Churches of the Saints. And it feems all as well
a5 this, fo ftored with Prophets and gifted men that they need

Plence in the Churc), 1 for it is a fhame Jor a woman 1o [pesk,

8% the Church, | So that fo many Affemblies,fo many Churches.

Object.

i
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Obj. Bast it feems there were among the Corinthiags more then
one Congregation by the plural [ Charches. | Anfw.1. Many parti-
cular feafons of Affembling , may be called many Affemblies or
Churches, though the peoole be che fame.” 2. The Epiftle was
a Directory to other Churches, though firft written to the Co-
rinthians.  3:Thofe that fay, it wasto Corinth , and other Cj-
ty-Churches that Pau! wrote, need no further anfwer : It feems
then each City had buta Congregation, ifthat werefo. 4 .€¢n-
chreawas a Church neer to Corinth, to whom Pas! might well
kaow his Epi?tle would be communicated - and more fuch there’
might be as well as that, and yet all be entire free Churches.

SoinCsl.4.16. [ And when this Epsftless read among you; .
canfe that it be read alfo in the Church of the Laodiceans, and thas
ye bikewife read tbe Epiff’e fromLaodicea JThis Church was fuch -
asan Epiltle might be read in,which doubtlefs wasan Affembly.
The whole matter feems plain in the cafe of the famous Church
at Antioch, A 11, 26,04 while year they affembled themfelves
with the Church and tamght much peoplz ] Here is mention but
of Oxe Affemb 'y which is called the Conrch; where the peo-
ple, it feems, weretaught, And its plain that there were ma-
ny Eldersin this one Church; for A&s13. 1. it faid | There
were in the Charch that was at Antioch cerrain P aphé{“:’land!f
Teachers T} And five of them arenamed,whoare faid to Minifter
there 1o the Lord | And though T do not conclude that they were
. all"the fixed Elders of that particular Chureh', yer while they

were there they had no lefs power then ifihey had been fuch. In
the chird Epiftle of fobn,where there is oft meation of that parti-
cu'ar Church, it appeareth Fer/e 6. that it was fucha Cl_m‘rch as
before which the 'rethren and ftrangers could bear W|T_¢f§ »of
Gasas Charity: And its moft probable thae was one ‘Aﬂe{nbt}’a
but utterly improbable thac they travailed from Congregation {0
Congregation to hear this witnels. And 7%7/. 9, 10 g T
fuch a Church as %sbs wrote an Epiftfe to, and which Droire
phes calt men ou: of : which is moft likely to bea- Congrcf-_
gwion , which might ar once hear thac Epifile, and out 0
which Diotrepbes might eafilier rej=& firangers, and reje :
Apoftles letters , then out of many fuch Congregitions, Gal.
1. 22. When Pasl {zith, he was Uskuown by face' to the Churches

L 2% 3 Ak ich were
of Fulea, itis molt likely e,ha:'théy were (}hurches whué able

& the
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. capable. of fecing and knowing his face not osly by parts;“but-a§
Churches. - And its likely thofe Churches that praifed Luke, arna

Jent bim with Vaul as their chofen meffenger, were fuch as could

wmeet to choofe him, and not fuch as our Dioceffes are, 1 Cor.16.
1, 2. Paunl gives order both to the Church of Corinth, and the

(asitis ordinarily expounded )they fhould give in their part for
the relief of the Churches of fudea. So thatit feems moft like-
ly that he makes [ (hurches ] and fuch Affembliesto beall.one,
Aits 14. 23. They ordained them Elders,(burchby Churchor
-#s every Church. ” Here itis confeffed by thofe we plead againft, 3
that Elders fignifie not any fubje& Elders having no power of
Ordination or Government : And to [ay that by. Eldersineach
~Church is meant only one Eider in each Church , is to for-
fakethe letter of the text without any proved Neceffity : We
fuppofe it thercfore fafer to.believe according to che firit fence
of the words, that it was E/ders in every (baurch, that is, more
then one in every Church that were ordained. And what fort
. of Churches thefe were, appearsin the following verfes, where
even of the famous Church of Antioch its faid, Verfe 27.when they
were come | and bad gathered the Charch together,they rebear/zd all
tat God had done by them —— So that its “plain that this Church
was a Congregation to whom they might make fuch rehearfal.
AndChap. 15. 3. Ttsfaid that they.were brought on their way by
the Chuirck: And if it be not meant of all,buta part of the Church,
yetit intimateth whatis aforefsid, 3 :
Toconclude, though many of thefe texts may be thought to
fpeak doubtfully, yetconfider 1. That fome do moft certainly
declare that it was particular ftated Aflemblies thae were then
called Churches, even Governed Churches, having their Offi-
.cers prefent. 2. That thereis no certain proof of any one par-
ticular Political Church that confifted of many [uch flated Af-
femblies. 3. That therefore the Texts that will bear an expo-
fition either way , muft be expounded by the certain,and not by
the uncerrain texts; fo that I may argue thus,

I imallthe New Teftament | .the word U Church] do often
fignific ffated wor[bipping fingle Affemblies s andoftents uffd Jo
A waj admis.that interpretation 3 andis never once #[ed certainly
50 fignific many particular fFated worfhipping Affeméblies ruled oi{
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snefized Bifbop, thes we bave anyjuft canfzto [uppofethat the par-
ticular Political ((hurches in Scriptare times. confifted bur af ot
- fuch ftated Congregation.But the Anrecedent is tme;rhf"é{”cf” s
~ the Confequent. ; }

As for theNew Epifcopal Divines that fay There were ne [ub-
je€t Presbyters in Scripture times: 1 fuppole accor'dmg to thc_:xc
principles, they wlil grant mealichis, as isaforefaid. And for
others, the Inftances that they bringto the contrary fhould be
briefly confidered. The great {waying Inftance ofall ( which
- -did fomesime prevail withmeto be my felf of another mind )

‘isthe Numerous Churchat Fersfalems :  Of which its faid chac
three thoufand were converted at once,and five thonfand at ano-
- ther time, and the word mightily grew and prevailed, and dai-
ly fuch were added to the Church as fhould be faved : to which
fome add the mention of the Miriades of believing Jews yet zeal-
ous of the Law , which the brethren mentioned to Paul, Ats
21.20. And theinflance of Ephefusand Rome come next. But
I remember kow largely this bufinefsis debated between thelate
Affembly atweffminflerand theDiflenting Brethren, that I
thinkit unmeet to interpofe in it any furcher'then to annex thefe
few confiderations following. : : ;

1. That alf that is faid on that fide, doth not provecertainly
tha thac one Church at Fers/faless was the eighch parefo bigas
‘Giles Cripple-gate Parifb, or the fifth part (o big as Stepaey or.Se-
pulchres nor neer fo big as Plimeth or fome other Country. Pa-
rithes. 2. Thatitis paft doubt that the magnitude of that Body of
Believers then at Jerufulens, was partly acccidental,and the tlxmm!:
bers cannot at all be proved fettled cohabitants,nor that € ﬁnréﬁ B 11y
as in its ficft unordered Mafs be the proved to be the fitte proveth thac
patternfor imitation. 3. ThatChrift hath not punéually deter m‘l?’ gh“ﬁh;gm
ed how many members fhall be in a particular Chureb. 4. But t ; big;m /o
ends ( being perfonal holy communion ) are the Rule b}(‘”h‘c that the Ru-
bumane prudence muft determine it. 5. Thacits ﬁgter one Church |~ may
inltance give way to many in point of our-imitation, then of ma- yacch for all;

; : i heir fouls as
ny to thatone, cereris paribus. 6. Thatits known amopg us tbat : :elr:h(; s
give account of all.  On which text Dr. fer. Taylorinbis late ‘n;aokof %eps‘r:\ct?l%%rﬁ
{aith [ [ am {ure we cannot give account of fouls of which we have no _onc iy et
preflech to perfonal condu&. ~Let them then be Bifhops of no bxggelr a Dioc
*an take fuch perfonal notice and conduét of, left they judge chemfe vc‘::;orc
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more then are proved to have been members of that Chu;cg;
may hear one man preach at the fame time. 1 have none o t 5
loudeft voices, and yet when I have preached to a Congregatrx‘qﬁ

judicious men to be a leaft ten thoufand thofefarthe

judged by j |
off faid they could well hear ( asI was certainly informed. )
y paflages hiftoricall in “criprure that

7. Thatits certainby man £
ter multitudes, and were heard at far

men did then fpeak to grea
greater diftance then now they can orderly be : whicb.I con-
jecture was becaufe their

‘ voices were louder, as in moflt dryel'v
bodies ( which dryer Countreys have ) is commonly feen, when
moifter bodies have ofter

hoarfer voices;and other reafons might
concur,

7#{alem wight all hear ar
Supper together.

perfonal communion in fome holy Ordinan-

ght at once make known their
minds to. 9. And then thereafon of receiving the Supper in fe-
veral places feems to be buL.bccaufe'they
teceive allin, 'as to hear in. Andfo
rithes Affemblies fubordinate to the chief Affembty: For divers
families at once may meet at one houfe
repetition, prayer or other duties ; -and fome may be at Chap-
Pels of. eafe that cannot come to the ful affembly. 10. They
thazare for PresbyterialC

fay; that Té‘e’remuﬁ'&e
but(only-thar, Theps: may be many?- If then there be no Necel-

fiegof i, 1. Should.it n6t be for by when it appearech to pru-
dence moft icconvenient

(' as frequently it will no doubt.)
2:And when it is Nece(Tar

y for a peaceable Accommodation; .
. becaufe others thinkit a fin . (1

» {hould nota My be give placeto

_ X ?
k ory.confulrations, ceteris pm‘lb’” 3
11, Itis granted alfo by tl;

gation have nota charge of Governing other neighbour ¢ on-
gregations in Confiftory, {on

¢ rather thenanother, w%}ich rheg
governnot, though perhaps as neer them ) but bycon‘ent.AR :
ta ficet,not an gporrer - m“'fufh*‘“?/"”;)
pleaded for - fo while wo fuc) confent is given, we have xofuc
@bzrge; of Go
forceus to fuch confent. . 12, And Laftly, thatifafirgle Con-

gl-egation

8. Thatit is confeffed or yielded that the © hurch at fe-

once, though not all receive the Lords -
And if fo, then they were no more then
might at once have.

had not a room fo ficto
wehave now in many Pa- -

,2and diversat another,for

hurches of many Congregations,do ngt b
#any,. to make the firft political Chureb,

em, thatthe Paftors of one Congre= -

verning neighbonr Congregations ;-and none may

R i A oo
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.~ gregation with it own Officer, or Officers, be not atrue parti-
. cular Political Church ; then onr ordinary Parifh aflfemblies
- arenone;and where the Presbyterian Government is not fet u
. (whichisup but in few places of England ) it would then follow
. that we bave no true Poljtical Churches left among us(&perhaps
- -never had: ) whichT meet yet with few {o uncharicable as to af-
- firm, except che Papifts and the Separatiftsand a few of the new
fort of Epifcopal Divines, who think we have no Churches for
want of Bifhops, ( except where Bifhops yet are retained and
~ackoowleged.) - ~
For my part I would not lay toc great a firefs apon any forms
- or modes which may be altered ordiverfified. Ler the Charch
- have bus [uch a Nomber of fouls as may be confiftent with the ends
and[o the cffencedf a particular Church, that theymay hold per-
- Jonal boly commnnion | andthen I will not guarrel about the name.
- of one or two Congregarions mor whetber they muft needs all meet to-
gether for all ordinances |- poy the like. Yeal think « full number
. ( fothey be notfo full or diftant, as to beuncapable of that com-
¥ munion ) are defireable , for the firength and beauty of the
Church ; and too fmal Churches , ifit may be, to be avoided.
So that all the premifes being confidered , out difference ap-
- pears to be-but fmall in the/z marrers between the Congregatio-
- nal and Presbyterian way, among chem that are moderate, s
T'fhall not prefame more particularly to enter into that de-
bate, whick hathbeen fo far proceeded in already by fuch Reve-.
- rend men,but thallretnrn to che relt of the rask before promifed.
. -#gainft the Diocefan Churches as the fuppofed fubje& ofche
- Bithops Government. : ; "
As for Scripture times and the pext fucceeding together, I
fhall before T ook into other teftimonies, propound thefe
two Arguments, 1. ¥rom the Bifhops office, which was be-
fore mentioned. 1f the office ofa Bifhopinthofe times, Wﬂ;
to do fo much work g5 could not be done by him for 2 Ch%rcf
any greater than our Parifhes, then were the Churches of thofe
times no greater then our Parifhes : But the Antecedent is
true; therefore o isthe confequent. The works are before
# -mentioned, Preaching, Praying, adminiftring the Lords Sup-
¥ per, vifiting the fick, reducing hereticks, reproving, cenfuring,
#bfolving : to which they quickly added too much more of their
Mz ' g

-
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owa. The impoffibility of a faitbful performance of this to more

is fo undenyable,that I cannot fuppofe any other anfwer but this

that chey might ordain Presbyters to affift them inthe work,
and fo do mnch ofit by others. But 1.1 before defired to fee it
proved by what authority they mightdo this. 2. Their office
and work are fo infeparable that they cannot depute othersto do

their work (their proper work ) without deputing them alfo tbo'«'
their affice. For what is an office but the ftate of one Go-

biged and Anthorized to do fuch or fuch a work’A Pregbyter may
not authorize another to preach as the Teacher of a Congregati-
on, and toadminifter the Sacraments, without making him 2
Presbyter alfo : Nor cana Bifhopauthorize any to <_io the work
of a Bithop in whole or by halves without making him a Presby-
ter or halfa Bifhop. 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 argueallo from the Identity of that Church to- which the

Bifhops and Descons were appointed for miniftration. It was
not a Church of many ftated Congregations , or any larger

thanour Parithes for number of fouls that.the Deacons were

made Minifters to : thereforeit was no. other or bigger which
the Bifhops were fetove~. . The confeqnenceis good : bec"’.urc
where ever Deacons are mentioned in Scripture or any Writef
that I'remember. neer to Scripture times,they are ftill mentioned
with the Bifhops or Presbyters as Minifters - to the fame Church
with them,as isapparent both in the feven chofen for the Church
at Ferufalems .andin Phil. 1. 1,2, andinthe Dire@ion of Panl
to Timothy for ordainingthem. And the Angecedent is proved
fromthe nature of their work: For they being to attend o the
tables atthe Love feafts and the Lords Sﬁppcr and.to lookto
the poor, they could not dg this for any grea:e,f number of peo-

ple then wemention ; Whether they had chofe feafts in onc houfe
or manyat once [ determin
it was as much

thoufand people
_ Ml 'proceed a little further towards the times nest: follow-
mZ.; and firft I fhall take
Ortwo learned men that are for Prelacy.

Grotinyin his. Auyes

e not ; but for the number of people, .
as.a Deacon could do at the nemofttoattend d -
in my ‘way. the confeffion of one-

.00 1 Tins. §..17, faith [ Sed z;omndm; -
. g
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eftinnna Urbe magna ficnt plures Synagogas, sta ¢ plures fuiffe Sce the fame-
Ecclefias , d eff, convenths C briftianoram. Et cuiq, Ecclefse thingproved-
fuiffe [anm prefidem, qui populum allogneretnr, & Presbyreros ¥ large by
ordinares. Alexandria tamum eom fuifle morem | ut unns effer G;:fm_" e Ly
smtota wrbeprafes quiad dscendum Dresbyteros per urbem diftris ]; ,:3;&{; $7s
bweres -, docer nos Sozomenus 1.14. ¢ Epipbanius, sés de Ycr1thinkas
Ario agit, dicitg, Alexandrie nunquam duos fuiffe érarims vo- Bloudel! that
ce ca [umpra wor ¥Eoydv  itaut fignificat jusillud qued habebat ,Eei",‘;ﬁ@k e
§ dpyor Ts owvaywyis. -] ;S0 that Grorins affirmeth that Bi- A’}‘};f’”g’;’fh :
fhops had not then fo much asall the converted perfonsofa great
City under their care, butthe Churches and Affemblies were
the fame,and each Affembly bad a Prelate, and in the great Ci-
ties there were many of thefe Churches and Prelates, and that
only the City of Alexandria had the cutom of havingbur one-
fuch Bifhop in the whole City. : -

2. Thofe learned menalfo muft grant this caufe who maintain
that Peter aud Panl were both of them Bifhops of Rome at once,
there being two Churches;one of the Circumcifion under Peter;
the other of the uncircumcifion under Pau/: and that ene of
them had Lissns, and the other Clerus for his Succeffor, and that
this Chu-ch was firlt united under Clemenszand che like they fay
of two Churches alfo at Anrioch,and elfwhere,If this be fo,then
thereis no Law-of God that Bifhops fhould be numbred by Ci~
ties, butmore Bifhops then one may bein one City,and were,.
even when Chriftizns comparatively werea {mall parcof them.

3. Alfo Mr. Thorndike and others affirm that it was then the
cuftome for the Bifhops and Presbytersto fic in a femicircle,
and the Bifhop higheftin-a Chair,and the Deaconsto {tand be-
hind them: This he gatherech from the Apaft. Conftisns. Igna-
tius, Dionyfins Arcop.-and the Jews Conftitutions, ( ia his Apott.
form page 71.and  Right of the Church, &c. p.93.94,95- )
And if chis were fo, it feemsthat Bifhops, Presbyters and.Dea-
cons wete all the Officers of one fuch ftated -Congrcgatiﬂﬂs,af}d
had not maay fuch Congregitions under them: For the Bithop -
could be’but “in one place at once, and therefore this could be
the cultome but of one Churchin his Diocefs, if hé had many,
whereas it is made the form of the erdinary Chriftian Affem--
blies. £5 ' ‘

.Tbe {ame learned man ( Right of Church p. 65. ) f[a:j' 21:::’
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L-About Saint Cyprians 1ime, and ot afere, be finds mention of fer-
led Congregations in the Conntry | By which it may be well con-
jeQured what a fmall addition the Bifhops had out of the Coun-
treys to their City Churches,and how many Congregations they

- Governed in the Apoftle dayes and afer.
He affirmeth alio chat | 24, power of the Keyes belongeth 16
the Presbyters, and thatite convertible with the power of cele-
.: ﬁrating the Enchariff, and thatshe Reafon Whyit belongs tothem,
Page 98- ibid. and that | zbe: Pyyyer of the Keys, that is, the whole
~Power of the Churcly whereof thay poweris the root and fourfe , 35
Commento B Jbops and Presbyrers ) page 128 and that to thisall
{fides agree,page 106. and thae by their Grant Deacons and others
. may preach but not Rule oy adminfer the Livds Supper + fee page
118,123, “Andheis far from being of their mind.chat thinkin
-Scripture tumes there was butone fingle Bifhop.. without other
-Presbyters in a Diocefan Church: For he fuppofed many in 2
Congreganon-,Pdge 126 he faich [Yon fee by St.Pasud,1 Cor.14-
 that ene 4 ﬂémél] whereof he fpeaks there, furnifhed with a
- 87eat samber of Prophers , whether Presbyters | - or over and
above they,, v the Records of the Chaurch, we find divers times
4 whole Benc), of Preshyrers prefiding ar one Affembly.] And
“before he had fhewed how they fate about the Bifhop, and the
~rongregation ftood before them. And page 127. hefaith that
L Clemens the Difeiple of the Apofties,ix bis E piftle to the Corinthi-
4B 10 Compofe 4 difference among the Presbysers of thar Church

Partly aborst the cofobration ef the E #ucharift advifeth thess to agree
414 take their surms in ic. J I confefs Tknnw not whence he hath
A_._zhxs ( doqbtlgfs notin the true approved Epiftle of C/ément; ) but
were then many Pres-
2.And that thae Church was but

.1 O 1Sitnot likely that he would have charged them to geta
Bilhopif they had not,to Govern fuch a djfagreging .Pre,sbyt%ry?

And
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And page 129,130, 131. he fhews that [ the condemmning of
Marcion 4z Rome, andof Noelus az Ephefus, are exprefly [asdby
Epiphanius, Here/. 42. sum.1. ¢5*'2. Hare[. §7 nnm. 1. to have
been done and pafed by the Agt of the Preshyters of thofe (Churches
And which is of later dase, the Excommunication of Avdro.-
nicus in Synefius §7.8piff. L findreported o have paffed in the fame
(ort,and all this agreeable o the prattice rccorded in Scriptare |
alledging, 1.Tim. 5.19. A%s21. 18, citing Cwprian Ep. 46:and
the Apoff. ("onftir. and faith, Blondell in this might have (pared his -
exad diligence, it being granted, ¢c. Mr. Thorndike alfo tells
us pag. 62+ -of the words of Ninins,, that | in Irelundalone,
Saint Parrick;at the firft plantation ot Chriftianity 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 Jre/and to this- day hath not feven Citiec?
and when all this was done at the firft plantation of the Gofpel 2
Ithink we had this fort of Epicopacy. Even fince the Refor-
mation there is reckoned in Zre/and but four Arch:bifhepsnine-~
teen Bifhops.What think you then were 365. Bifhops at the firlt
plantation of the Gofpel 2 - e : : ,

To proceed to fome further Evidence. 1.Tts manifeft in (e~
mens Rom. Epift. to the Corinthians there is mention of ‘no more
but two Orders, the one called fometime Bifhops,lometime Prese - Siiii
ters, the other Deacons, page 54, 55; §7. *and this he faith the fam:gt Xom
Apolles did as knowing that contention wonld arife abosut the xjeus i %
name of Epifcopacy,and that they fo ferled the Minsterial Offices zzers unpdo-
that others fbould [ucceed in them when fome were deceafed.For "””"Jf‘i}:
my part [ cannot fee the leaft reaforr to be of therr mind [h,".' Z:;(;f &c.]
think Clemens here doth fpeak only of Prelates o fupereminent ; o= gy, .
Bifhops, ( of which 1 refer the Reader to Mr. Burtossnotesin givites igitue
bisEnglith Tran{lition of Clemens ) But fuppole it werefo : & #ibes pre-
If at that time the Churches had- none but fingle Bithops; it is ;f;if;‘f;;’f}’;; b
plain then that they were but fingle Congregations: Forno . ©o
other Congregations having communion in their-then-ordinary, s ohuntes in
publike worthip; cou'd be managed without a Bifhop or Presby- S ’gﬁéf;
¢ 0] A~

~e¢ is i'upfoofed by fome to refpect only
But the -words ‘dc-

coroseorum qui Creditii erant J1 know that 274 ya

corémig. to the more obvious plain {ence do feem to-estend it toboth, and punke pofiich -

differenc: at all. ) ~
: 2 ter
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»ter to do the work.But for them that fleight Mr. Burtons & other
mens plain Reafons concerning the judgement of Clem. Remans,
-and force his words to {peak what they mean not, I defire them
to obferve the judgement of Gretins whom they profefs fo much
te value: who in his Epiffel, 162 44 Bignon. gives this as
-one Reafon to prove this Epiftle of Clemens genuine [ Puod
nu[quam meminits exfortis sllis; Epifcopornm antoritatis, que £c-
clefie confuctyding poft Maresi mortens Alexandrie, arg; coexenss
plo alibi, introducs. cepit | Jed plané ut Paulus-Apoffelns Oﬂt’fw‘{lt
Ecclefias communi P resbyterorumg qus-sidem omnes ¢ Epifcops ip-
£ Panlog; dicuntur confilio fuifle gubernatas. Nam gnod
wox bspla, Avivas, g adisis nominat, omnia ifta _nomina non "_d
Ecclefiam [ed ad T emplims Hierof. pertinent :  unde. infers omwuis
veflo ordine agenda, fi Fudeis, tanto magis Chriffianis’] You
Aee that Grosius (then, ) and ‘Clemess, in his judgement, were
againft Prelacy.

2.The very famel fay.of Prelacie, Epiff. 44 Philip.which men-
tioneth only two forts, "Presbyters and Deacons.

3. And though Ignatis; oft mention three, it feems to ‘me that
-they were all but the Governours or Minifters ofone Congrega-
tion, -or-of no more people then oneof our Parifhes. Jn the
Epift.ad Smyrs. he.faith[ O &y gavii 6 imGroTCr, ixer 7 AN

€Sas Somp Smy KPS, Tage 0 $gdlni@  cpgmed magisnnsy-
1€ Ubi Epifeopus Prafens fuerit, illnc & plebs Congregetsr,

r _ﬁmtf" & ubi Chriftns eff omuis militia ceeleftis adeft | as the com-
man interpreter tranflatethii, ' ;

L#e vid. eff iy Edir. Periomii &
Cperis,) & c. [Ubi comparneris £ pi[coptf,ibi & Mulritndo fit;
uemadmodum abi Chrifus, ib; omnis aftat exercisys colefts |
as Hicr. Vairlenins e Videlins tranflateit ; O .E ’Uﬁ”f"‘]f
“Apparet Epifcopns,illic mmltitnds fity quemadmodum niiq, #bi
oft Chrifp #s Fefns, illic Catholica E cclefia | as Ufpers old Tran-
lation. ~"Andby ¢he Contextit appeareth that this plebs,or mul
#itudo is the Church which he ruleth,and not only one Congre-
fation ameng many that are under him : For this doch with-
out diftin&ion-bind all the people®one as well as another , o
‘be where the Bifhopisor appeareth, viz. in the publick Affem-
‘bly for Communion in Worfh; P- Itis plain therefore there that
were not then many fuch Affemblies under him : ocherwife all
1aveone muft have neceffarily difobeyed this command.

And

e e e e
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And inthe Epiltle to the Philadelphians hehath [ Mia jdp
iy 5 oaiE 9% awghs Inged ) B QuTE T alua T UL sy Sne
wu'ér;  Bic 5 d¢7C Tols e Bpdoln & W milipior’ meis Baess
 dievephn . v Bugsashosey mlen T wewansie, W es mcren &

L gua 70 mpeelilesio 5 oy  mis diardvors ois curdiness pe
“i.e. [ Una enim eft -caro Domini moftri Fofu Chrifti, & annsil-
lins [angwis qui pro nobis effafus eff, & nnns calix-guiproomnibus
nobis diftributus eft, wunus panis qui omnibus fraftus eff, anam al-
tare omni Ecclefie, ¢~ #nus Epifcopus cum preshyrerornm Colle-

£io & Diaconis conferyis meis, ) ; \
Here it is manifeft that the particular Church which in thofe
- ddyes was governed by a Bifhop, Presbyreryand Deacons,was
- but one Congregation ;- fort every fuch Cliurch had butone
Altar.: Yevnod rm sk vinna v Mbamissd et 530
,Obje&. But fome Greck_ (opies leave ot vt Snuprpiz. .
. Anfw. 1. The corrupt vulgar tran{lation mxg,hc occafien the
- change ofthe texs, faith Bithop Ufker ( Annot.tll?.“j;f’ﬂ,ﬂe'40.’)
[ intermediaitia; ext interpresasione bic. excidiffe videantuiry .
2. Theold tranflation/of Bifhop-Tbér which leavesit out,yet
bath Unum Altare ¢ mnus Epifcopnsy €c. and the fence isthe -
, hach the like 10
: gther places,as we fhall fee anon; which forbiddeth fuch quarrels -
RPN L ydutinsins (it % e "7 ANRERS A
j Obje&. But faith the Learned and Godly Bi(hop':Dm"mé’;;,
“(Def.li. 2. cap. 6. page 109. ) theword Altar being‘f»’é’;‘wﬂ”d‘ﬂ(
for the Communion tabie, isnot likely, a-dtoo much favonrest!
of Popery: bns by one Alraris meant C brift, who. fam‘l‘!ﬁ"’b‘- "”j""?‘
Sacrifices and Oblations and mak;thtbem-aacepmble‘ta Gody a5
Ignatius expounderh himfelf in bis Epiftde to the Magnefiins All ;
© a5 one run rozether into the Temple of God,umroone e [ms Chrift asit
Cwereuntoone Altar. | 390 )
To thisI anfwer,  thatit is fome confirmation to 'me; that -
the words are fo exprefs, that fo learned a man bath no more -
to {ay by way of evafion.: . For doubtlefs this is too. grofs and
P ¢ to fatisfie the judicious impartial reader. 1. Fhat the -
very text which he eireth of the Epiftle to- the ~Mugkf[?ﬂmﬂ
- doth make fully againft him, I fhall{hew anon. - 2.1 bagstsds not -
Chrift that ismesnt here by the & Jvrasigior, is evident - 3.In -

that Chrift his feffrand blood are before diftin&ly men;ionﬂ:t;' :
. = e

Py
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2. In that the word is put in order among the external Ordinan-
~ces: 3.Inchatitis (o ufual withother ancient writersand Jg#s
tsus himfelf to ufe the word Busszschipir inthe fence as we now
take it, that it will be plain violence to imagine thac it is Chrift
_that was meanc by ir.  And for Popery, there is no fuch matter
of danger, in ufing a word Metaphorically: Otherwife we
ke the Ancients commonly to be friends to Popery ;
for they ordinarily call the Lords Table and the place where it
LMay TheTableand the Sacrarinm or place
-of sts flanding : for thisfeems plainly the meaning of /gnasizs
fofaith Biﬂ]\’\p U/bgr Anwor. in Joc. ”b‘ /'”P. E Altare “Pﬂd ‘Pa-
tres menfam Dominicam paflim demotar apud Ignatiom & P oly-
carpum; Sacrarium qusq,. [So E,Stephens Alsarinm S acrarinm.
See what Learneer.Tbamdil(e himtelfin hisRight of the Charch,
&c. page 1 16. faith to this purpofe more largely ; where con-
cerning Jgnatius hisufe of the fame word to the Ephefians he
faich [ where 51 i, manifeft that the Church is called 4 Santian:
73 o place of fucrificing * Mr. Meadin his Difcourfe of the name
Altar page 1 4. theweth that Ignatins by Bvetasipior means the
 Lords Table, and takes Videliys his conceffion,as of a thing that
could not bedenyed. In the Epjftle of Ignatins. ( or wheever
elfe) o Polycarp Bithop of Smyrna he laich,Crebrius celebran-
Ay conventus Synodiq, Nominatim omnes ingmire. Servos O
- wncillas ne faftidias (‘as Vairlenins eranflateth ) or ( as Bifhop
y vﬂer: Old Tranﬂation ) Sgpg Cangrgg‘tione; ﬁdﬂt- Ex nominé
Nt JHEYE S Servos b ancitlas we'defpiciss, ~emem—— ] Whe-
 ther ﬂ"? Were Ignatius or not, allsone to me, as long as [ufe
- buthiftorically to prove the marter of fad n thofe times. Bat
Aurely no man {hould marvail if I hence gather that great Poly-
¢arp was Bithop but of oneCongregation, when he muft enquire
or take notice of every one of his Congregation by name, even
as much as fervanes

and maids. 1 would every Parifh Miifter
were {0 exadtly acquainted with his flock !

Apother paffage there s in Ignatins ta the fame purpofe, Epiff -
f‘d Magnef. [Ddvrs o¢ cis, 51e 78y pady 0% GuiT e T mglle ™
gV f.fv‘nu;ﬁptav s ¢ Tva Tugovy XPsivs e Omn;u adwnati ad
Templum Dei concurrite | fecut ad anmm Altave . ficut ad nnnm
‘ éﬁ’/hm Chriffam , asthe valgar cranflation. Or as Vairlenins

Omines velut unns quifpiam in templum Dei cogenrriie, 'uelu;
. - a
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ad wint Alreyal ¥ um]So the old Latine in
Ufper to the fame'plifpore. .o . words beforegoing he
- bids them [ Come allto one place for pray.. | Here 15 no room

i

- for Bithop Downams comceit , that its Chrift thats meant by
busiasiptor : For they are plainly put as diftin® things : as if
| be thouldfay, come all to ome Altar, astoone Chriff. i. €. be.

caule itis but one Chriffthat is there to be partaked of. All this

~ doth fo evideatly prove thatin thofe dayes a Bifhopwith bis Pref
bytery and Deacons, had but one Congregation meeting atone .

Altar for Church Commnnion in the Encharift, that it caufed
- Mr. Afead ( in bis Difcourfe of Churches pag. 48, 49, 50.
- Cent. 2. ) to fay as followeth, having cited thele words of Ig-
 matius | Loe bere a_Te)nple with an Alrar in it, whether the Mg -
 nefians are exhorted to gather them[elves together to prfz]': To comc.
- sogether inone place, &c. For it isto be obfervedthat 5 thefe Pri-
| mitive times they had bar one Altarina Charch, asa Symbole,
| boththat they worbipped but one God throngh one Medimor'?e[m
| Chrift, andalfo of the Uzity the Churchonght to havtis it [e .
| Whence \gnatius ot only here, bnt alfoin bis Epiftle tothe Phila-
- delphians urgeth the umty of the Altar for a motive so the Con®
- gregation to agree tqgether in@he 1 For unum Alcare ( faih he )
. omni Ecclefizz, & unus Epifcopus cum Presbyterio & Diaconts
confervis meis. T his cuffome of ome Alraris [Hill retained by the
- Greek Charch® The contrary ufeis & tranfgreffion of the Latines,
- motonly Symbolicallyimplying, bat'veally introdncing.n mrvieiz,
¢ &c. Nay more thew this it fbould [eers that in thofe firff
- times, before Dioceffes were divided into thoft leffer and [ubordi-
. nate Charches, weca lwow Parifbes, and Presbyters aﬁgﬂed’ to
E t'hfr#;‘ they bad 5ot anlyone Altar in one Church or Domimecum,
ut one Altar'toa Chureh, taking Church for the company o
Corporation of 1hy faithfull, snited. under onc Bifbsp er Pajior
~and that way iy the ‘City or place where the Bifpop bad bis
Se and Refidence like as the Fews bad but one Alrar and Temp ¢

- Jor the whole Nation unized indér one high Pricft. Aud yet f”,f',’f’
Jesshad thiir Synagognes, [operbap: might they have more Ora=
tors°s Lhen oney thongh vheir Alrar were but oney there wamely n.’here
the Bifhup was.  Dielolis fairh Juftin Martyr, omnium g vel

in oppidis vel ruri degunr, in eandem locum conventus fits
Nagmely as be theretells ws, tocelebraze, andparticipate the boly

Nz - £ E#chﬂﬂL’;"J
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Edchariff, . Whywasthis | bar !

to celebratein ? and #alefs this ., Rl s
that a Schifmatical Bi/bop was [aid conflituere or callocare !
ud Alcare ? andshar 4 Bifbop and an /I:’tqr: are made .correlattw;:.
See S. Cypriag Epiff. 40. 72, 73. de anit. Ecclef. And thw

" kadpgtanar );-glxce:

perbapsislgaatius to be snderffood in ‘thas foreqaoted paffage: of
his "Ev § a

7 Susiachoioy Unum Alrare omni Ecclefie, & unus Epilco-
Pus cum Presbyterio & Diaconis 1 Sofar Mr. Mf’“d" : 4
ope upon the confent of fo admirable € Critick and learne
man, it will not be fo much blame-worthy in me,if I fpeak forgc-
what the more confidently this way ; and fay, that 1 think that
nand Tyranny that hath overfpread the Ct‘x.urI
ery much from the changing the Apoftolica
fetting up many Altars and Congre-.
Sations under one Bifhop in one ( pretended particular )
Church,
I had three or four paffages ready to cite out of Ignatins but
thefe are {o exprefs , that [ apprehend the reft the lefs neceffary
to be mentioned.

The next therefore that I fhalf mention fhall bethe forement;-
oned words of Fuftin AMartyr Aol. 2, cited by Mr. Mea e
and by others frequently to this purpofe: In which I obferves!l

ches hath been v

‘thefe particulars full to the purpofe. 1. That they had butone
Afl;

embly each I.ords day for Church communion for %r;e
Church, 2. That this was for reading and prayer and the Eucha-

rift.3.That the Prefident(whe ts. commonly by thofe of the Epif-

«copal judgementfaid tobe here meant the Bifhop) did preach

and givethanks and adminifter the fupper: fo that it was ;d;
miniftred but to one Congregation as under that Bithop of tha

Church, for he could not be in two placesaconce. 4. Thatto
the Abfent the Deacons carried their portion after the confe-
cration : fothat they had not another Meeting and Congre‘g;\;;i
-on by themielves for thatend. Thie isall fo plain thac I 2
think it needeth no Vindication.  So that were there but t hca g
two Teltimonies, I fhould not marvail if Bithop Downam 28
extended his confeffion a little further | when he acknowledg &

( Def.li. 2, cap..6.page 104. . that [ At the firff and nﬂ:}t;
snthe time of the A poftle Paul.the moft of the Churches fo foon /4
#heir Converfion, didnot cach of them ex.ecd the prapor::;ﬂlom
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