G e

- the main confufio

~ frame of Churches, and

| | (92)
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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populons Congregation , 7 (And then we are not outin {o inter-
preting the words of Paul and other writersofthe holy Scri-

pture. ) The next that I {hall mention ( whoever was or whea

ever he lived ) is Dionyf. de Ecclef. Hierarch.cap. 4. where he
rels us that the Praefe@ ( wha was the Bifhop,if there wereany )
did Baprize thofe that were converted, and the Presbyters and
Deacons did but affitt him: And abundance of work bementi-
oneth which they had withail thac they Baprized, and they cal-
fed all the'Congragation rogether whe joyned in Prayers with
the Bifhop at the Baptifm. Allwhich fhews that he was then
the Bifhop but of one particalar Church, which ordinarily Af-
fembled together for publick worfhip. For, 1.If he had many
fuch Churches or Congregations under him, ke could not be thus
prefent to celebrate Bapaim in them all. Nor would one only be
mentioned as his charge. ~ 2. Noris it poffible that one Bifhop
fhould »ith foloriga way of Baptilme as is there defcribed, be
able to Baprizeall the perfonsina Diocefs fuchas ours, or the
twentieth part of them,much lefs inthofe times, when befides

the Infants of Beligvers, the moft eminent fort of Baptifm,and

greateft labour, was about the roultitudes of Adult Converts,
that by the Gofpel were daily addedtothe Church.. -

Gregory Thanmatargns Was as by force made Bifhop of

Neosefarcas and yet his whole Diocefs or City had but feven-
teen hritians in it at his encrance,though when he died he found

upon enquiry but feventeen Pagans, {o great a change was made -

by the Gofpel and by Miracles : but by this Diocels of feventeen
fouls we may conjecture what the Churches wereinthofe cimes.
(though we fhould allow others tobean bundred times as great,
they would not be (o great as the renth part of many Parifhes in
 England. )See thetruth of this paffage in Gre
Greg. Thanmatur. twice over he recresic. And Bafil. Mag k.
de Spir. Sanc. c. 19. And Romsan. Breviar. Die 15. Novemb.
And the Memolog. Grec. tentioned before Greg. Neoce[ar-
works Printed ad Parss 1622. But I {hallreturn to fome before
Gregory. - - Lt T .
The next that 1 fhall cite is 7 erssllian, that well known place
in his Apofog. c. 39. | Corpus [umns de confcientia Religionts Eﬁ‘
DL/ltplmz unitare @"ffﬂ“fé’d}'nj. Coimnsin CELAM (on Congreg‘tl-

oncm #t ad Devim quafi mans faité precationibis ambiamss
£ = N 3  orantes.

. Niffen Oratsoin
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orantes. —Cogimur ad divinaram litevarnm C om?nfm;:ﬂfé ;:: :’_’
oo 0 i et s i o g
am  figimus, difciplinam praceptorum m/otlom;'nm e o
#s denfamns : ibidensetian exhortationes, Caftigationes, e
[ara Divina : pam, € judicarur MALN0 CHM Pondere ut ap
tosde Dei confpecty 2
figussita dels{qiferit,m a communicatione Or;atza??” s‘@{:“ N’.}w”r:z;‘..’
& omnis [anli commercii re!egemr.Pr&ﬁden{—pfoédf’ _"7;‘”7’ J lain
éres, &c. JIf1be able to under(tand Tersatlian ;- itis ere Pbled
that each( harch confifted ofope Congregation,which affem his
for Worthip, and Difcipline ac once or in one place, a”db‘ r'h
hurch was it that had Prefidents or Seniors to guide [hfﬂ.l O;e
in Worthip and by Difcipline. - So that if there were any ”}Ore
of thefe Affembliesin one particular Political Church, then tner‘
were more Bifhops then one,or elfe ochers beﬁdcs‘Bt_thps exg »
cifed chis Difcipline : But jndeed its here plainly inzimated t 33
Bifhops were then the Guides of Congregations ¢ fingle, ) an
not of Dioceffis con(ifting of many fuch,
T thall pye Lerta'lians meaning out of doubt by another place,
and thatis, 4, Corona Af;
A & in tempore vifly,

litis cap. 3. [Ei(clyarzﬂib‘e Sﬂcrfmcﬂ{-

s €& omnibrs mandatum 4 Domino,ets-
am antelucan;s ripiby, > #ec de aliorum many #3m prefidentinm
[#mimus.] And if they received chis Sacrament of none but the

Prefidents, ( and thas every Lords day at leaft,as no doubt they
did ) then they coylq bave o more. Congregations in a2 Church
then they had Prefidents. And (:hough Pameliy, fay thac by
Prefidents here s meant alfo Presbyters, yer, thofe that we now
pute aguinitunderftand ic of the Prelaces.” And ifthey will not
fo do,then may we will interpret (fc

forefaid paffuge Apol.to be
meant of che fame fort of pef; You may foon fee -

. elidents, and then
what Bithops were 0 Tertullian, dayes. For we have noreafon

to think thar they are not the ame fo ¢ ofOff
Prefidents and of whom he th

. ere lhirf‘.,PrtZﬁdfm probati Seriores.
So inthe foregning words in Tertallian
R

wty fed o alignando prius iy

Ec'slc/i,z’_[né A tsfire
ant conteftamnr nos rensnciare Digbolo,

(o Pampae"ié- aneclis egus ]
O morethus initiared then the

s engage in the Congregation, And I
clieve they take chi Aniiftes for a Bithep.

gen s And

= R RN G+ e oy S e s e

s [ummumq, futwri jndicii prejadicinm <ff .

cers which he calleth

yibid 1es faid{ Aqnam -
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And here'by the way lec this argument be noted. ing its
palt doubt that the firitfence of tg)c word éxxansia is fiimc{i;j
or holy Affembly ic felf, why fhould the Meceting place be io of-
ten called aifo Ecclefia in thofe times, in the borrcwed [ence, but
only in Relation to the People there affembled? and irs plain
'that; iz wasbut one Congregation and not many that affembled
. inthat place : and therefore it was from that one that the Place
- is called Ecefefis.  Thatit isoft fo called, befides chis place of

Tertullian ( which feems fo toufe the word ) [referyou to

Mr. Arads exercitation of Temples, who provesit diflin@ly in * Very many
the feveral Centuries. That faying of Theophilus Antiochenws ad gaﬂ?gcsdm-
Antolychum feemsto intimate the whole 1bat Tintend [ fic De- [i)g;;;tinthgtm-

s dedis munds qui peccatorum tempeftatibus ¢ IN. anfragis ja&a. then the Dio-
cefles were

L4z, :Yynagaga.f, qnas Ecclefias Santlas N minamns in quibm ye-

ritatis doctring fervet, ad quas confuginut veritasis ffudiofi, gsor- fmall, perhaps
griot [Avari, Diig, jadicinm & iram evitare volunt. | Sothat 23:1;?,‘;,“,41_
the Churches of thofe times which were as Noahs Ark and where gare : As when

fafety was to be found for the foul, were Sy pagogues O Affem. be faich £hac

blies. So Tertul. de Idololatr ¢. 7. pag.( mibi) 171. Tora die ad ,z'prmzrz_w

hane partem zelus fidei peroravit, ingensit Chriftiannm ab :dolis in f,;%:fuerim

Ecclefiam venive, de adver{ariaofficina in domum Dei venire.—— ) nibil % cng
0

See more places of ; 3 i ilio velt!
places of Tertullian cited by Pamelins oo this place ctt’l‘le";f;ﬁﬁ nfie

nﬂfé. 20. page 177. fpecially feethat de virg: Veland. cap. 13- 20 e,
p-224 . Pw'wlm fer=

* Clemens Alexandrinns hath divers paffages tothe purpofe ientia geg're: \
&c - Any

LProbibeantur offcrie, altuii apud nos & apud confeflores ip[os & apud pleber sniyer {08
caufam [wam | And [ Hec ﬁﬂgt{’lorum t’m&arjz)dzz fr cﬁ’iimm?ljzfpl’mim 7%,!:10# tantim Cir
<o legis meis, [ed & cum pleke ipfd wmver[d ] End [ Vix plebi perfnadcosimme extorged> 2
tales patiantir admittis<r juftior fattuseft fraternitatis Aolorsex €0 qrod wnus aqs alins obmteni:a
};lfl’bt’ & contvadicenteymea tamen facilita’e fufccpzi,pejores e.vtitcwm!—-_]How the ummrﬂf;‘fle S ]
- many Congregations or a Diocefs like ourss thould be confulted ar_hi hear

& thing to admiffion or exclufion from Communion , and be advifed withby €=
prian inall fuch affairs, isnot cafic ro conceive: See his Epift. 3. 6: 10- 13> 14 7-€'y$"’
27’)2‘8’ 33> 40, &rc. > it
; Perufe all the citations of Bloudwell de iure Plebis i7 Regim. Ecclef. and fee whether
t, rey intimate not the {inalnefs of their Diocefles. ( Though 1 believe they prove no fuch
thing as proper Government in the people. ) Yet perufe_all the Authors cited by hiot
there to prove that dic Ecclefie Math. 18. refersto the Congregation of Paftors and peo=
p‘lc together 3 and 1t will much coafirm ¢he point in hand. T {hallnot recite any %
them , becaufe you may there fnd them in the end of Giotius de Impeiio S4m. Doefrs

now

. : e
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~mow inhand. Stromat. li. 7. in the beginning, he mentioneth

theChurchand its officers,which he divideth only into two forts,
Prefbyters and Deacons. But | will name no more parcicular per-
- fons, but come to fome intimations of the point before us from
cuftomes or Praices of the Churchand the Canons of Coun-
cils. . :

And it feemsto methat the dividing of Parifhes fo long after
(or of Titles as they are called ) doth plainly tell us that about
thofe times it was that particular Polcical Church did firft con-
tain many [tated Congregations. And thoughit be uncertain
when this began ( Mr. Zharndike as we heard before conjectur-
eth, about Cyprians dayes ) yer we know that it was long after . {
the Apoftles, and thar it was {trange to lefs populous places long b
after it was introduced ar Rome and Alexandria,where (he pum-
ber of Chriftians, & too much ambition of the Bifhop,occafioned
the multiplication of Congregations under him,and fo he became
a Bifhop of many Churches ( named asone ) who formely was
Bifhop buz of 4 fingle Church. For if there had been enough,
one hundged or fifty or twenty or ten years before, to have made
many Parifhesor laced A ffemblies for communion in worfh'p,
then no doubt byt che light ofNature would have dire@ed them
to have made fome Raced divifions before; For they muflt needs

~Xnow that God was not the God of Confufion but of order in
all the Churches -

© And they had the fame reafons before as af-
ter = And Pefreeﬂtiti)n_ could not be the hindrance any more at
ﬁrﬁthen at la}&: For it was under perfecuting Emperours when
Parifhes or Titles were diﬂinguifhed, and foic might, notwith-
Randing perfecutions have beea done as wel| at firlt as ac laft, if
there bad been the fame reafon. Jt foems therefore very plain
tome that icwas the increafe of Converts that caufed this divifi-
onof Tn.tlcs,anfi"that»in Planting of Churches by -the Apofiles,
and during thejr time, and much after, the Charches confilted \
of no more then our Parifhes, who beix;g mo(tinhabicants of che \
Cities had their mectings there for fulf communian , though 1
-they might have other fubordinate mectings as we have now in e
mens houfes for Repeating Sermons and Prayer,
. Acd as My, Thornd:ke out of N mins tells us: of 365-
Bifhopr icks in freland planted by Pasrick, fo other Authors tell
: - us
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icrédible, Palladins the firlt,and Patrick next:and yet the Scots
in Ireland had Churches before Palladias his dayes, ( as Bifhop
Uer theweth de Primordiis Ecclef. Britan.798,799,800,&¢.)
Fobannes Major de gefbis [cholarums li. 2.cap.2. priovibus illis tem-
poribnsper Sacerdotes ¢ Monachos, fine Epifcopis Scotosin fide
- ernditos {uifle affirmat. Etita [ane ante Majorem [eripfit Jo-
hannes Fordonus Scorichron. li. 3.cap. 8. | Ante Palladii adven-
tum habebant Scoti fides Doltores ac Sacramertoram Miniftratores
Presbyteros folummodo vel Monachss | ritum fequentes Ecclefie

ab iss accepiffe videtsr qui dizernns ( st Johan. Semecain Glofla
Decreti diff. 93. ca. Legimus ) { gnod in Prima Primitiva Ec-
clefia commune erat officium Epifcoporum & Sacerdotnm : &
Nomina erant commnnia, & officinm commuse ; fed in fecnnda
primitiva caperunt dinfligni & nomina & officia.]So thatit feems
that fome Churches they had before ; but Palladius and Pasrick,
came into Ireland,as Auguftineinto England, and abundantly
increafed them, and fetcled withall the Roman Mode; So that
it feemed like a new Plantation of Religion and Churches there.
Yet it feems that the Bifhops fetled by Patrick ( fave that himfelf
an Archbifhop was like our Bifhops) were but fuch as were there
before under the name of Presbyters, faith Fordon,after therite or
fathion of the Primitive Church. : Al S
And faith Ufer ibid. p.8oo. | Heor Boethius fuiffe dicit
Palladium primum omninm qui Sacrnm inter Scoros egere - Magi=
fratum a [ummo Pontifice Epifcopum creatnm : i""f”’_ o
Populi fuffragiis ex Monachis & Caldeis pontifices af] nmerentsr
~ Boeth. Scororum Hiftor. lib.7. fol. 128.6. e e
And he adds the faying of Balens ,(Scripter Britanic.cen'sr.
14.¢ap. 6. ) [ ed Caleftiro illum mif[umait Jobannes Balzus,
ut Sacerdotalem ordinem inter Scotos Romano 144 mﬂf’_""’?' Ha-
bebant (inquit) antea Scoti [wss E pifcopos Ac Miniftres , €x
verbi Divini Minifterio plebinm [uffragis eletes, prows Afianc
rum more fieri apud Britannos videbant = '_Sed bec Romanis, éﬂ‘
magisiceremoniofis argue Afianorum 4oﬁr;én:,mplae&4§{ 211 ¥
thefe paffages it is eafie to con je&ure whether they were biihops
ofa County,orBifhops of a Parifh that were there in thofe daies.
 For my-part I heartily wifh that Igland

—

asthat Patrick was the firlt Bithop there; orasothers and more

Primitive ( N. B.) Ofwhich faith Uther | Quod poftremum

had three hundred fixty
e R

L
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five good Bifhops and Churches ar this day, even when {lhﬁ
whole Nation profefs themfelves to be Chriftians , ( which the
they did not. ) dific

To this purpole runs the 14. Cunon Concitii Agarh. ( andi ;
were fo then, much more long before ) [ Siguis etiam extra Pa
rochias in quibus legitimus tft ordinarinfy, conventns oratorinmg
babere voluerit religuis feffivitatibns, ut 1bi Miffam andiaz, prop-
ter fasigationsm familie, jufla ordinations permittimns. Pafcha
vero, Natali Domini, Epiphania, Afcenfione domini, ‘Ptmff”ﬂ”
& Natali Sancti Johannis B, ptiltee, ¢ figui maxime dir:__m fe-
Pivitatibus habentur, won nif; 53 C ivitatibus, ant Parochiis a6
diant | Hereit appeareth that there was but one legitimns ordi=
Bariufq; comventusin a Parifh ; thongh they tolerated an Orato-
ry or Chappellof eafe. And thata Parifh here is taken for a Di=
ocefs, or fuch a Church as had proper to it felf a Bifhop and Pref-

yterie, as it is probable from the ordinary ufe of the word by
Eufebins and other antients in thatfence, fo alfo from what 1
* further faid in the following Canons of this Council: And fothe
word Parifh here may be expofitory of the word City, or elfe de-
D9fn’s Rura! Bithoprick. For Can. 30. faith [ Benedittionens
L#per plcbem in Ece lefii fundere ant penitentem in E cclefia beneds-
cere presbytero penitus mo licebit.] And if a Presbyter may not
blefsche people or the penitent , ( when the bleffing of the peo-
Ple was part ofthe workip every Solemn Affembly for Church
cvermanion ) thenit is manifef that a Bithop muf} be prefent in
::e[rgo f“:t; :ﬂ"“}’.bly ta ldo té‘at’laax‘l: which glc Presbypt.er might

0 confequent '
then there were B,i‘i*h s ¢ ;\gre o ore 00 more fich Affemblies

d to prove this more fylly mark
the very next Canon of that Council, iz, the 31.[ l}g{ﬁ: die

mm‘;n::a ; ﬁa‘:’{ ribus totas audire Jpeciali ordisgs pracipimss, it
eseds
Poprlus non prafumat.

ionens Sacerdotis egreds
blicé confundatur | So that its
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. were no more fuch Affemblies then there were Bifhops.

[ Cives qui [nperiorum folesnitatum id eit, Pafche ¢ Natalis
Domini., vel Lentecoftes feftivatibus cum Epifcopss intere[fe neg-
lexcerint,quam in ((ivitatibss commmionis vel beneditionis accips=
ende_canfa pofites [en:ffe debeant, triensio communione priventur
Ecclefie.] So that it feems there were no more Church-members
ina City thencould congrepite on the feftival daies for Com-
munion and the Bithops Blefifing : therefore there were not ma-
- ny fuch Congregations : when every one was to be three years
- excommunicate that did not Aflemble where the Bifthop was.

. Moreover all thofe Canons of feveral Councils that forbid the
Presbyters to confirm by Chry{m and make it the Bithops work,
do fhew that theDiocefs were but fmall when the Bithop himfelf
could do cthat befides all his other work.

In the Canons called the Apoftles , cap. 5. it is ordained thus
L Omnium alisrnm primitie Epifcopo & Presbyteris domnms
mistantar  non [uper Altare.Manifeftum eff autem quod Epifcopus

By whichit appeare:h that there was but one Altar ina Church
to which belonged the Bifhop, Presbyterie, and Deacons, who
lived all as it were on that Altar. .
And Can, 32. runs thus [ 8i guis Preshyter contemnens Epifco-
pum funm,feorfim collegerit, & Altare aliud erexerit,nikil babens
qno rebrehendar Epifcopnm in canfa pietatis ¢ Juftitie,deponatnr
qguafi principatus amator exiftens—— Hac antem poft unam cﬁ‘f?"
candam ¢ tertiam Epifcops obfecyationem fieri converrat. ] Which
- thewsthat there was then but one Convention and on€ Aftan;] to
. which one Bifhop and Presbyters did belong : So that no othict
Affembly or Alcar was to be fet up apart from the Bifhopby any
Presbyter chat had nothing againit the Bifhopin point of Godli-
lefs or Juftice, :
And! believe if Bifhops had a whole Diocefle of two bundred
or three hundred or a thoufand Presbyters to matntain, they
- would beloth toftand to the fifty eighth Canon wbxch makes
- them Murderersif they fupply not their Clergtes wants : But let
that Canon pafs as fpurious. - : h
and long after when (onciliam Vafenfe doth grant leave to the

: Presby : toread Homilies in Country
. res!>ytcrs_ to preach,and Dew())n; g

In the 38. Canon of the fame Council we find this written

€5 Presbyteri inter Diaconos @ relignos clericos eas dividunt. |

RS
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Parifhes as well asCities,it (hews that fuch Parifhes were but new”
and imperfe&@ Affemblies. :

In the Council of Laodicea the §6. Canon s [ Non eportet
Presbyteros ante ingre([um Epifcopi ingredi Ecclefiam, ¢ federe
in trimeliém, fed cum Epifeopo ingredi : nifs forte ant agrotet
Epifcopus,ant in peregrinationss commodo enm abe e confliterit. ]
By which it feems that there was but one Aflemby in which the
Bifhop and Presbyrters fate together :  Otherwife the Presbyters
might have goneinto all che relt of the Churches without the
: ifhop at any time, and not only in cale ofhis ficknefs or pere-
grination.

“ The fifth Canon of the Council of Anrioch is the fame with
that of (" an. Apoft. before cited,that no Presbyter or Deacon con-
temming bis own Bifbop, [ball withdraw from the (hurch and ga-
ther an Affembly apars, and [et #p an Altar. By which fhllic
appears that to withdraw from thac wﬂ}mélj)was to withdraw

*And ’t (cems f;l'lot? th’(ejfhurcb,and that oxe Bifhop had bur one Altar and A[fems
the Churches 29.10F Church Communion.

were noe (o So Cencil.Carthag. 4. Can.3 5. which order the ficting of the
large asfome Presbyters and Bifhop together in the Church : And many de-

2?:%;“&;:;‘2“ crees that lay iton the Bifhop to look to the Church lands and’

General goods, and diftribute to the poor - the Churches Alms, do fhew.

Council ac  that their Dioceffes were but {mall or elfe they had not been fuf-
Trul.in Cor- ficient for thijs,

ﬁantlnop.v All the premircS llid to % s . h. , X
A gethier me thinks afford me this conclu
;Vge Ft 5323?; fion, that the Apoftolical particular Political Churches were fuch

dered tha no 35 confilted of one only Worthipping Congregation ( a Con-
the- fifth gregation capable of perfonal communion in publick worfhip )

dayof the. and their Opverfeers ; and that by lictle they departed from this
week the P

: < form,each Bithop enlarging his Diocefs, till he thar was made at
?:?;;nge”:c‘c rit the Bifhop but of one Church, became the Bifliop of many,
their Belief.  a0d {0 fet upa new frame of ‘Government, by fetting up a new
tothe Bithop  kind of particular Churches.  And thus was the primitive Go-
octhe Predst}y‘ vernment corrupted, while men meafured their charge by the
::;2 x'“')‘:‘?uc;: circuit of Ground, thinking they might retain the old compafs-
Diocefles as. When they had ‘mnltiplicd converts, and therefore (Hould have.
ours that this_multiplyed Churches and ‘Biftiops, * -

yorkcould . To allthis [ add chefe obfervations. 1 That the'very Natnre:
b thas done - ;

of "Church Govermmens tels us that a Governour muft be prefent.
7 2 ypgn.w
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npan the place, awd [ee 1o +he. excecnrions. For God hath made
s the Laws already, and Sysods multin way of Union determine
of the moft advanragious circum/tunces for the performing of the
duties which God impofeth : And particular Bifhops are to
guide their particular Congregations in Gods Worfhip,and in
order thereto ; Their gnidance isbuta fubfervient means to that
worfhip : And therefore they muft Rule the Church as a Cap-
tain doth his Company in fight, ora Phyfitian his Patienc, or 2
Schoolmafter his School, by hisown prefence,and not at many.
miles diftance by a Surrogate. :

2. The do@rine which makes the firft particular Political
Charch to confift of many ftated Worthipping Churches like our
Parifhes, doth fet on the faddle, if notalio hold the firrup, for
a Diocefan Bifhop to get upto head thofe prepared bodies,

3, Seeing the Presbyterians do confefs that it is not Neceffary.
( but lawfal ) fora particular Political Church to confilt of
many Worfhipping Churches, and fay, Jt may confift only of one:

Common Reafon and experience wilithen direct us to conclude sy o

that irs beft ordinarily rake up with that one : feeing people that % o n;o in

know one another, andlive within the reach of each other for }E;‘;, when
common converfe,and ordinarily meet and join in the fame pub- chey hold it _-
lick Worfhip , are moft capable of the ends of Church Policys in cer®S> ;-
and a Paftor capable of guiding fuch,better then other Parifhes wb: {Eivc
that he knows not. % o :

4.He that makes the Paltor of one Parifh the Ruler of th
adjoining, doth lay upon him much more duty then ficting in 3 Reformed P4

iC
what

Aﬂd even

Presbyteric to vote in cenfures. For thofe cenfures are a fmall o350 0
part of Church Government, comparatively ( elfe moft Cor- :ﬁ; " onfefs
_gregations in Exglasd have little or no Goverament ; for they ;¢ paftors.

" have little or none of thefe Cenfures.) Yea indeed true Church are Rulers
; nd the Peo~

Ghuidance or Government contains a great part, if not moft of and A
the Paftoral work , which a man would be loth to under:akevglcca‘)‘r‘g;ng 0 |

over too many diftant unknown Congregations: Though hemay ;. exprefs

we!l undertake in Synods to promote Unity, and t0 do the ordsof the
belt he can for the whole Church of Chrift. If therefore thofe of text,Heb 13°

this 17. 1 T 58

the Congregational way,were as neer us in other things,as in 1 Thef. *

’ - beforeinfifted on, (efpecially ifthey would renounce® that great g
miftake.of the Peoples having the Power of the Keys or Go- ;;;,ffi;s wha)::?:

Gid in 0° 4
e reft prefacc 0D

N

“vernment; .and take.up for them with a Fsdicinm Difmtio»i:é we pleadfor: -

>
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- and juft liberty ) we need not ftand at fo grear 2 diftance.
And lally, If Minifters of the Gofpel would tenderly weigh
the greatnefs of their work and charge,and the dreadfolnels of
their account, the worth of fouls,the power and prevalency of
fin, the rage of allthe Churches enemies, and the multicudes of
them, they would fooner tremble ro think of the difficulties in
Governing or guiding one Congregation in the way to heaven,
than grafp at more, and chink themfelves able to be the guides
‘of many, and draw fuch g heavy burden on themfelves, and pre-
parefor fucha reckoning, Left they be offended with my words,
I will fay the like in the words of Chryfoftoms ( or whoever elfe
was the Author of the Imperfe® work ) on Matth 20. Hom.
35. pag. ( mibi ) gor, L S8ibac ergoira Je habent | fecular o
W dem primarym, defiderare, esfy ratio non et vel canfaeff : Guin
el Juftum som et s vel urife R Primatum autem 5“'/_"
aﬂt_mm concupifcere , wmeq; rario o neq; canfa : quia
#eq; 18ftum eff neqs urle. Quis euim Japiens ultro Je [nbjicere f
Sfeftinar [ervitnri labors, dolori, €& 9104 majus eff, periculo tali é
‘ : #t d’f rationem pro omni Eccl, 4, apud jaftum jndicem ? xi /i for- i
{ k¢ qus non credit Fudiciyp, Dei; nec timer, usi abusen; primats [#o 3
; Eeclefiaftico [ecnlariter, conyerrq 1
| Gui talis off in appetends Primatum, profeftum pietatis pic praten- }
} - dat dico, Nunquid 9ui in or dine prior eft jam G meritis eft melior?]
And of the Minifterial honours he faith (ibid. ) Denig, ipfi bons-
rima Iuidem fucie videntyy honores, revera an-
| e non [ant henores diverfi, fed Sont diver [a Minifteria: ur puta
bonor oculi videtur, quia ilumisge Corpus: Sed spfe bonor illums-
#andi non eft ¢i hogor [ed Miniferinm ejns. ——
So much to prove the Propofition, that the fage Englith Epif-
;Opacy isnotto bereftored, under any pretence of Order or
eace., :
Wherein I bave purpofely forborn the mention ofits Abufes,

and doleful confequents, becaufe they may fuppofe that Abufc to 4
be feparable from the thing. :

Confeqnents
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Confequents of that which is «alr}dgy Proved.

O fave the debating of many great Controverfies that break
: the peace and deftroy or diminifh the Charity of many, I

raay abbreviate the work,by giving you fome of the true fequels,
of what hath been fufficiently proved.

Conf.1. The takingdown of the Englifh Epifcopacy Was Coxf. 1.

( s to the thing)fo far from being evil,and deferving the Accu-
fations that fome lay upon it , that it was a matter of Negef-
ficy to theReformation and well being of the Churches of Chrift
in thefeNations.It was no worfe a work in it felf confidered,then
the curing ofa grievous difeafe is to the fick, and the fupply of
the neceflities of the poor in their indigence. What guils lieth up-
on thacman, thatwould have all thefick to perifh, for fear of

injuring one Phyfitian, that bad undertaken the fole care ofall - -
ounty to. have but

the County ? or that would haveall the C

one Schoolmafter : Or an hundred Ships to have but one pilot,
and confequently to perifh : How much greater i their guilt,
fcopacy continued,to

that would have had the forementioned Ept :
the hazzard of many thoufard fouls, and the abafement an(dL
¢je@ion of holy Difcipline, the pollution of the Churches, and -
the hardening of the wicked, and the difhonour of God? I men=
tion not this to provoke any to difhonour them, but to provoke
the perfons themfeives to Repentance. And I intreat them to cons
fider , how fad a thing it is, that without any great induccment,
they fhould draw fuch a mountain of guilc upon their fouls. 1he
Bithops had the temptation of Honour and Riches: but what
honour or gain have you to feduce you, t0 choofea fhare with
other menin their inand punifhment ¢ -~ g
I meddle not here with the Manser. of demolifhing Epifco.
pacy, but with the AZaster: becaufel would not mixother Con=-
troverfies withchis. Buc I am confident thofe men that nupliy
own the late Epifcopacy, and revile them that demolifht it fhall
one way or other feel ere long, that they have owned a very
‘unprofitable caufe,and fuch as chey fhall with,they had let alone,

and tharit made not for their honout to be fo much €nemies-
e 3 to
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Conf. 2.

«Conf. 3.

Conf. 4.

Conf. §.

(rog) i
to the welfare of the Charch,as the enemies of the abolition of
that Prelacy will appear to be. A L ridl

Conf. II. The matter of that claufe in the Nationa
Covenant,which concerneth the abolition of this Prelacy before
mentioned, was fo far from deferving the Reproaches}and Ac-
.cufations that aré beltowed on it by fome, thatit was jult and
neceffary to the well being of the Church.

Inthisalfo I purpofely mean the Civil controverfie about the
authority of impofing, taking, or profecuting the Covenant,and
fpeak only of the Azarter of it + (to avoid thelofing of the
truth by digreffions, and new controverfies ) They that by re-
proaching this claufe in the-Cevenant do own the Prelacy which
the Covenant difowne

and their own fouls, by pleading for ficknefs, and nakednefs,
and famine, and by pafiionate reproaches of all thatare againft

thefe , then by fuch owning and pleading for a far greater

evil. ;
Confs TIT. ‘Thofe of the Englith Miniftry , that are
againft the old Epifcopacy, andare glad that the Church isrid

ofit,are nottherefore guilty of Schifm,nor of finfull difobedience
to their {piritual fuperiours.

If any of them did fivear obedience tothe Prelates ( atyranni=

«<all impofition that God never required , nor the Primitive
Church never ufed J thats nothingto our prefent cafe, which
is not abouqthe Keeping of oaths, ‘but the:obeying or rejeing
the Prelacyin ic felf confidered. It is not{chifmaticalto depart
froman ufurpation that. God difowneth, and the Church is en-
dangered and fo much wronged by, and to feek to\pull up the
Roots of Schifm, which-have bred and fedit in the Churches
{odong. 3 N ‘ (it
Conf.' IV. Thofe that &l jultifle the eje@ed Prefa-
«y, and defire the reftauration of it,as they needlefly choofe the
guile of the Churches defolations, fo are they not to be taken for
men that go-about to heal our breaches . but rather for fuch
as would widen and continue chem ; by refforing: the ‘main
‘canféf;". "‘v" o ; e Vo Sap g . .
Hali and Bithop U/ber did propound as fatisfactory, (and fach
mENto managedt, ) Epifcopacy and Pcacg migmha‘;f);:’;:;

At TN o}

th, might thew morelove to the Church -

ad ruch 'an: ‘Epifcoi;:é'c}.r as Bifhop
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W
“together in Englandto thisday : Tvis not the the Name of 4 Bi-

" thopthatduth been the matter of our troublebut the exotbitane

- Speciesimwoducing unavoidably the ‘many mifchiefs which we

bavefeen-and felt. m : o

- Conf- V 1. Ordination by the eje&ed Prelacy,in fpecie, is not

- con. 1Ifthe Species of Prelacy it felf be proved contrary to the
- word of God, and the welfare of the Church, thea'the Ordina-
tion thac is by this Specics of Prelacy, cannot be neceflury or as
fuch defirable. : £ . : 5
Conf. V 11. A Parochial or Congregational Paflor, having Con/" 7+
afliftant Presbyters and Deacons, either exiftent or in expect-
ance,was theBifhop that was in the dayes of / gnatins, Faftin,Ter-
t#llian, and that Dr. Hammond defccibeth 2s meanc in many
Scriprures, and exiftent in thofe dayes. I fpeak not mow to the
queftion about Archbithops. .

Parochial Bifhops ( efpecially in an affembly, guided by their

Moderator ) is, beyond all juft exception, Valid, asbeingby

fuch Bifhops as the Apoftles planted inthe Churehes, and neer-

- erthe way of the Primitive Church, then the Ordination by the
- ejeCted Species of Prelates s,

did chemfelves make one their Bithop, whom they chofe from
among themfelves,and {et him in a higher degree ( asif Deacons
makean Archdeacon, or Souldiers choofe one and make him
their Commander, faith Hicroms 44 Evagr. ) fo may the Pres-
byters ofa Parochial Churchnow. And as the later Canonsre-
~ quire thata Bifhop be ordained or confecrated by three Bx(hogs,
fo may three of thefe ( Primitive ) Parochial Bifhops, ordain
or confecrate now another oftheir degree. And according to
the Canogs themfelves,no man can juftly fay that this is invahd,
for wantofthe Confecration by Archbifhops, or of fuch as we
hereoppofe. . - 3
Conf. X. Thofethat perfwade the People-that the ‘Ordina-
nation of thofe in Exgland and other Churches is null that i
_ not by fuch as the Englith Prelates were, and that perfwade the
People to tzke them for 8o Presbyters or Paftors that are not or-

baiesy E. dained

CO”/.' 10+

of meceflity to the being or ‘well being of a Presbyter or Dea- Conf:6. =

Conf. V I11. The Ordination that is now performed by‘ thefe A D

Conf. 1 X, As the Presbyters of the Church of Alexandria Conf9. g\

&
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celutes, and do mikean a&ual fepacation from .
our Chucchesand Minifters, and paclwade others to the like, up-
on thisground, aand becanfe the Minifters have difowned the
Baoglifh Prelacy, and withal coafefs chat Church of. Rome to be
a true Church, and cheir ordination and Priethsod to ps-jil of -
true , are uncharitable, and dangeroufl 7 Schifmatical (((chough
under, pretence of decrying Schifm, )| and; many -waye: injur
UE and to.the fouls of men, and t0 themfelves.
This w Ik not pleafe; but that [ nog only.fpsak it bat fusther ma- -
ifelti,is become NecefTiry to the right Information of oshers. .
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T he Preface.

Chriftian Reader, :
- Oy, F o thon bebut for the intereft of Chrifli--
{om, (27  anity, move thanof aparty , and aCordi-

. thow be never [omuch refelved for Epifca-
. pacy,l doubt not but thoy and 1 {ball be one,
: if not in each Opinin, yetinour Religi-

o8, andin Brotherly affetion, andinthe very bent of onr
abours and our lives: And Idowb: not but thow wilt ap-

- tion, what imperfetions [oever may appear inthe Manner
. of it.  For furely thereis that of God within thee, that |
- will hardly [uffer thee to belicve, thatwhile Rome is taken

- be.none : that vheir Paftors are mecr Lay men, their Ondi-
. nationbeing Naull : and confequently their adminiftrati--

- thatis inthee to all belicvers , and efpecially 1o the Soci-

againft poyfon or defiructive difeafes.  If thow art ot #
wicer Opinioniftin ﬁelzﬁgim-, éx:o;mftbat haf} been il lomi-
natedby the [pirit of Chrift, and. felthis love [hed abroag.
swithy beart, andhaft cyer had experienceof [piritnak com-
munion. with Chrift aud his Church, inhis halyOrdivan-

3=

.
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al_ friend to the Churches Peace, though -

prove of the [cope and [ubftance of this following Difputa-

for atrue Church,the Reformed that have no Prelates maf}

055 in Sacraments,&c, Null andsf no Validity. The Love |

- eties of the. Saints, and the honour andintereft of Chrifts
will keep thee froms thisyor ffrive againfl it 45 nature doth . -

5&sy 1 dare thew venture my canfe wponshyjudgement : Go.
et “Pa3.. among

S
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The Preface
among them that wnchurch our Churches, and_degrade vr
<Miniflers, and perfwade all peoplzto fly from fé"”é’;fz
plague | and try their doitrine, thein [pirits, their puotic
wer (liip, their private devotion, and their whole conver, / da-l
t10n 5 andwhen thou haft done come into ons Affemblie 11
[pare not, ifthou be impartialy to obferve our imﬁ”f ecti-
ons: judge of our Order and Difcipline and Wor hip,togesher
with our Doctrine and our lives : andwhen thou haft done

~us-charch us if then dareft and tf thow canft. IVejﬂ/};ﬁe

7not our felves or onr wayes from blemifhes : byt if {bm be
but heartily a friend to the Bridegroom, offer us then it thow
dareft a bill of divorce, or rob him if thew dareft of [0 con-
fiderable a portion of his inberitawce. § urely if thow be Fis

 [riend, thou canft bardly find in thy beayr 1o deliverup [0

much of his Kingdom to his Enemy,and to fet the name of
the Dewil on bjs doors; and [ay, This is the houfe of Sa=
tanand not of Chrift. If thow have received bus what I
have done | thongh, alas teo lissle ).in thofe Societies, and
tafted in thofe Ordinances bur that which 1 havetafted,

thow wouldf abbor 1 reproach them,and cut them off from

the portion of the Lord,

Reémember it is poy Epifcopacy nor the old conformity thas
I ans here oppofing. (Myjudgement of thofe Canfes I have
grvenin the foregoing and following difputation:) Butit
isonly the New Prelatical Recnfants or Separatifts, this.
draw their followers from onr Churches as ng Churches and
our Ordinances of Wor(bip as none, or worfe then none, and

call thems int private houfes, as the meeteft places for thefr

gencration [bould have come to this, that [0 lately hated the
name of [cparation, and called thofe private meetings,Con-
venticles ,  which were held but iy dye [uwbordination to

Church meetings,and not in oppofition to thems, as theirs ave! -

Who would e thought that shofe thas feemed to difown

Recsfancy,




- sondibe Preface.

Recufancy, and perfecuied Separatifts, [bauld have come to
 this ? Yea that thofe that wnder Catholick pretences can [o
L farextendtheir charity to the Papsfts, have yer [o litile for
| “wone of the meane[} of their Brethren, and for [o many Re-
L formed Proteflant Churches ? Yea that they (hould prefume
~ ‘cwen tocenfurc utout of the Catholick Church and con-

Jequently aut of heaven it [elf. 1 have after here given thee
an inflance in one, Dr.Hide, who brandeth the very front of
his Book with thefe Schifmatical uncharitable {t gmata.
The [enflefs Queres of one Dr. Swadling ,and others ran in
the [ame channel,or fink. If the[e men be Chriftians indeed,
me thinks they fhould wnderfland, that as grear (that I f1y
not greater ) blemifhes, may.be found onall the reft of the
Churches, as thofe for which the Reformed are by them un- -
churched: and confequenily they will deliver ap: Allto Sa-
tany and Chrift muft be depofed : And haw much.deth:this
- come [hort of Infiaclity? At leaft me thinks their. hearts

- Pounld tremble leaff they hear a laff, [ lunot loving the & -
you loved not me : in delpifing and reproaching thefe,
you defpifed and reproached me. . & ,

Andyet thefe men are the greateft presenders mext the
Romanifls, to Catholici[me, Unity, and Peace! StrangeCa-
tholicks that cut off [0 grear and excellent a part of theCa:
tholick Church | And a fad kind of Unity and peage which
all muft be bansfhed from, that cansot wiriCE? Hgraiet
lacy, though the Epifcopacy whish 1 plead for 1% 1 he e/xt;
Difputation.they can own.. The [umm of their ”ﬁr",” a8
if all the Min: ffers not Ordained by Prelrztcls, will '.r:a;ufc[ £
themfelves.to be meer Lay-men and no. M:mﬂqﬂ of chrift,.
" and will be Orda ned again by tbem,md if the Charches .m:ll.,
confefs themfelves NoChurches and receive the ffence ."/
Churches from them,and the Sacrament and Churh Affem -
blies to be Null,invalid, or unlawfuil till managed only by.
Prelatical Minifters,then they will have Peace and.Commuz. -

nion




* The Preface.
=Wi0B With u3, and viot 1111 thew, And indeed manft we Luyyewr
Communien fo deer? As 1he Asubapiiftsdo by ws in the poreé
of Baptifm, [o do thefe Recufants in the point »@‘.Ordlmj’f”‘” >
Tow'muli be Faptized [aith ene party, for your Infavt Bap-
tifmwat dene. Yewmuft be Ordaineq faish the other [ort,
Jor yeur Ordination by Présbyters was wope. T he #pfhot 7s,
We muft be all of their Opinions andpar ties, beforewe can
bave their Communion, or 1o be répured by them the Mini-
frers and Churches of € brift.  And on [uch kind of terms

as the(e, we may hape Cnity with any Seét. o

If really we be nor 45 hearty friends vo orderand Difci-
Plinein'the Chuyoh 4 they we hall give them leave 1o take
7t for oy [hame, and loryin it astheir honoyr, Dat the que-
Li0n is not,whether we muft have Church-order ¢ but whe-
ther it muft be theirs, and one byy theirs'?  Nor whether we
muft have Difcipline, but whethe, it muft be only ‘theirs?
Nay,with me, 1 mufp profefs,the queflion is, on the ither fille

whetker we muft needs bave & Name and fhew of Difcipline
thats mextto none, or elfe be no Churches gy 4 Minifters ?f

and almoft dejiro‘y the Church for want of it, or by the abﬂﬁ
of it, and bemufe 15 as then exereifed ) fz';,fcaﬂ]i'ﬂmt
with true Difcipline, The queftion is not, whether we mufb
have Bifbops and Epifcopal Ordinativn, e all yield
rothat witheyt contradiction. "Byt ihe doubt ;s about their
Species of Epifeapacy, Whether we muft necds have Ordi-

nation by a Bifbop that is the [ele Governeur over an hun-
dred, or two bundred,or Very many particular Chyrchessor
whether the Eifhops of fingle Churihes mway not [affice, 4%
leaft as 1o the Being of eur office 2 1 plead not my own canfe,

but the Charches . Forl was ordained long 420 by a Bifhep
of their omn wirly Presbyters. But I do mys therefore take

) [elf to e difengaged from Chriftianiy y or. mib&lﬂi[m}
; and.

s




