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{try , then no man can know that he i* truly a Mtnuler of Chrift. 
But the Consequent is falfe, and intolerable; therefore fois the 
Antecedenr. 

Sed. 5. The truth of the Minor is apparent t hus. i \ I f we 
could not be lure that we are true MinilterSjthen no man could 
with* comfort feek the Minftry, nor enter into upoa it. For 
who o n have encouragement to enter a calling when he knows 
not whether indeed he enter upon it or not ? and whether 
heengage not himfelf in acour'eof fin , and be not guilty 
as VZA* Of medling with the Ark unlawfully ? cfpeeially 
in fo greit and tender a cafe where God is fo exceeding 
jealous. 

Sed. 6. Ard 2. who can go on in the Calling of the Mini-
ftry.and comfortably do the work, and bear the burdcn,that 
cannot know through al! his life , or in any adminiitration, 
whether he be a Minifter or a U'urper? What adsmpmuft it 
call upon our fpirits, in Prayer, Prxife, adminiltration of the 
Eucharift and all publick worfriip, ( which (hould be perform
ed with the greatclt ahcrity and delight) when we remember 
that we are uncertain whether God havefentus, or whether 
we are ufurpers, that mull: one day hear , £ Who fint 
you > Whence had you jour Power ? and who required this at yeur 
hands ? 

Sect. 7. And the Confeqnence of the Ma jor ( that we are 
all uncertain of oUr Call and office, both Papifts and Prote-
ftanrs) is moft clear (in cafe of the Neceffity of fuch fuecefsive 
Ordination ) For i . No man ever did, to this day demomftrate 
fnch a fucceflion , for the Proof of his M.niftry. Nor can all 
our importunity prevail with Papifts fItalians or French ) to 
give us fuch a proof. 2. I t is a thing impoflible tor any man 
now alive, to prove the Regular Ordination of all his Prede-
ceffors, to'the Apofties daies, yea or any Ordination at ail. 
How can you tcH that he that ordained you, did not counter
feit himfelf to be Ordained? Or at lea* that he was not or
dained by an unordained man? or that his PieJeceflors were 
notfo? i t isameerimpoffibilityforus to know any lucti tiling; 
we have no Evidence to prove ir; . 

SeA. 8. Objeft . But it is probable though not certain: for 
the Qurch froexdeth by fuch Rules, andtaktththc matter to 
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*j Jo great might, that there is no probability that thej wM 
fujfer any to go Jor Paftors or Bijhop that are mordaintd, in fo 
great a cafe. 

*s4nfw. i . Ai l this is no certainty : and therefore no 
proof and no fatisfadion to the mind of a Minifter,in the fore-
mentioned doubts. 2. Yea we have fo great reafon to be fufpici-
ous in the cafe that we cannot conclude that we have fo mnch as 
a probabily. 

Seft. 9. For, i . W e know that there is fo much felfifhnefs 
and corruption in man as is like enough to draw them to deceit, 
urdainers may be bribed to confecrace or ordain the uncapabJe, 
and the Ordained or Confecrated may be tempted to feek it in 
^ r l ^ T C , t y

J

 5 a n d m a n V m a V °e drawn to pretend that they 
l i f e t n e d o r Concerned when it was no fuch matter. 
And (o there is not fo much a a Probability, 
a b r ™ ? ' ^ n f ? d w f k n o w t h a c t h e r e were*> many herefies 
tfte^hurrh^ ^1 ^ been, and fo much faction and Schifm in 
r u o r Z ^ T W € c a n ™ t be fure that thefe might not inter-
^ n 4 r L ^ C f f i

r ° n ' they drew not our predec^ors to 

w n c S ^ wa^e n gular ! l ° n ^ G r d i n a t i ° n W h e ° t h e y M ^ 
cocfuS'^ 1 1 \ l u A n d

r

W e k n o w o u r f e I v e s t h a t the thing hath been 
but tZn? I W r S y 0 U n & 1 , i v e d i n » village that had 
^ w c M V u T i n S r l ! 0 ^ - ^ a m o n S t h e f e th™ w e r e five 

Original we ^ n o t ^ h ? ' W d $ a n O I d R c a d e r w h ° f e 

Orders two of r h ^ r / ^ / T h e ° t h e r three had Letters of 
^ Z ^ t P ^ * * * ™ «P * " d forgtd by him, 
two at laft weTe nr! P ? e d * ? ° r d a i n b i m f e l f - One of them, or 
Bad continued L n , t 0 h a v e c 0 «nterfe i t Orders, .when they 
thing d ^ y € a r s I n *e Miniftry. So that this is no rare 

fineetta A % f t v e ° s " £ 2 » a t l 0 M t h a <&? fo many "6« 

« were a n m n , ) . . - r ' n ? ' h e B ' f topspredecef lbrs have been, 

rurceffion l ,- fonJ°tak£,t f o r a t h i f >8 iupVobable, that the-, w « " ' o n h « t h not been interrupted. b 

* « • ' 3 - And we know that in feveralagea-of the Church the 
Prelates* 
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Prelates and Priefts have been fo vile, that in reafon we could 
ped no better from men fo vicious, chen forgery and abufc ; he 
thatreads what QIUAS and others fay of theBritt ifh, and what 
even Baronim, much more Efpenctus, Cornelius <JWttf. and 
others fay of the Romanifts ; yea he that knows but what 
ftatethe Bifhopsand Priefts h3vebeenin and yet continue in, 
in ourowndayes, will never think it an improbable thing that 
fomeofour predeceffors fnould be guilty either of Simony or 
other vice that made them uncapable , or {hould be nicer ufur
pers under the name of Bifhopsand Miniftcrs of Chrift. 

Se&. 14. Argument 2. I f uninterrupted Regular Ordination 
of all our Predeceffors be NecefTiry to the Being of the Miniftry, 
then can no Bifhop or Paftors whatfoever comfortably Ordain : 
For who dare lay his hand on the bead of another „ and pretend 
to deliver him authority} in the name of Chrift, that hath no 
afTurance ( nor probability neither) that he hath any Cornmif-
fion from Chrift to do it ? But the Confcquent will be 
difowned by thofe that difputeagamft us ? therefore fo (hould 
the Antecedent be alfo. 

'Se&\ 1$. Arguments- ^ f there be a Neceflicy of an unin
terrupted fucceffion of true Regular O dinstion, then no man 
can know of the Church that he is a member of, or of any other 
Church on earth, that it is a true Church. ( By a Church I 
mean not a Community, but a Society : not a company of 
p ivate Chriftians living together as Chriftians neighbours,but a 
Politick Church confiding of Paftor and people aflbciated fo* 
theufe ofpublick Ordinances and Communion therein. ,) But the 
confequent is falfe ; ——— &c. 

Se&. 16. The Major, or confequence is certain-. For no man 
can know chat the Church is a true Political Organized Chureb, 
that knows not that the Pallor of it is a true Minifter ofChrift . 
Becaufe the Paftor is an Eficntial conftitutive, part of the Church 
in this acceptation. And I have proved already that the truth 
of the Miniftry cannot be known upon the Opponents term?. And 
for the Minor, Ithinkalmoft all Church members wj! grant tz 
me. For though they are ready enough to accufe others, yet 
they all take their own Churches for true, and will be oitenaeei 
with any that queftion or deny it . / ; 

Seft. 17. Argument* Inhere be a Neceffity of ™£™'d 



errupted fuccefrion of true Ordination , then cannot the 
Church or any Chriftian in i t , know whether they have any 
true Minifterial adminiftrations, whecher in Sacraraents or other 
O/dinauces. For he that cannot know that he hath a Minifter, 
cannot know that he hath the adminiftr.uion of a Minifler ) But 
the conrequentis untrue, andagiinft the comfort of all Chrifti-
ans; and the honour of Chr i f t , and is indeed the very do-
etrine of the Infidels and Papifts , that call themfelves Seekers 
among u c . 

Sed. 18. Argument 5. I f the Churches and each member of 
them are bound to fubmit to the Miniftry of their Paftors 
without knowing that they arc regularly ord lined, or that they 
have an uninterrupted fucceffion of fuch Ordination , then are 
they quoad Ecclejiam\ix\m Paftors to them,and their administra
tions valid,though without Ordination or fuch a fuccclTion. But 
the Antecedent is true, and granted by all that now we have to 
deal with. Though they wil l not grant a known unordained man 
is to be taken fot aMinifter, or one wbofe fuccefiion had a 
known intercifion ; Yet they will grant that i f the Nullity 
bz unknown, it freeth not the people from the obligation to their 
Pallors. 

Seft. 19. BclUrmine ( lib 3. de Eccltf.c. 10. ) was fo flailed 
with thefe difficulties that he leaves it as a thing that we cannot 
br refolvedof; that our PaOors have indeed [ PotcfiatemOr-
dtms & Jurifdttlionis^ that is, that they are true Payors. And 
IW faith that [ N°n habemus certitudinem nifi Moralem, qttod 
t hftnt vere Evifcopi. ] But when he fhould prove it to us 
that there is a Moral Certainty fhc leaves us to feek and gives us 
not fo much as a ground to conjecture at any probability. 

Sect. 20. But he faith that we may know that [ feme Ptfc" 
«t leafi are true : or elfe God had ftrfaken h<s Church. ] A > • 
But what the better are we for this, i f we know not, vbicb 
they are that are the true Paftors, nor cannot poilibJy come to 
know it? 

Sect 2 1 . But he faith t h a t [ ^ ; J Cbrifli locum te»ent,&quod 
debemus tilt.' obedientiam^ may be known : and thereupon he faith 
that I Certefumus certitudine infallibili quod t fit quo! vidtrntufi** 
vert Spifcopi & Pa fores nofirix Nam ad hoc mn rcquiritur, fi
des me Charter Ordinis % nec legitima Ele&io, fedfil«r»M 
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hubeantur pro talibus ab Ecclefia. ] From all this you may note 
i l l i a t they arc veri Epifcopi & Paftores noflri, that were never 
ordaincd,ifthcy are but reputed fuck by the Church, 2. That 
we may know this by infallible Cert a **tjt 3 • And that we owe 
them obedience as fuch. So that as to the Church th;y are 
true Paftors without Ordination,andconfequen \y to the Church 
a fucccfiionis unneceffary. 

Sect 22. Yet of fuchlUurpcrshe faith \ Eos quUem nsncjje 
infeverox Epifoposytamen donee pro talibus babemur *b Ec
clefia , deberi tUis obedientiam , cum confeienna ettam err?** 
eblizet. 1 So that they are not vtn Epifcopi xnfe : anu^et tflcy 
Ztt veri Epifcopi & Ptfiorcs noftri, . if Bdlarrmne fay true; 
And the words have fometruchm them, unacrftood according 
tothe diftinction which I before gave, Cb&. I , *<$. * A £ i e 
hath no fuch Call as will fave himfelf from the penalty oi ufur-
pation f i fhe knowingly be an ufurptr J butnehath for, a Call 
as {hall obligi the Church to obey him as their bilhop or 
Paftor. , it- n 

Sect.23 But his rcafonrC«w confeientiaenam erronea ob/tjret\ 
is a deceit • and neither the only, nor thecbier reaion no: any 
reafon. Not the only nor chief r^on , becaufe the obhgarion 
arifeth from God, and that is the greateft. Not ^ r f o n ; 
1. Becaufe indeed it it not an Erroneous ^ ^ ^ % ^ : . 
ny people that their ufurpmgB,(hops or Paftors ^ to ^ obey 
ed astrueMimfters ; For as it is terminated on the Paftors ac 
or ftate, it is no act of Conference at aU; and f ^ ^ J J 0 ^ 
ror of confcience. For confc.ence is the knowledge of our own 
affairs. And as ic is terminated on our ? w ^ h c w>» o f G o d ' 
them, it is not Erroneous; but r i g h t r ° r i ' . p altors that 
that for order fake we obey both ^ t o w " ^ o f 

arefetled in P .Cf f ion , ifefacy r f " ^ ^ N " 11. V of their call. 
Chrift ; at leaft, i f vve do not kno* t h ' j ™ ™ * ^ , ^ , 
2. A n d i t s f a l f e t h a t a n i ^ ^ ^ a r c 

us a Duty, For at the fame ^ x } u ^ t ^ M i \ i t t r T ^ 
bound todepofei t , a n d c h ^ C £ \ * ^ *t be laid 
I t doth but Jangle a man m a N ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ c a u f c f u c h 
by. Butitis God only that can make our QU y, 

an obligation. C0nceffioas then an uninter-
Sef t .24-F r o E n theadverfanes onccu* 
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j T f f ° ^ ° ' true Ordination is no to fNe«f f i -
J ^ S L ^ f i ? ° . f t h A M " : " l r y ' C h u r c h " Ordinances ^ 
that « C . , t r i " U r , c h " b o u n d z o o h e y the ufurpers, and 
as rnoft Church, T X V r ^ ( ° i " W P a f t ° " - Wbich « asmuch as molt ctiurches will Mire m the cafe 

G o d o k i r e t h n h l t r h 0 n ^ q U e n C , e ' S e a f i | y P r o v e £ ( : F o r w h « e 

there will h ,Ki - r Vh u i * o f P r a n c e s and their Miniftration, 
innocen rh a ^ a n d t h o f e Ordinances (-to the 
G o d E AZ f U ' k y o f««nf B rp . t ioD>.nd thatobey 

ufeofameans whi , h V W n e v e r f " h l s Grants upon the 
them I T Z v twuu " N u l I , t y « n o r will he command 
done wiCouHhei^ ^ b k t t «? ^ whenheha-h 

the Bi f top ™ Paftoris " T * ° f ^ C h u r c h e s fault 
know it , z n Z Z t ™ 0 ^ Z U t P J e ' < ? b i k t h e y r n 0 t 

fince the A p o f l j e s <?, * A " , s . m « « f l o r s were ufurpers 

^ayer the L r d s S U p < » 
* « certain that be will nn> K ! ^ ' U r L ' G ^ v c r n m f n r ' " } 

font, norpunifh thePf^ u^J** b u c b , e f s i r « > 
not who .coram r J ^ f l 

t h o u f a n 3 V « ~ d W n o t w I l € r c p f , a 
^* Argument* <s A 

Nullities to the innocent' C ^ r ! ^ A ^ , ^ o f u I *C 

nation: andconfequentlv thnWh' n e , c h e r 5 5 r ^ ' r <> r c f , n a * 
«?ay be true M a ^ ^ f f S ^ ^ p r d m ^ byofuroers, 
Confccration and a d r a i n i i r r a r i n B V ' ' Z , n S ' %Mcfcteg, Prkifie*. 
a<>ofing, be not N O S T ? 0 , , ^ ^ A ^ * & « n * i f c l 
account, that their OrdmlV ° W S l ' ^ n v a b j / o n the fame 
%ien t ly , tha t they are Z » !S-S f C Nulhrie*: 3 n d c o n " 
fucceffion of a more reVui " n 3 $ 5 * w h ^ t h e y ordain-and 
•the Miniflry, Church or ^ S ^ S ^ " ^ ° f N e c e f f i c ^ t o 

not NecelTary to be r J ' uninterrupted fucceffion be 

of the Miniftrv o7 v,YS * n o r Neceffcrv to the 
Bnt fuch a f n c c S ? n I KT C v / ° r ^ n c e s a d m l n i f t r e d ; 

fore^ ^ ^ f ™ N ^ 7 t o b « W : there-' 
— me Confequence of the Major is plain, be-

caufe 
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caufethe Being or Nullity of Office and adminiftratiom, had 
never been treated off by God to men , nor had it been re
vealed, or a thing regardable, but that we may know it : 
Nor doth it otherwife attain itsends.Andthatitisnotncccflary 
to be known, I further prove. 

Sc&. 28. I f this fucceflion muft be known, then either to 
the Paftor, or to the Church, or both : but none of thefe? 
therefore — •—• 1. I f it muft be known only to the Paftor, 
then it is not Neccflary as to the Church. And yet it is not 
Neceffary to be known to the Paftor himfelf neither. For (at 
is (hewed) itsimpoftiblefor him to know it , fo much as by a 
Moral Certainty. His Predee flbrs and their Ordinations 
were ftrange to him. 2. Not to the C hurch. For it, is not 
pofliblc for them to know it : Nor likely that they fhould 
know as much as the true Ordination of their prcfcn: Paftor 
according to thePrelatical way, when it is done fo f i r out of 
their fight. 

Seft. 29. it the forefaid uninterrupted (uccefsion be necef-
fary to-the being of ourMinidry, or Churches or Ordinances, 
then is it incumbent on all that will prove the truth 
of their Miniftery , Churches or Ordinances , to prove 
the Taid fuccefsion. But that is not true; for thennone (as-
is aforefaid ) could prove any of them. Either it; is meet that 
we be able to Prove the truth of our Miniftry£hurches and ad
ministration?, or not. I f not , then why do theadverfaries-call 
us to it? I f yea: then no man among the Churches in Europe 
( o n their groundf) hath any proof and therefore muft not 
pretend to the Miniftry , Churches or Ordinances , but we 
muft'all turn Seekers to day, and Infidels to morrow, by ton 
device 

Sed. 30. Arguments. The Miniftry of the Priefts and 
Levities before the incarnation of Chrift.and m ^oja^Km^ 
Null , though they wanted as much or more then 
fion of right Ordination : therefores it: « fo ft.II with the 
G o f p e l M i W y l f ^ ^ l S « . 
neerer to the end : Only now obferve, tnat wnen ^ « 



yet were not any of their adminiftraticns taken to have been 
Null 

Seel. 3 r. Argument 9. I f the Minifrration or Govcrning^ 
acls or Vfttrfuig Princes may be Valid, and there need no proot 
of an uninterrupted fuccefsion to prove the validity, then is it fo 
alfointhe Miniftry • But the Antecedent is certain-, therefore, 
&6. The Validity of the confequerce from the parity of Rcafon 

I (hall rhahifefl anon. 
Sed.32. Argument 10 I f an uninterrupted Surcefsionof 

Canonical or true Ordination beNecciTiry to the Being of the 
Church, Miniftry and Ordinances, then Rome and Englaadhavc 
loll their Miniftry, Churches, and Ordinances. But the Con-
fequent wiilbedenyed by the adverfaries • therefore foalfo muft 
the Antecedent, i f they regard their (landing. 

5>ect. 3 3. Though this be the Argument that I hs re the great
er advantage to prefsiheadverfary with, yet becaufe I have 
made it good already in two or three other writings ( in my Key 
for Caihol cks andmy safe Religion, and Chrilt an Concord ) 
I fhall fay but little of it now. But briefly this may fuffice: 
h A C , U r c h o f i f either Herefie Infidelity, Sodo-
rnie, Adultery, Murder, Simony, violent intrullon, ignorance, 
jrnpiety w mcof due election, or of ducconfecration,orp!ura-
my Of 1 opes at once, can prove an interruption of their fuccef-
uon I have (hewed them already where its proved s Hut if none 
o. thefc prover in, we are fafe our felves. 

f o r t h e m 3 ^ r T C & Dif™f-*^polo<r. Rivet.) plead* 
Z« 2de t f «n>rterVfl0yi W bee» « Komc> it hath 

and ^ from non^ nor 1 k *™**»' ^ h e r 

3. De m the contrary V ° **P«chc U P f r o m t h e i r 

M i n i n r v a s f r r ^ r a r > . , s c c r t * ' n : For 1. Thofe other held the.r 

fore liaa S f i ^ S r ^ S ° f t t c P ° p e > a * d * ^ ons n f ^ „ > L - ' n t e r r u P t i <><is 'o the former inrerrupti-

00 cfoable rf£S«£¥ b " C h e r m ™ b e " ! ) ™* ^erefore were 

mSSSL'^"'^^''^continued the fucceflion : And the 
•opstlrat wereconfecrated by power received from the ille

gitimate 
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g'timarc Popes, were the only perform that were the repairers of 
the breach. And yet the Pop^ will hardly yield that he recei
ved) h s power from any of thefe. 3 There haveTjeeirgrcater 
defecTs in the fuccefsion then this of Confecration, even of due 
Electi on, Capacity,yea of an office it feif which Chrift will own. 
The Vicecbriftlhip of the Pope is no office of Chrifts planting. 

Seel. 35. And 2 For the Englifh Prelates, as they are unable 
to prove their uninterrupted fucceflion, fo the interruption is 
proved, in that they derived and held their Power from the 
Vicechnft of Rome, and that qua talis, for fo many ages. This 
was their own profefsion: and all that they did was as his Mini* 
ftersby his Authority, which was none. 

Se&. 36. Objedt. But this nulled not the true Authority which 
t hey received from the Pop or Trelates as Prelates. Anfa. The 
Pope was uncapable of giving them Authority (and whether the 
Prelates as fuch were fo too,we (hall enquire anon J And though, 
1 grant that (where the pcrfon was fie ) there was yet a Miniftry 
Valid to the Church(and perhaps to themfelves in the main)yet 
that is becaufe Canonical Ordination is not of Neceffity to the 
Being of the Mtntftry^ ( but by other means they might be then 
Minifters, though this corruption was conjund, that they re
ceived their Power imaginarily from Remf ) tiut that the (aid 
Canonical fucceflion was interrupted, by this Papal tenure, and 
many a delinquency, is neverthelefs fure,and fufficient to inforcc 
the Argument as to them that now are our adverfaries. But 
fo much (ball fufficc for the Non-neceflity of thisfucceffionof a 
true and Regular Ordination. 

C H A P * 
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C H A P . V , 

Ordination by [uch as the Englijh Tre* 

lates, not 3 \ ( j c e j j a r y to the T&eingof 

the <cMinijlry. 

$e&. i . ^ 2 ^ a « S e S Have made this work unneccf-
fary by the two former Chap
ters .* For i f no Ordination be of 
Necefiity to the Being of the 
Miniftry,noran uninterrupted 
Succeffion Neccffary , then 
doubtlefs an Ordination by 
thefe Prelates in Specie is not 

I add 3 t p r c f e n t ' o r a s t 0 f u c c c f i i o n . But yet ex abnndati 

r r t n C < V " A r § ? m e n t I - 4dhminm,l may well argue from the 
^onceluonor the Englifh Prelates themfelves and their moft 
f „ ^ 3 d h e r e r n t s i And their judgements were i .Tba t fuch a 
A ^ f I 1 0 K a S l f o r e f a i d o f r i 8 h t Ordination was not of Neceflity; 
t o n i Z n ^ y ^ ^ W d t e a S a i n f t ' t h e P a P i f t s d o commonly and 

chf^'Ju A n d 2 - i ; h e y maintained that the Proteftant Chur-
ft,?c : " S nn B l f t l 0 p s W c r ^ r u e Churches, and their Mini
sters trucMimfters, and fo of their adminiftrations. This was 
10 common with them that I do not think adiffenting vote can 
ne round, from the firft Reformation, tilUbout the prepara
tions f o r the Spanifti match or little before. 

aect.4.1 have in my Cbrifiian Concord cited it large the words 
01 many,and the places of the writings of more, as 1. Dr. Field, 

z .Bi f top 
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2, B i f l i o p D ^ ^ w ; 3. Bifhop pwf / , 4 . SarAvia, 5. Bi„, 

6. Bilhop/W^W™, 7. B i l h o p ^ n V ^ , 8. Bifhop 
9. Alexander Nowel, lO.Grotius ( their friend then ) 

11, Mr. Chyfenhal, 12. The Lord Z>;££y , 13. Biftiop Dave -
riant,. 14. Bifbop Prideaux, 1 5. Bilhop Andrew, l6.Chil. 
lingtoorth, 17. (, To which I now add; Bi lhop^rcwW/ ( o f 
Schitmj i8.Dr.JV™, J^.Dr.Steward (in hisanfwer to Foun-
tains letter ( thefeof the later, or prefent f o r t ) 20. And Bi
fliop Vjber (whofe judgement of it is lately publilhcd by Dr . 
Bernard at his own defire ) 2 1 . And Mr. Mafon (in a Book of 
of purpofe for juitification of the Reformed Churches ^ hath 
largely pleaded this caufe. 22. And Dr. Bernard faich that 
Dr . Overall was judged not only to confcnt to that Book,buc 
to have a hand in it. 23. And no wonder when even Bancroft 
himfelf (the violenteft of all the enemies of them called f P«r». 
tans in thofe times ) is faid by Spotswood ( there recited by Dr . 
Bernard ) to be of the fame mind, and to give i t as his judge
ment, that the Scotch Minifters ( then to be Confecrated B i -
fhops ) were not to be reordained, becaufe the Ordination of 
Presbyters was valid, 

SecT. 5. Thefe Novel Prelatical perfons then, that fo far dif-
fent frrom the whole ftream of the Ancient Bithops and their ad-, 
herents,have little reafon toeSpecT that we fhould regard their 
judgement above the judgement of the Er.glifh Clergy, and the 
judgement of all the ReformedChurches.lt theycan give us fuch 
Reafons as {hould conquer our modeftiejand perfwade us ro con
demn the judgement or the Pielates and Clergy of England^all 
other Churches of the Proteftants,and adhere to * few new men 
of yefterday,that dare fcarcclv open the face of their ownopmi-
ons, we (hall bow to their Reafons when we difcern them: But 
they muftnot exped that their Authority (hall fo far prevail--

Seft. 6. And indeed I think theraoft of this caufeis carriedI on 
in the dark : What Books have they written to prove our Orm-
nation Null? and by what Scripture Reafons do th e ^ r o j e 
it? The task liethonthemto -
be Regarded in their reproaches of the Churches o r O n i t . 
And they are not of fuch esceffivc Modefty, ! ^ * c k ™ * * f r 
to divulge their accufations, but fure w e i g h t by this time 
b m cractcd more then one volume from them, to have proved 
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us, No Minifters and Churchess i f they could have done i f . 
And ti l l they do it j their whfperings are not to be credited. 

Sect. 7. Argument 2. Ifthat fort of Prelacy that was exer-
cifedin England was not necefTary it felf, yea i f it werelln-
full,and tended to the fubverfion or exceeding hurt of the Chur
ches; then is there no Neceility of Ordination by fuch a Pre
lacy. But the Antecedent is true: therefore fo is the confe-
quent. The Antecedent hath been proved at large in the fore
going Difputatfon. Such a Prelacy as confifteth in the under
taking of an impofsibie task,even for one man to be the onlyGo • 
vemour of all the fouls in many hundred Parifhcs,exercifing it 
alfoby Laymen , and in the needful parts, not exercifing it all 
a l l ; a Prelacy not chofen by the Presbyters whom they Go
vern yea fufpendiEg or degrading ehe Presbyters of all thofe 
Churches, as to the governing part of their office, and guilty of 
the reft of the evils before mentioned , is not only it felf unne-
ceffary, but finful.and a difeafe of the Church which all good 
men (hould do the beft they can to cure. And therefore the 
erFe&s of this difeafe can be no more Neceflary to our Miniftry, 
then the burning of a feaver, or fwelling of a Tympany, is ne-
ceflary to the body. 

Sect. 8. NoBiftiopsare Neceffary but fuch as were in Scri-
ture times But there were none fuch as the lateEnglifti Btlhops 
in Scripture times: Therefore the Engliih Biftiops are not ne-
Ihl C*K • ? d e n V « h the Ma jor,muft go further in denying 
the fufficicncy of Scnpture,tbenl find thcPapifts ordinarily to do: 
t o r they will be loth to affirm that any office is of Neceftlty to 
the Being of the Church or of Presby ters,that is not to be found 
a " e

S ^ " r e i 0 r t h a c w a s n o t c h c n ^ Being: Therefore fo far we 

Sect. 9. And for the Minor , I prove it thus. I f the Englifh 
tfiihops were neither fuch as the unfixed General Minifters,nor 
luchasthc fixed Biftiops of particular Churches, then were 
they not luch as were in Scripture times. But they were neither 
luchas the unfixed General Minifters, nor fuch as the fixed Bi-
Ihops of particular Churches; therefore, &c. 

Sect. 10. BeHdes thefe two forts of Minifters, there are no 
more in the New Teftamcnt. ( Andthefearediverfifiedbutby 
theexercife of their office, fo far as they were ordinary M**11" 

fters 



flers to continue. ) The unfixed Minifters (whether Apoftles, 
Evangeliftsor Prophets ) were fuch as had no fpecial charge o f 
any one Church as their Diocefs,but were to do their belt for 
the Church m general, and follow the direction and call of the 
Holy Ghoft for the exercifing of their Minrftry. But its known 
to all that our Engsifh B ftiops were not fuch. They were no 
ambulatory itinerant Pr eachers: they "went not about to plant 
Churches, and confirm and direct luch as they had planted: but 
were fixed to a'Gty; and had everyone their Diocefs, which 
was their proper char ge ( but Oh how they difcharged their un
dertaking!^ 

Sed. n / O b j e & . The Jpefiles might agree among them 
felvesto divide their Provinces, and did accordingly , James being 
Bijhop o/Jerufalem, Peter of Rome, &c. Anfw. No doubt but 
common reafon would teach them when they were fent to 
preach the Gofpel to ail the world, to difperfe themfelves, and 
not be preaching all in a place,to thedifadvantage of their work: 
But i . Its one thingto travail feveral ways, and fo divide them-
fclves as i t inerantsand another thingto divide the Churches 
among them, as their feveral Diocefles to wh eh they fhouldbe 
fixed; Which they never d id , for ought is proved. 2. And 
its one thing prudently to difperfe themfelves for their 
labour , and another thing to claim a fpecial power over 
a Circuit or Diocefs as their charge, excluding a like charge 
and power of others. So far as any man, Apoftle or other, was 
the Father of fouls by their converfion, they owned him a -pe
dal honour and love, which the ApofUes themfel v e , ^ J ° ^ 
times claim : B u t this was nothing^to a peculiar ^ocefsor Pro 
vince. Form the fame City > ^ndn^aPres! 
convertedby o « A ^ ^ ^ ^ 
byter convert them, I tninKtne » a v c l ' 0 " c .,-,.,.-..1 p o w e r 

make then, his Diocefs, not g.ve him there an EP °P» 
much lefs above Apoftles in A M place. Nor was t t a M K K 
that Diocenes could be bounded by, as now h y a ^ a t i - ' 

Sed. t 2 . N o r d o w e f i n d m S c r p t m e t h e ^ 
on that the Apo8ie. were fi«Dwcdfcn 1 ^ . 
much to the contrary. I . I n tna had laid upon 
with the Genera] charge, a n d " o r * ' ? o r e a c h t h e Gofoel to 
them to go into all the world, and preacD tne ^o.pe 



( i 8 z ) 
every creature: How would this ftand with fixing in a peculiar 
Diocds ? 

Seer. 13. And 2. We find them anfwcring their Commi/Iion 
in their practice, going abroad and preaching and planting 
Churches, and fomenmes vifiring them in their paflage,but not 
Jetling on them as their Diocefles- but going further, if they 
bad opportunity, to do the hke for other places. Yea they 
p.anced Bjfhopsin thefeveral Cities and Churches which they 
nad gathered to Chrift. Though Paul (laid three years at £ • 
Vhefus and other adjacent parts of vifi* , yet did not all 
that abode prove it his peculiar Diocefs : ( And yes its hard 
to nnd again fo long an abode of Paul or any Apoftle in one 
placeJEjders that were Bifhops we find at Efhefus, ABs 20.and 
lomelay Timothy was their Bifhop, and fomefay John the Appo
s e was their B.fhpp: but its clear thatit was no pecuIiarrDK-
ocefsof Paul. r 

of f h ^ I 4 ' A n d 3. We ftill find that there were more then one .> 
r o S e r e T 3 i , t i n e r a n t Minifters in a Place, or at leaft that 
no one excluded others from having equal power with him in 

'I V ' r h C , r C C V e r h e c a m e - Barn*y*lsilas,T>m,?i' 
Znh V , ? * f ?dit"s> a n d many more were fellow-labourers 
B/A? 1 0 , f a t n c D jocefs or Province, and not as fixed 

imopsor Presbyters under him , but as General Minifters as 

A p o f t L r h S r 7 C H u T r e a d c h a t h e f a i d c ° a n y of the falfe 
£ v e v o V t o t ? h \ h " Cu0ntem** f ™ * " my Diocefs,what 
S e l d d ^ 
or anv Annftn f r !TS- P a t 3 P o W e r ' a S a , n f t Peter Ja™*1"? 

S S ! S ^ C N N o r t h a c p , e a d e d a n y f u c h 

Other A n c L r . A n d K h e r C ^ r C t h o u 8 h we reverence Eufebius^ 
them not a? t d I U S 0 f f o m c A P ° f t l c s DiocefTes,we cake 
Points Dart?v r , n ? I , l b l C K r e p 0 r t e r s i a " d h a v € ™ r ° n i n t b e f £ 

C h u X n l ° ^ y f h e m c r c d i c f r ° m the word of God. The 
We ™ S ^ W ' S p h , , t e d b y , n y ApoftIe,or where a M * * 
iheirPafT ^ r e f ident , were like enough to reckon xbefiru"* 
of? ^ f t o " f r o m h ' m - Forthe founder of a Church is a Pa t e 
fcnr i . r ^ " 0 t a f i x e d P a f t o r » l a k i n g l * ** h« peculiar charge, 
^ e h v c r i n g it into the hands of fuch : And in tbis Tence we 
s^e great rcafon to underihund the Catalogues of the ^orients 



and their affirmations that Apoftles were Biftiops of tbeCnur* 
ches. For Paftors they were: but fo that they had no peculi
ar Diocefs, but ftill went on in planting and gathering and con
firming Churches: Whereas the Biftiops that were fetled by them 
( and are faid to fucceed them had) their fingle Churches which 
were their peculiar charge; They had but one fuch charge or 
Church,when the A pottles that lead in the Catalogues had ma ny; 
& yet none fo as to be limited to them. And why have we not the 
Diocefs of Paul and fohnpnd CMatherv and Thomas t&nd the reft 
of the twelve,mentioned, as well of Peter and fames? Or i f Paul 
had any ,it feems he was com partner with Peter in the fam e City 
( contrary to the Canons that requireth that there be but one 
Biftiop in a City. ) 

Sc&. 16. Its clear then that the Englifti Bifliops were not 
fuch Apoftolical unfixed Biftiops as the Itinerants of the f irf t age 
were. And yet i f they were, 1 (hall (hew in the next Argument 
that its nothing to their advantage; becaufe Archbifhops are 
nothing to our queftion. And that they were not fuch as the 
fixed Biftiops of Scripture times,! am next to prove. 

Sed. 17. The fixed Biftiops in the Scripture times had but a 
fingle Congregation , or particular Church for their Paftoral 
Charge: But our Englifti Biftiops had many ( i f not many 
hundred) fuch Churches for their charge: therefore our Enghfh 
Biftiope were not of the fame fort with thofe in Scripture. The 
Major I have proved in the former Difputation. The Mi 
nor needs no proof, as being known to all that know En* 

^ S e a . 18. And 2 - T h e f i ^ Biftiops in the S c r i p t u r e ^ 
no Presbyters, at leaft, o f other particular Churches under 
them, ( ThcyGoverned not any Presbyters hat had other 
afTociated Congregations for publick WorThip.; But the I k 
glifti Biftiops had the Presbyters of other Churches under hem 
(perhaps of hundreds: ) therefore they are not fuch ast*e 
Scripture Biftiops were. There is much difference betweer a 
Gov" rnour of People.and a Governour of Paftors; £ r f « f m 

^ ^ A ^ ^ ^ p ^ teas? 
taawcre the Paftors o f f a f t ors,aslcaft,ofotherChurche^^ 



Sect. I Q . Thts LfitppoIel may take .as granted defaElo from 
the Reverend Divir.e'whom I rnve cited in the foregoing Difpu-
*-tion, that .faith ( Annotat, in Art. \\.) that [ AIth»tight his 
TitU of 0 FK5tt 71?0i Elders,have been alfo extended to a fecondor
der in the Church} and now i only in ufe for them, under the name 
<f Presbyters • yet in the Scripture-times tt belonged principally, if 
totmhne to Bijhop,. the re being no Evidence that any of that fecond 
Crder were then tnfiituted- though foon after, before the writing 
d Ignatius EpiftleSxtherewtrefmh inflitmedin all Churches\So 
thathegranteththat^ fatto there were then m Presbyters but 
Biceps,and that they were not inflicted : and therefore Bifhops 
had no fuch Presbyters to Govern ; nor any Churches but a 
imgle Congregation : For one B.fhop could guide but one Con* 
ganon at once in publick worfhip • and there could be-no Wor-
irnpping Congregationsthe fence that now we fpeakof Jwith-
out tomePresby ter to guide them in performance of the worfhip. 
^ f l T : ; 2 t h t h S f a r a e L c a r f l e < i man, Differtat. 4 de E> 

fore he a(f l ^ h o d i e Presbyleri] And thve-
hv Kihln < 'n 'n J ^ ^ l a c t n e Churches were then Governed 
fnrhJ *F 3 l ? { ^ b V bacons without Presbyters, infraneing 
words o f c l t h e P U r c h ^ ferufalem, A&« 6. and pledging the 

OrotiusW^cfaHLnr7 *>*>«*™> &* f HOW 
I fhewed befor^Tc?rhir C A " * » * *ft*gaifln their Epifcop«7, 
w w . ° j k)l0fhjfamepurpofe he citeth the wordsof CU-
^ r a l i o c X ^ Z ^ T " A P ^ ^ - d u d i n ^ 
ZpifcoDis n;2 p i f n J l " e Pr^Jmrum mentione intervener**, 

e ^ « f « i ' efet,nondum Presbyter* 

*Wp*fftm. P-*O-Secl. 19,20,21. Soa l fo^ /M 1. 

tm m****frtmfim Scriptm-tme,, JiJ/Jooyea prove 
(at 



C I S ? ) 
the fecrct Intention of theApoftles to be for fuch a Mutation,an I 
then we (hall be fatisficd in that. But til l then it is enough to us 
that we have the fame Government that dejaclo was fet up by 
the Apoftles, and exercifed in Scripture times. And that its 
granted us that the office was not then inftituted which we de
ny -. For it is the office of fuch fubjed Presbyters having BO 
Power of Ordination that we deny. 

Seel:. 22. Objed. But though in Scripture times there 
mere no Bijhops over many Churches and Presbyters, yet there 
rcerc Archbtjhops that were over many. Anfw. Becaufe this 
objection contains their ftrengch, 1 (hail anfwer it the more 
fully. And i . I f there were no fubjed Presbyters in thofe 
times, then Archbilhops could rule none. But there were 
none fuch, as is grantedtherefore, &c. And what proof is 
there of Archbifhops then ? 

Seel. 23. Their firft proof is from the Apoftles: But they 
will never prove that they were fixed Bifhops or Archbilhops. 
I have proved the contrary before. But fuch an itinerant Epif-
copacy as the Apoftles had (laying by their extraordinaries) for 
my part I think ihould be continued to the world and to the 
Church Cof which after. ) 

Another of their proofs is from Timothy and Titus , 
who, thy fay, were Archbiftiops. But there is full evidence 
that Timothy and Titus were not fixed Bilhops or Archbilhops, 
but Itinerant Evangelifts, that did as the Apoftles did, even 
plant and fettle Churches, and then go further,and do the like. 
See and confider but the proofs of this in Trins unbifhoping 
of Timothy zudTitus. Such Planters and Itinerants were pr» 
tempore the Biftiops of every Church where they came ( yet lo 
as another might the next week be Bilhopofthefame Church, 
and another the next week after him, yea three or four or 
more at once as they ihould come into the place > And there
fore many Churches as well as Epkefus and -Greet its like might 
have begun their Catalogue with Timothy and Titus ', and ma
ny a one befides Rome might bave begun their Catalogue witn 
Peter and 'Paul. \ r 

SeA. 24. Another of their proofs is of the Angels of the feven 
Churches which they fay were Archbiftiops. But how do they 
prove it? Becaufc thofe Churches or fomcof them were plant-



c t u y 
edin chief Cities, and therefore the Bifhops were Metropolitans* 
But how prove they the confequence? By their flrong imagi
nation and affirmation* The Orders of the Empire had not then 
fuch connection and proportion, and correlpondency with the 
Orders of the Church. Let them give us any Valid proof that 
theBifhopof aMetropolis had then ( i n Scripture times) the 
Bifhops of other Cities under him, as the Governor of them, 
andwefhall thank them for fuch unexpected light. Rut pre--
famptton muii not go for proofs. They were much later rimes 
that afforded occafion for fuch contentions as that of Bafiland 
Anthymins, ( Whether the bounds of their Epifcopa! Jurisdicti
on fhould changeas theEmperours changed the State of thePro-
vinces?) Let them prove that thefc Aftan Angels had the Bifhops 

j ° ! a C r C h u r c h e s ' * n d the Churches themfelves under their ju
risdiction, and then they have donefomething. 

Sect, 25 .Bu t i f there were any preheminence of Metropoli
tans neer thefc times, it cannot be proved to be any more then 
anhonorary Primacy : to be £pifi,p*sprim* fete , but not a 
Governour of the reft. How e l ! could Cyprian truly fay f<ven 
R i S n 8 c*L*' 1 5 b e f o r e a l l € d g ^ » that none of them was a 
K lhop of Bifhops, nor impofed on others, but all were left 
iree to tnerr own confcicnces3as being accountable only to God? 
r r f r ' 2 6 \ Y e a t ^ Reverend Author above mentioned fhews 
t h e V f w e T e t f ^ 4 * ^ ' o ^ , f f . 9 i 10, frsUiki 
though not in * TrCS m o r e Bifhop/then one in a City, 
tnougrnnot ™ »»«8ccle(ia ant Cce>». And the like bath Gro»»s 
i w r u t h ? c \ C l t V h a d 0 1 c then more Churches then one, and 
BHhoS h » d i h ™ ^ B.fhops , and neither of thefe 
much i e r rn r t h , e G o v e r n o » ^ f t h e 0 r J , 0 r his Congregation: 
Andthl[ tr?, ' ?• ™ r C h l , r c h e s a n d Bilhops of other Of t* . 

oZrJJ? a ^ ° f t b e i r i m ^ d m t e fuccefTors there. And fo»n 
Other places ( Lege Biffert. $ c ^ , ) 
fcin! 2 7 ; r

 W h c n t h c great Qregory Thaumaturge was made 
an A 1° f?e!C*farea>h* h a d b u t Seventeen Chriftians in his City J 
and when he had increaied thero by extraordinary fuc«efTcs, yet 
! , e 7 ; ° l that he had fo much as a Presbyter under him. And 
irne had, I t s not likely that Mufinius, his firft and chief enter
tainer, would have been made but his Deacon, and be the only 



0 < V ) 
man eo accompany him and comfort him in his retirement in the 
perfecution, and that no Presbyter fliould be mentioned : which 
(hews that Bifliops then were fuch as they were inScrip:ure.times 
(atleaft in moft places J and had not many Churches «irh their 
Presbyters fubjed to them,as Dioccfan Bifhop* have. And when 
Comana, a fmall place not far off him, received the faith, Gregory 

-Ordained W < T < the Colliar J their Bi(hop,over another (in
gle Congregation,and did not keep them under his own Paftoral 
charge and Government : Vid. Qreg^Njfen in vitaThaumat. ) 

Sed. 28. But becaufe that our DiOceian Biftiops arefuch as 
the Archbiihops that i irf t aiTumed the Government of many 
Churches,and becaufe we (hall hardly drive many from their pre* 
fumption,thac Timothyand Titus were Arcnbiihopsfbefidesthe 
Apoftles, I f lna l l now let that fuppofitioU ftandj and make i t 
my next Argnmeut that, 

(Argument 3 .) Ordination by Archbifliops is not necef- ^ r g . j< 
fary to the Being of Miniftcrs or Churches. Our Englifti Bi-
ihops were indeed Archbiftiops: therefore Ordination by them 
is not Neceffary J It is not the Name, but the office that is 
pleaded NecefTary. 

Sed. 29. And for the Major,! think it will not be denyed. All 
that I have to do with,Pro'eftants and Papifts, do grant the Va
lidity of Ordination by Biftiops. And for theMinor,itiseafily 
proved. The Biftiops that are the Govcrnours of many Chur
ches and their Biihops3arc Archbiihops. The Bifliops of England 
were the Governoursof many Churches with their Biftiops .-
therefore they were Archbiihops. The Major will be granted. 
And for the Minor I prove it by parts; 1. That they were ( by 
undertaking ) the Governours of many Churches, z. And or 
mam B ih >os. 

Sed. 30. HethatistheGovernour over many Congregations 
ofChriJiiansaffociatedfor the publickjVorJhi?ofGoda*dholy com
munion and Edification, under their Proper Pafiors, « tlhe Oo»ver-
nour of many Churches, But fuch wereour En|Mh B.ftops. 
therefore, &c. That fuch Societies as are here defTned are true 
Cheches, is a truth fo clear, that no enemy of thef Churches ts 
isabletogainfay with any (hew of Scripture or reafon^ they be-
ing fuch Churches as are dcfcribcdin theScnpturcs And 2.That 
ou8r Snifters were true Paftors, if any m i l deny, ( asthePapift* 

— J} D 2 ^ 
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and Separatifls do ) I (haU have occafion to fay more to them 
anon. 

Sect. 31. Argument 4. I f Ordination by fuch as the English 
Biftiops l)e of Neceflicy to the Miniftry and Churches, then 
was there no true Miniftry and Churches in the Scripture 
times, nor in many years after: But the confequcnt isfalfe; 
therefore fo is the Antecedent. The reafon of the Confequer.ee is 
becaufe there were no fuch Bifhops in thofe times; and this is al
ready proved,they being neither the Itinerant Apoftolical fort of 
Bifhops. nor the fixed Paftors of particular Churches; befidei 
which there were no other. 

SeA.32. Arguments. I f Ordination by fuch as the Englifli 
Prelates be NecefTar.y to the Being of the Miniftry and Churches, 
then none of the Proteftants that have not fuch Preiates(which is 
•Imoft a l l ) are true Churches or have true Minifters: But the 
Confequcnt is falfe: therefore fo is the Antecedent. Of this I 
l ru l l fay more anon. 

Sect-3 3 .Ifnoneiof the Proteftants Churches that have not fuch 
Bifhops are true Churches, and have not a true Miniftry, then 
neither Roman .Greeks Armenian. isEthiopian&c. or almoft any 
through the world are true Churches : For they are-defective in 
Jome greater matters, and chargeable with greater errors then 
ulXtUA S ? n ruqUunrZ i s f a l f e ^herefore fo is the Antecedent. 
S o ick C h ^ r h \ 1 U A e f e L o b ? t r u e C h u r c h e s > ^ n y e t b the Ca-

dinatfon bv £ h S r f p ^ ^ t h e r e i s n o ***** o f 0 f " 
thTmenJ^ . I ^ h e ? n g ^ Prelates, 1 have withal1 proved 
^ c r ^ n ^ e , r c r i , » lefs Minifters, becaufe they 
the m o ^ M & ^ r ^ r orOrdinanccs ever 

maSv ̂ a 3 d n r ^ h , f F e t b e r c i s 0 0 o t h c r Ordination to be had, it 
mes fasevenr ^ \ l ° j f * " ' Not as they are E f i f i . f i i*-
^ m X c h ^ t h ™ > of this fpeciesM « they are 
ufilrpatiom. * " c h ^ ^ t g n d 

thar C £ " . 3 ^ , I t i $ tt?lthr d . u t y l h i r c f o r e . but the fin, of any man 
that was Ordained by fuch Prelates to a lawful office, to difdaim-
ana renounce that Ordination ( as foruc d o . ; For i t is not every , 

irregularity 
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