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and Separates do ) I (hall have occafion to fay more to them 
anon. 

Sed. 31. Argument 4. I f Ordination by fuch as theEnglifh 
Biftiops 1)e of Neccflicy 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 isfatfe; 
therefore fo is the Antecedent. The reafon of the Confequer.ee is 
becaufe there were no fuch Bifliops in thofe times; and this it al
ready proved,they being neither the Itinerant Apoftolical fort of 
Biftiops, nor the fixed Paftors of particular Churches; befidei 
which there were no other. 

SeA.32. Arguments. I f Ordination by fuch as the Englifti 
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 
Confcqucnt is falfe: therefore fo is the Antecedent. Of this I 
l ru l l fay more anon. 

Scd.3 3 - Ifnone of the Proteftants Churches that have not fuch 
Biftiops are true Churches, and have not a true Miniftry, then 
Mthv Roman .Greeks Armenia. ^thiopi*»,&c. or almoft any 
through the world are true Churches : For they are-defedive in 
Jome greater matters, and chargeable with greater errors then 
ulXtUA S ? n ruqUunrZ i s f ? l f < ^ h e r t f ° r e fo is the Antecedent. 
S o i c k c £ ? ? h \ 1 U A e f e L 0 ^ t r u e C h u r c h e s A n y e t h the Ca-

dinatfon bv £ h « 8 r f p t h a C t h e r e i s n ° ™ ^ o f ° f " 
thTmenJ^ . I ^ h e ? n g ^ Prelates, 1 have witball proved 
^ v e S t ^ ^ ^ ^ " ^ ^ lefsMinifters,becaufe they 
the more t k S ^ ^ ^ C M s ever 

may '£ ' a L » t h e r c i s 0 0 o t h c r Ordination to be had, it 
mesfasevenr ^ n ° ^ : N o t a s t h e ? a r c ( * ' 
^ m X c h ^ t h ^ ) o r of this fpecLM « they are 
X p a t i o m . C C h u r c b > n o t w i t h ^ n d i n g fuch fuperfluities and 

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

irregularity 
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c m y 
irregularity that nullified i t : There may be many modal ctr-
cumttantials , or accidental roifcarriages that may not Nul l the 
the fubftancc of the Ordination i t fc If. 

Sec* 3 7-Yet it muft be concluded,that we may not be wilfully 
guilty of any fin in the modes or accidents: But that may be afin* 
in the Ordair.er,which the Ordained may not be guilty of, as do
ing nothingthat fignifiech an approbation of i t , but perhaps dil-

0 W Sea! 38. I f we have been guilty of fubmicting to a corrupt or
dination as to the accidents, we muft difown andrepent: or the 
fihfull mode and accidents , though not of the Ordination • 

fetf nTbftanee. As we muft bewail the crrours and infirmitici • 
of our preaching, prayer, and other^holy duces without re
nouncing the duty it felf,which is of God, and to be owned, 

Se& zo As to the Queftion of fome, whether a man may be 

1 You muft diftineuifti between a General Ordination to the 
* office o ? S e M « n & y , anda fpecial Ordination to a parnct1 iar 

Church. ( As the licenfing of a Phyfitian ; and the fethng him 
over a City or Hofpital) The firft may be done but once.tn cafe 
i t be truely done : but the fecond may be done asoftas we re-
i t oc crucjy uv , . T K o u o h vetboth maybcdoneat 

l ^ i x n g " ™an into Member (hip of the 
taking him into a particular Church. Itsnothke thatthefepa 
ration and Isipoluion of hands on P*»/and Sar»al>*>, Aa. 13-
2.3. wastotheitfirftApoftleftiip. , . . fi ft 

*Seft. 40. I f a man have weighty W ^ ^ S f t S S 
Ordination, his fafcft way is to 6 » 

Bib 3 - ° 
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Ordination at this time, by E n g l t f l T r e -

lates efpecially, is unnecejjary. 

1 E f i c ? e s what U faid againft the Necef-
fityof fuch PreJafckaJ Oriinarj^n in 
icleir, I conceive \ hm more re a v be 
»a;d agatnft it as th i r f - <;• w tod 
from feveral accidental r t afor^which 
make it not only unnea toy but 

of the Land , i s ^ b ^ a l , J n c h

K

a c ^ s upon us from the Law 
tes them-

^ ^ r t o n o w ^ g ^ t ! " * * * * * them) So that we 
y o r e Evidence; and ho w fofrcmScri-
T h e E - l i f h Pre ^ S i ^ ^ , s ; * have fhewed before. 
* * iefr at Liberty from f n l t h < ? L a W o f t h c U n d : w c 

Ianfwer, I . I c i / f J h * * C*' G°™rmit*t is taken dwn. 
theref3rethey r oay n e l l ^ w f h e y o b e y themtea-es, and 
eftates and l.ves « X ? n £ " t 0 k ' T h e V *oJd their 
Profefsfubmiffion and A w j g ^ ^ a r ' d r u , c d b V * i a n d 

when another of « n v ~ t n e gener* i i t y of them. And 
^ f t f e e u L ^ ^ ^ n t * ^ P , that commanded 
eftablifhed w i t h o u t ! K ^ i ^ r 1 ™ t 0 t h e Governmentas 
fciencet t * f o f c d tha? TP " f d H o u f e . o f L o r d s > when our Con-

t f l a c h x , S a S « n e n t as unlawful, c Jbegenerality 
of 



of the contrary minded took it ( even all that I was acquainted I 
with,that were put upon it ) So ttiat I may take it for granted 
that they judge the power which they obey tbemfclvcs, to be 
obeyed by others. 

Scd. 4. And 2.1 would be glad to hear from them any regar-
dablc proof that thofe thatGoverned when Paul wrote the 13 th 
Chapter to the Remans had any better Title to their Govern
ment ; Let them review their own late writings on that fubject, 
and they may have arguments enough that are Valid adhomimm 
at lead* 

Seftis* The Laws of the Land do make the Acts even of an 
Ufurper Valid while he is in poffeffion, and make it trealon to 
them that do againft him that which is treafon if it were aga.nlt 
a lawfull Prince : and therefore if we granted them what they 
hereaffirm,it would be no advantage to their caufe. Subject* 
mult look at the prefent Governours with peaceable f u b J c c £ o n . : 

For i f they be left to try their Princes titles , and fufpend obedi
ence upon their Tingle opinions, you know what wul 

Sect 6. And 3! I t will be hard to prove that many a Prince 
that ha* ruled in England, had a better Title ; Its known 1 hat 
manv of their Titles were naught, And yet their Lawcs are 

?l H „ k ^ PAfteritv And how can they convey a 
VaUdft.i themfelves? I f you fay 
better title to their Heirs tnen uey u» „ return 
that the Confent of the People gave them a better I mnU^return 
that i f that will ferve, the people in Parliaments ( more thenone > 
and in their real fub je f t t o£ have confemed to this. Butth,s,s 
a f u b j e a that require* much more to be fa,d of. , o nothing 
at all : and therefore I toll take up here, with th.s little wh.cn 

onlyTlbl i igclby"he Laws from former P r e ! o b 
liged againlt i t . The Rulers havedepofed and forbidden i t , 
And in lawfu l things it is a duty to obey our Gove nonrs 
And that the deraohihing of the Prelacy , is a lawful thing 
( i n i t felf c o n f u t e d : For I meddle not with the^manner a h 
time.) I have did enough before to prove. I t hath been n.oal 
for Pr nces to decafc bad Priefts, and heretical or contention;: Bi-
(hoos and to correct diforders.and reftrain ufurpations of Pre
lates among themfelves. And if any fuch thiog.be now done 
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by our prefent Governours, I know not any thing of thatne-
ceflity in the Engiifh 0 f Prelacy, as will warrant us to 
dfobeythcm. 

Scd. 8. And i t is a thing that is inconfiftent wichthe Peace 
and Unity of thefe Churches : Which is another reafon. 
For i . We have fcen the ill effects of i t f which I am not willing 
to open to the worft ; 2. And the multitudeof the moft confci-
entious people are againft i t . And the generality of the moft 
confcionable faithful Minifters are againft it j So that it could not 
be reftorcd, without the apparent ruine of thefe Churches. 
4 . And a Learned Reverend AfTembly of Divines, chofen out of 
the feveral Counties by a Parliament, were againft i t . 5 • And 
many Parliaments have been againft i t . 5. And the generality 
ot their adherents in the two Nations, that then Jived in Aeir 
Power , have taken a Solemn Covenant againft it . Not 
againft ail Lpifcopacy, but againft the Englifli fort of Pre-
lacie. So that it cannot be reftored, without incomparably 
m U C ^ m ° j r e • ' t h e n t h c continuance ofic would have done 
good,and without fetting all thefe Churches on a flame: So 
rar is it now from being a likely means of Unity or Peace among 

Seel:. 9, And i f yet they plead the obligation of the ancient 
*-aws ( which is moft infilled on by many ) I mutt by 
Tiy u ) a ? e x c u f e > remember them of one thing, which its 
obliJeS rlTl°TAV c b a t i f ^ofeLaws are ftiil in force to 
obhge us to feck Ordination from the Prelates ard to Au-
to t 0 0 r d a h • n o t w i t h f t a n * B g the Laws of 
lowZtTJ a t ^ a v e r e P c a l ^ t h e m , then it muft needs fel
o n ™ ^ 5 " I 3 " / P ° W

T

C r S 3 r e t a k e n f o r flo Powers: andconfe-

on thc o V d S if r n d S u P r c m a c V » a s to forae other-Power.op-
t b e O V d S W " ^ ^ h y h a ^ P o n t h e m , a n d oblige 
d a S d For P K C ^ ° f e 0 a t h * > 8 5 a « C 0 b e fo 

force in J ° s A

t h 7 ? e y c t o f f o r c c i n one, they are of 

e • *o. Andt thmk I may conclude that it is your own 
judge-



C h i ) 
Judgement, that men (hould rather forbear yoiir b r d m i t l o ^ 
then hazard their Jives,or violate the prefent Laws,becaa^ whe" ; 

a Declaration or Order came forth not/ong ago, prohibiting 
menofyour perfwafionthat had been fecj tie (tred to Preach 6^ 
Adminiiter Sacraments, the generality or j ou presently obey" 
edit,andfome wrote for the forbearance that they practifed. 
And if an Ordained man fhould obey the prefent power , by 
forbearing to preach and adminifter Sacraments, or may for
bear thefeto efcape a temporal danger j much more may men 
cfo fo about your fort of Ordination. 

Sed. I I . Moreover 4, We (hall be guilty of a fixed Schifcri 
among the Reformed Church s, and of making the heal
ing of our breaches impoffible, i f by our compliance we 
own your dividing Principle, chac [ N o other are trueMini-
ilers or Churches but fuch as have your Manner of Ordina
t i o n ] For by this Rule all the Minifters in thefe and other 
Proteftant Nations muft be degraded, or taken for no Mini-
fters, and all the Churches for no true Churches (though per
haps they may be confeffed Chriftian Communities , ) Nor 
the Ordinances and admiriiflrations true. And do you think 
thefe are likely terms for Peace ?• Wil l c y « r be yielded 
to by fo many Churches ? Or is it a defirabie thing ? 
Should Rome be fo much gratified ? And our Churches ru
ined ? and the fouls of millions caft away, and lacriftced to 
your opinion?, or Peace ? While your Prelacy pretended to 
no more, but to be the heft firt of Government, and your 
Church to be the befi of Churches, wc could fubmic to you 
in all things that were not Hatly fmful : But when you 
will be the only Churches, and unchurch all others, even the 
molt flourifhing Churches for knowledge ahd hohneis, ana 
when you muft be the only Miniftcrs, and others mult be 
none, unlefs they will be Ordaineo1 by you ; this is enough to 
put a fobermanto a ftandj whether he (hail not be guilty or. 
notorious fchifm < by complying with fo fchtfmarcal a prin
ciple , i f he fubjed hirafelf voluntarily to a Prelacy that bath 
fuch principles and pretences , and to an Ordination that 
is adrriniftred ort thefe grounds and terms. This was not the 
ground, nor thefe the principles of the former Enoirfh' Pre
lates: and therefore we were more capable of fubje&ion to 

Cc them 



C * P 4 0 
them or Communion with them. We could have lived in their 
Communion and in the Communion of the reft of the Proteftanc 
Churches that have rio Prelacy. But if by innovation, you have 
made fuch a change.asthat we muft feparate from all the Reform-
ecKChurches and Minifters that have not your kind of Ordinati
on , i f we will be your fubje&s or be Ordained by you according 
to your grounds,its time for us to look about us, that we cfcapc 
that feparation and fchifm, that you would lead us into and en
gage us in by your way of Ordination. 

Sed. 12. Among your felves there arc many that affirm that 
i f the Pope would have been content with his old Patriarchal 
Power, and principium mitatis or primacy of Order, and 
W t f V C ? i s I a f t four n u n d r € d years determinations, oratlcaftnot 
obtrude them on other Churches ( as Bifliop BromhaU 
ipeaks) they could have held communion with him, that now 
c a , n i ? o t ; 1 1 Row would have been content to. be a Member 
of the Cacholick Church , though pretendedly the nobleft, 
they could have owned i t : But when it will be The Catholic* 
Church, and feparate i t fclf from all the reft unchurching 
all chat are not fubjef t to them, and united in their Go
vernment , they then drive us further from Communion 

Zr-l r^'-, I m i t a t e t h c r a n o t i n *nV d*gr«€ in this No
torious fchilm and feparation. Be contented to beMinifterf 
and Churches; a c d tell not Chrift , he hath none but you, 

Chrift^s t

ahus°eur ^ "Vl™* < h a C t h c Kingdom of 
h ^ ? . ^ c u c ^on, "> the honour or rejoycing of his adverfary. 

S , * " 4 J i . I t „ " 2 ' B O t f 0 r i d i c u l ? " « ^ to n in Mr. r J p t ' \ T / T " i , u l c . u , o u s " lad to me, to read 

U fad and ridiculous Khich, i Z A 7* T r ^ t A t \ • 
Ordination called a f \ 

which he and others fa, 
" ffers but L ' " ~ " r J , t h e A8*rs> An Ordination of Mini* 
* T f k E s t.ZT' ° f t h 4» Ordination of Lay 
" for ,Jl -y*J Preachers flilly and ( without repentance ) 

" s 3 l A W Z T C T b l e i 0 r ' U i ' ' i i ^ Thus Mr. / - . 
f w h o e v e r t . ^ C i e e m 5 h e " " o ^ t h e fame judgement, 

W°B ont that he told hun, that [ is fir Holland, b^mjlhl 
•fi. 



O P ? ) 
td if there was A Church among them, sr mt} or wordsfully ti 
that Purfofe~\ Againft which abufeofthe D r . the Bifliop was 
fain to vindicate himfeif. See page 124,125. O f his Pofthumous 
Judgement. 

Sect. 15. Moreover, 5. We know not of alrroft any Bi-
{hops in England, by whom men may be Ordained. Four 
or rive Reverend Learned men of that degree are commonly 
faid to furvive among us (whoai we much honour and value 
for their worth ) But as thefe are fo diftanc, and their refii« 
dencc to the moft unknown, fo the reft ( i f there be any ) 
are known to very few at ail, that I can hear of." Its famed 
that many Bifhops there are - but we know it not to be 
true, nor know not who they be * and therefore it cannot 
well'be cxpeded , that their Ordination ihould be fought. 
I f they reveal not themfelves and their Authority , and do 
not fo much as once command or claim obedience from the 
generality of Miniftcrs, how can they expect to be obeyed? 
J f they plead the danger of perfecution , I anfwer, 1. What 
Perfecution do they fuffer that are known ( above others 
of their way ?} 2. I f that will excufe them ( when we never 
h - r d of any that fuftered the lofs ofa penny for being known 
to be a Bifhop,fmce the Wars were ended ) then it fecros, 
they take the Being of the Miniftry and Churches to be but 
of fmail moment , that are not worthy their hazzsrd in a 
manifeftation of their power : And i f this excufe them from 
appearing,it muft needs in reafon excufe others from knowing 
them,obcyingthem, and fubmitting to them. ; A K A L , U 

Sec*. 16. And when they (hi l l declare themfelves to be our 
BilrTops they muft in all reafon exped that the proof or 
it as well as the naked affirmation, be defired by us. For we 
muft not take every man for a BiOiop " w 
They muft (hew us accordmg to the ^ P ^ ^ S ^ 
of the Diocefs lawfully Eleded them, andBilhops Coniecrated 
them; which are tranfadions that we are gangers to. I t 
they take the fecret Eledion * ^ t o ^ « $ J % » 
* Dioceft, to be currant, ^ ^ ^ \ ^ J S \ ^ fo ex-
uncapablc by Schtfra, 1. Then ™y*™" t i f t h e y w i U 
ceedinelv unjuft as to be unmeet for Oov e r n m ^ n ^ J ^ ' Y «s 
u ^ t h e i r fccret preemptions, and unproved luppofiuons. 



£u,t o f f or. eenfure fo many parts of the Clergy , without ever 
accufing them, or calling them to fpeak for therafclves, or 
hearmg their $e¥ence,. 2. And i f upon fuch prefumpruou.s 
Ceafures you make your felvcs Bifhops befides the Canons, you 
cannot e*pe& obedience from thofe that you thus feparate from, 
and cenfure unheard. ^ 
_ SccT. 17. Its known that theEnglifh Bifhops (as Grotiftshim-
felf affirmeth J were chefen by the King according to the cuftom 
here, the Chapter being fh ado ws in the bufinefs: And i f the. 
King may make Bifhops, he may make Presbyters; and then 
Ordination is unnecefTary. But i f you fay that the Confe-
cratOrs make them Bifhops, and not the KiRgs Election, then 
Rome had many Btlhops at once, when ever three or four 
Popes were confecrated at once ( which marrs all fucceffion, 
thence dirived, ) and then i f fome Bifhops confecrate one, 
and fome another, both are true Bifhops of one Dioccfs, and 
many Pallors may be thus Ordained to one Church 
r „ k - A l 8 ' L A n d / c c o r i c e r n c t h us before we become their 
lubjects, to have fome credible Evidence that they are fo Or-
tnodox, as to be capable of thc place. And the rather becaufe 
mat lomc that arefufpected to be Bifhops ( how truly I kno^ 
not ) have given caufeof fome fufpicion: Either bv writitsg 
• 5 a i ^ t Original fin , or by owning Grotius's Religion , 
r W r uZ $ w n 1 h a v * ^ ^ d elfewbere, ) or by un-
Tv rhnguhe P r o t e f t * n t Churches , and Nullifying their Mini-
t b J p h l v « T t h e i r k i n d o f Ordination. whUe they take. 
niftrv?n K" ° r d m a t r \° ^Valid,andtheirChurchandMi-
mitry to be true, with other fuch like, 

fobiVA I 9 ' A n d 6 ' I f r 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 ( 1 n™> w h * n better may be had* 

miniftration }'A 7 M c h o ^ a more corrupt way ofacf-
S ™ « • *• a r d P r c f e r i c foa more warrantable way: (That 
I L v y

m

I S C O r r U p C , i s P r o v ^ - i n the former Deputation. That 
T h o u e h ^ b e h a d * * M Prove anon. ) 
u X u T f 2 n K 0 3 W a ? i n fome cafes of NccdBty 
' l e d ^ \ y } w h e T e i a V e o u r c h o i c e > t h ^ a f e is altered, 

to f c a M e L r C o n f c 5 e n < * very great reafon 
m 6 t o £ t h y f U ^ T t U y - fubjed.on, they fliould incur 
moreover this double gui ' t ; i . Of all the hurt that this, corrupt 

fort 



( * 9 7 ) 
fort ofEpifcopacy did, before the abolition. 2, And of all ti.e 
hurt that it might do again i f it were introduced : which is nei
ther fmail, nor uncertain; He that hath fee^the J*mts that i t 
brought forth but for a few years before the abolition and 
weighs the arguments brought againft i t , methmks fhouldfear 
to be the reftorer of i t . ' - u 

Sea. 21. I f any man ( as Mr. Thorntike and others do ) mall 
write for a more regular fort of Epifcopacy, its onetb»ngto find 
a * W f c U his Book, and another thing to fandho^-
Rent in t o r we know not.of any New ior of ^ -
lated Epifcopacy planted : and therefore muit (uppofe thtf »t is 
the Old fort t h L is in being. Let them bring their Moderate 
forms into cxiftence, and then its like that many may be more 
inclined to fubmit to their Ordination : but their moderate prin
ciples having nor. y e t made us any Moderate Epifcopacy, I fee not 
how we fliould be ever the more obliged or them to fubmi to 
the Old : but rather are the more juttified in di.owo:ngir,wben 
their own reformed modell h agasnft it. 

€ e 3 G H A P i 
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- 2 e Orcltnatton u f e d now in E n g l a n d 

the PraShce o f the <LAncient Qhurcb. 

Whether ma
ny alwaies 
Ordained,or 
fomctimc one 
only, Calvin 
and after hint 
'Darnel Colonic 
H s ( B. 4 . 
&fp-1. ex 
Calvin Infii-
tut. I. 4. 

SQ$. I . 

Ea£ih £ } t y P r ° v e d t h & t t h e , a t c 

I t ? I C , , S f a t i s f ^ o r y without 

TO^f tbar h M m i f t r y a n d Omrclics 
beci r V C n 0 t C h e i r Ordination. But 

vcrfanw.and becaufein a c l f r U p e

r

W c m a y « » e e t with other ad-
walk intheclearcrt light that w ? / ° rauch weight, wc (hould 

X3-»w-iff.J 0 f °or own Confciences, I fcali ? " f o r t b c f r a c t i o n 

- a t 1 1 " - Church ; n a t i ° n ^ ^ ^ 0 ^ ^ ^ ^ ° f 

teufeof ^ ° ™ e s ' o^ourCaJ, and Minftry,and 

Read their *nne J by f u c h Bifhops as w l r , • a- 1 0 0 7 V a , i d * * i c h w P*" 
>vords. tare times. But our O r d i n a l ? ^ a n d c x i f t < ™ in Scri-

reformed Churches; is perform J k r d , W *nd other 
ititated and exiftenr in C r V ' : ^ ? ^ 1 ^ 0 B i ^ o p s as were in-
"on is Valid. s c r 'P ture times; thereforefneb Ordina-

A ^ Z t e Z m ^ f ^ g ^ n d c r f t o o d w i t b a ftp. 

Tot 



For thofe that we have to deal with do grant, that fuch Biftiops* 
as are mentioned, Atls zo. i Tim. 3. Tit. 1. Phil. 1. 1. and 
in other paflages of Scripture, had the power of Ordination,and 
that it belonged not only to the Apoftlcs and Evangelifts, and 
( fuch as they cal l ; Archbifhops j but that thenxed Biftiops of 
particular Churches had it. 

Sect. 3. The Minor I prove thus (that our Ordination is by 
Scripture Biftiops. ) The Scripture Bifhops were the Paftors 
of Particular Churches, having no Presbyters fubjeft to them. 
Mof tof our Ordaincrs arc fuch Paftors: therefore molt of our 
Ordainers are Scripture Bifhops. 
• Scd,4.Thc Major is afTerted at large by the forefaid Reverend 
Dr . / J .H . Anmt.in Art.i iJb.f.AjQ^Where he fhews that \_Al-
though this title ofH^B^n^oi Elders have been alfo extended to a 
ficond Order intheChurch,&is now only in ufe forthem,mder the 
name of Presbyters,yet in the Soipture times, it belonged princi
pally if not only to Bifhops, there being no evidence that any of that 
fecond order were then inftituted — ] So that the Scripture 
Biftiops were the Paftors of fingle Churches having no Presby
ters under them ; for there were noinferiour Presbyters ( that 
h3d not the Power of Ordination) inftituted in thofctimes. This 
therefore may be taken as a granted truth. 

Sect.*. And that our Ordainers are fueb.is commonly known; 
1. They arc Paftors: (it is but few of the Prelates that denyed 
this : ) They are *Refiorsof the People, and have the Pafto-
ral charge of fouls. 2.They are Paftors of Particular churches, ^ ^ # K 

3. They have ( for the moft part at leaft ) no fubject or inferi- c a l l s h J m f e i f 
our Presbyters under them: therefore they are Scripture Bi- R e f tor of 
(hops. ) 

Sect. 6. Object. The difference lyeth in another pet at: J*e 
Scripture Bifhops had the Power of Ordination : our Pajtors 
have not the Power of Ordination thtreefore they are not the 
fame. Anfi,. That is the thing in Qiefljon. I arn proving that 
they have the power of Ordination,thus : In Scripture t im« 4* 
finglePaftorsof (ingleChurches had the Power of O r ^ n ^ o n , 
therebeing no other inftituted: * " * ™ T ? ^ ^ n £ j ^ r 

gle PaftorT of fmgle Churches, ( « d of Chnfts nfotu ion > 
L e f o r e they have the Power of Ordination I f 
are denyed to be fuch as were inftituted in Scripture times 

l 
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( t o o ) 
i . Let them fh;£w who did inftitute them, and by what authori
ty. 2. The fole Pallors of particular Churches were inftituted 
in Scripture times: Euc fuch are ours in queftion, therefore, &c. 

^ Sect. 7. There is m fort ofPaftcfs lawful! in the Church but 
what were inflituted in Scripture times : But the fort of Paftors 
now tn queftion are lawfull in the Church : therefore they were 
inltrtuted in Scripture times i Thc Minor will be granted us of all 
thofe that were Ordained by Prelates: They would not Ordain 
men to an office which they thought unlawful. The Major is pro
ved thus:No fortofPaftors are la wful in the Church but fuch of 
whom we may havefuflicicnt evidence that they were inftituted 
by Chrifi or his A potties; But we can have fufficient evidence of 
none but fuch as were inftitutcd in Scripture timcs,that they were 
in.ituted by Chrift or his Apoftlcs-.therefore no other fort is law
ful*. The Major is proved in that rone but Chrift and fuch ss he 
committed it to , have power to inftitute new Holy Offices for 
Worfhip in the C.l.u x h- Bat Chrift hath committed this to none 
but Apofties ( if to them,,) therefore ,^ . Whether A poftles 
themfekes drdma^ sny fuch new Office- J will not now dif-
pute; but if they did, 1 .It was by that fpecial Authority which 
no man ftnee the planting 01 the Churches by them can lay claim 
to, or prove :h:u they have. 2. And it was by that extraordi
nary guidance and inspiration of the Holy Ghoft which none 
C 3 V ? 1 b " V e b f n , f l n c e t h s t time communicated, 
© f f i e e s ' i n ' , ^ W ^ l r t h e r e w e r e a Power ofinft i tuting new 
U r h c S 1 n l h e . C h u r c h fince Scripture timesJwas either in a 

L t i n " n ° U n C s l ^ 0 r f h n S , e P ^ors.Buc it wCin^me ofthefe: 
er much V&P"* " ° f u c h o f l o r i § t i m e * f " 
S d t a u t b o ^ y ^ o t in a Council: For 1. None 
h a v c T f t u d v 7' N ° n e f u c h , s P r °vcd. 3 .E l f c they fhould 

Seer 7 \ ^ y n T n m ° P > * s * ' « * eafilygranted. 
w e r a t e Serin1 ? * ? 0 w < . r o f " N o t i n g New Church-Offices' 
w c o n r t L r h " ^ r e J » « m t h c Cburch,thcn it is ceafed fine*, 

5 Not ceafed fince. For 1. The Powers or of-

t i B u ? n - r ^ ! ' y i ! n r C 5 C r ; r c ^ t i r r e 5 - Nor doth any fuch con-
Mees 2 / - r T ' « e ! ! # 5 g h c f t i l i m a k e us more New Of-

•> tio we should n#| know when we have dore, nor 
fliould* 



C z o i ) 

ihould we need to look into Scripture for Chriils wi/i, bat to t i e 
wi l l of men. 

Sect. 10 Argument 2. No men fince Scripture times had 
power to change the Inftitucions of Chrift and the Apoft!es,by 
taking down the fort of Psftorsby them ePablifhed; and fet-
ting up another fort in their ftcad.' But i f there be lawful Pa
ftors of particular Churches that have not power of Ordination, 
then men had power to make fuch a change. For the fort of 
Paftors then inftitured were fuch as had but one Church, and 
were themfelvcs perfonally to guide that Church in adual 
Worftiip, and had the power of Ordination, and there was 
no fubjedt Presbyters ,Ror no fingle Paftors that had not the Pow
er of Ordination All fingle Paftors of particular Churches had 
that Power then : But all, or almoft all fuch fingle Paftors of 
particular Churches are by the Diffenters fuppofed to be with
out that Power now: Therefore it is by them fuppofed that 
Chrifts form of Church Government and fort of Officers arc 
changed , and confequently that men had power to change them, 
for they fuppofe it lawfully done. 

Sed. I T . Argument 3. The Paftors of City Churches may 
ordain ( cfpecially the fole or chief Paftors: ) Manyofour 
prefent Ordainers are the Paftors of City Churches ( and the 
fole or chief Paftors in fome Places: ) therefore they may Or
dain. The Major is proved from the dodrineofthe DilTcnters, 
which is, that every City Church (hould have a Bifhop, and thac 
every Bifhop is the chief ( and fometiracs only ) Paftor of a 
City Church. I f they fay that yet every Paftor (though the fole 
Paftorjofa City Church is not a Bifliop; I anfwer,that then they 
will infer the fame power of changing Scripture Inftuutions, 
which I mentioned, and difproved before. Let them prove lucfc 
a Power i f they can. 

Sed. 12. The Minor is undenyable,and feen dtfa8o> that ma
ny of oar Ordainers are fuch Paftors of City Churches, and cnat 
of two forts: fomcof fuch Cities as have both the Name ana 
Nature of Cities: And fome of fuch Cities as have truly the na
ture, but in our Enghlh cuftom of fpeech have not the name . 
fuch as are all Corporations, in thefeveral Market Towns of 
EM I -d 

S & 1 3 . Argument 4. Thofe Pallors that have Presbyters 



( 2 0 2 ) 
snder them, have power of Ordination : But very many Eng-
1 u ' l " t h i s d a y h a v e P ^ y t e r s under them: therefore 

they have Power of O dination; By Presbyters I mean not men 
of another office,*™ gradually inferiour in the fame office. The 
Major ,s proved *i homi»em from the Conceffions of the Diffen-

fl£m I S ' r a r C l y m c e t i n t h c i r difputations for Bi-
™ T ™ m ? y ^ e f i m t l 0 n o f a B.ihop.yec ) This is it that they 

P V C U S " t h e E f e t i a l d,4rence ofaBif top , 
hishci ( l ^ v T V ' r l r < , l ' l ' e r s - Y e a * * » g ? « t b with thcir 
S a i e s f a y w e r e i n thcChurch i n / ^ - . 
fore " U b , e d P r f b y t c r s w e r e inftituted: and there-
B u S $ ? ° " m a y ° r d a i n c b a c « e of that h l gher for tof 

M a r k w T i ' T h c

J

M i n

t

o r i s notorious; Many of our Paftors in 
h t thefe le C o „ ? d ° t h e r ' a r g e P a r i < h t t have a curate with them, 
fevera C h a o S 8 " r ° n • * n d one or two or more Curates at 
under them P f n f / v ' ^ a r e i n t b e P a r i f t - And theft are 
R«Ied by them knd ™ H' k e ' " . g c h o f e n a n d b r o u g h t i n b V t h e m < 
? » « theBiftToDs aPnW r y t h % V n d r e m o v e d b V ^ e m -

by t eS m a ; o g

r l m * ' ™ e ftated or fixed Prefident of aPref-
O f t o S f T t h , h , s f c l , o w P f « h y t e r s j But many of 

ftand to the O r d S \rM M a ) ' o r 1 t s k e f o r g r a n r e d a " t h a t 

•Prefidcnt o f a P % ? b v t e r ^ ' P t i o n s ? f a E i a i ° P -- For the ftatei 
Of Forh, B.ftion p n! 0 n , y a B ;"*>P,in the Judgement 
deed the P r i m ^ v P e B ^ V ft°P. 9 % a n d other.but isin-

ftopin whom th/y w t l d P ; : / " : r J ^ T - 3 n d ^ ^ 
for the Churches ̂ J e , ^ J ^ ' a n d d o P r o P o f e & £ b 

our ordered C h l l e M i ! ! 0 r i s . n O t O r i o D S : F o r I - r ° themoftof 
aftick Eiders , r e S " e

u " a P r « b y t e r i e of Ruling Ecclefi-
( which m a y fat; firth™n^bfearediV£? p r e a £ b i n g V'^1™ 
asl ftewedVefore Tnd^f t hJr m « r r U ' 1 B g F * ? * 
Paftorin FrcUfiVn- f r ? t f l e f e b e n o t '"fenour to the chief 
and he" r t t } ' C 3 ' D e ^ , y c t they are his C o m p u t e r s , 
ftamsare/tw'J"'?? ' b a t 1 *«ow where Curates or A f f i -
ail f u r h r i „ « tf*>'*Prefii,,t or A f e & w » r , f o that we have if i 

jucn ^ongrcgatwnsf according to tb,e do^rine of the Biflwp* 

V 



themfcl ves) not only fuch Biftiops as were in the Apoftles days • 
when there was no fubjed Presbyters, butalfo fuch Biftiops as 
were in Ignatius dales, when the fixed Prefident or Biftiop had 
many Presbyters , to whom he was the Prefident or Mode
rator. 

Sed. 17. Yea if you will make his Negative voice Effential 
to a Biftiop ( which Moderate Epifcopal men deny ) yet com
monly this agreeth to fuch Parifti Biftiops as have Curates un
der them ; For in the Presbyterie they have ordinarily a Nega
tive Voice. 

Sed. 18. Yea where there are no fuch Presbyteries wirjh a 
Prefident, it is yet enough to prove him a Biftiop, that he hath 
Deacons under him, or but one Deacon faith Dr. H H.An-
not at. in Ail. ll.fr; [ When theGofpel was firji preached by the 
Ap-files , and but few converted, they ordained in e very ( f i t j and 
Region, no more but a BiJbop,and one or more Deacons te attend him, 
there being at the prefent fofmall Jhre out of which to ta\e more, 
and fo fmall need of Ordaining mere 3 

Sed. 19. Argument 6. The Moderator or Prefident of ma
ny Paftors of particular Churches aflembled,may Ordain,and his 
Ordination is Valid. But fuch a Moderator or Prefident is or
dinarily or frequently One in our Ordinations: therefore they 
are Valid. The Major is granted by many of the DilTenters,and 
all their principles, I think, do infer i t : For fuch a one is a Bi
ftiop, notonlyoftheApoftoiicalinftimtion: Nor only fuch as 
was in Ignatius days,but fuch an Archbiftiop as next afterward 
fprungup. When it is not .only one Church and its Presbyters 
that are under him, but the Presbyters ( or Biftiops) of many 
Churches that he is Moderator or Prefident of, methinks thole 
that are for the higheftPrelacy, fhould not deny the Validity or 
his Ordination. 

Sed. 20. But two things will be here objeded : The one is, 
that he was not confecrated to this Prefidency or Mederatorfb*?, 
by Bi(hops. Towhiehlanfwer, 1. That Confecration is not or 
Neceffity to fuch a Biftiop according to the principles ot t p i i - . 
copal Divines;- it being no new Office or Order that they arc 
exilted to, but a new Degree; Ordination (which.was recei
ved when they were made Presbyters) may fufficc, and is not 
to be iterated. 2. The Elei"tion of the Presbyters ferved (as Hv 
ercriccftifyetb; in the Church of A lexandm \ therefore it may 
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ferve now i ( of which more anon.) 3 • He Is chofen by true Bi
fhops, as is fhewcd. 

Se&. 2 1 . The other Objection is, that ottr Prefident sore hut 
pro tempore, and therefore are not Bifhops. To which I anfwer, 
1 .That in fome Places they are for a long time, and in fome for 
an uncertain time. Dr . Twifs was Moderator of the Synod at 
Weftmixfier, for many years together, even durante vita j and 
Mr. Herleikcr him was long Moderator: The London Pro

vince hath a Prefidcnt for many moneths; even from one AlTcm-
b!y to another. 2.1 never yet met with an Epifcopal Divine^ 
that maintained that it was elTential to a Bifhop, to be fuch du
rante vita: I am fure it is not commonly a llerted. I f a man be 
made the Biihop of fuch or fuch a Dioccfs, for one and twenty 
years, or for fcven years, it will be faid to be irregular; but I 
know none of them that have averred it to be fo great an 

Er
ror as nulliHeth his Power and adminiflrations. And if it may 
ftand with thc Being of Epifcop:cy to be limited to feven years, 
then alfo to be limited to feven moneths, or feven week.«,or day*-' 
Efpecially when ( as ufually with us ; they fix no time at the 
fait Eleaiort, but leave it to the liberty of the next AiTembly to 
continue or to end his power. Let them prove that affirm ir,< hat 
duration for life is eiTentiattro a Bifhop. 

Sea. 22. Argument. 7. Where all thefe forementioned qua-
lihcationsofthcOrdainer do concur, f w * . 1. That he be the 
p X r i V ^ ? 1 " c h u " * M * < i the chief Paftor of i t , and the 
f Z A\ I c U T f K a n d h a v e and Presbyters under 
fcrm, and be^the fixed Prcfident of a Pretbvterie, and the Mo
derator-or Prefidcntof a larger Presbyterie of the Paftorsof 
™»y Churches,) there ( according to the principles,even of 
^ f e t r f m r ^ ^ > the O ^ t i o n ^ valid.: But all 
of o u T I T ^ A S^^cations do frequently concur to fome 
iL Z f l n t 0 r d a i n ^ i " England: therefore even accord
ing to the more rigid Diffenters, their Ordination is Valid : 
,1 tie premifes are fo plain that they need no confirmation, 
v YA I 1 ' A r S a r Dent 8. Ordination by a Presbyters is 
valid. But in England and other Reformed Churches we 
« a v e Ordination by a Prcsbyterie : therefore our Ordi
nation » vafid. The Major is proved from 1 77*. 4- *4-
V Megle ft mt the gift that is in thee which was given thee 
^ frapkecj , with tht laying m of the hand: 0} the Vref 

bjtirie* 



Preshttrl*. Alio from 13.i,2,3 • They were the^rophets 
and Teachers of the Church of Antioch that irapofed hands on 
BdrMbAszndSdul, ( whether it were for their firft Ordination 
to the Office, or only for a particular Miflion , I now difpute 
not. ) The Church of Antioch tnd not many Prelates, i f any; 
but they had many Prophets and Teachers, and thefc and none 
but thefe are mentioned as the Ordaincrs. Asfor them that 
fay thefe were the Biftiops of many Churches of Syria, when 
the Text faith they all belonged to this Church of Antiochythty 
may by fuch prefumptuous contradi&ions of Scnpiure fay much, 
but prove little. - , 

Sed. 24. As for them that grant us, that there were no 
fubjed Presbyters inftitutcd in Scripture-times, and fo expound 
the Presbyterie here to be only Apoftles and Biftiops of the 
higher order, I have (hewed already, that they yield us the 
Caufe: though I rouft add, that we can own no new fort o f 
Presbyterie not inftituted by Chrift or his Apoftles. But for 
them that think that Prelates with fubjeS Presbyters were cx-
iftent in thofe times, they commonly expouna this Text ot Or
dination by fuch fubjc& Presbyters, with others of a Superior 
rank or degree, together ; Now, as to our ufe, it is fufficicrr, 
that hence we prove that a Presbyterie may ordain : and that un
deniably aPrcsbyterieconfiftedof Presbyters, and fo that Pref-
byters Lay ordain. This is commonly granted ito &W this 
Text. T hat which is faid againft us by them that grant it, is, tnat 
Presbyters did Ordain,but not alone, but with the B.fhopy* 

Sec4 2* But, 1. if this were proved, its notmng againit 
us:for ' i f Presbyters with Biftiops have power to O ^ then 
it is not a work that is without the reach of t i e r Office bu 
that which belongeth to them .- and tbererore if the}^could p. 
it irregular for them to Ordain without a 
they not prove it Null . Other wife they to 

this Objc&ion they mult concur. ^. <ri*,ntl,ies Ordina-

coo, whatever P ^ ^ j . " . ^ \ i s proved and granted they prove K we malthold 10 mucn v p r o o f 0 f i t . I t 
Sect. 26 A i f c r a r « » . i . < 5 - « ^ " f i ° z < \ t f l ) r t h e firft 

may be Impoimon or hands i n ^ ° n w ' g i v i „ g 



giving of thc Holy Gho i l after Baptilra ( ordinarily ufed by 
the Apoftles) that is there fpoken of ; which alfo feemeth pro
bable, by the Apoftles annexing it to Timothies Faith, in which 
he fucceeded his Mother and Grandmother • and to the fol
lowing erTeds of I ,the Spirit of Power, and of Uve, 'andofa 
joundnnnd, J which are thc fruits of Confirming Grace: ad-
momfhing htm, that he be not ajhamed of theTefitmonjof our 

k 0 t h e f r u i c o f Confirmation. However the 
probability go they can give us no certainty, t h a t T W or any 
Apoltlehadanhandin the Ordination here fpoken o f : when 
trie Text faith that it was [ w > £ t h e U j i n - 0„ o f t h e h a n ^ s 0 f t y e 

Presbner^ we muft judge of the office by the name \ and 
f rheZ" W , e

r

a r e f u r e ^a t there were Pmbyters. 2. And 
Je'h n W f r r a I f ° a n y o f a n h i S h e r ™n*> Phrafe encoura-
han , ' r l , t h a t i c *™ Presbyters, that they impofed 
mnds in Ordination. 

Sed. 27 Argument 9. I f Bifhops and Presbyters ( a s 
cornmonlydifting U 5fhed; do d.ffer only Gradu, no* Or dine, in 
j-^egree and not in Order, (that is , as being not of a dift ind 
Utl. r> UA- a m o r e h o n o u r a b l e Degree in the fame office) then 
f r f f V u f d ' n a t l o n o f Presbyters valid, though without a Bifhop 
V or that higher Degree; But the Antecedent is true ; there-
abun^nr / I * 1 * Antecedent is maintained by 
n ^ n a r ^ ^ € m f d V C S 5 m u c h m o r e b V P r o t e f t a n t s . 

j * ™ * ordinem fertinet 

Butthe A n S e n ; t ^ t h e P o w « of Ordination: 
tomZn ^ t f u r l e ' , & S ' S V I e t i « the Laws,and 

I t h C P f ' a t e S i n °"»aining: divers Presbyters 
ftopLtht^^i°ff " w i t h t h e B i f t o p ^ n d i t was not the Bi-
u r « a l ! v t ^ R ^ p l a m C T m ? n l 5 ' t n a t e x a n 1 ™ < i «><« approved: 
"ever f i t ° P C m ' r f ° , " h ' a n d l a i d 1 , 1 5 ***** on men that he 

preiented to h,ia by hu Chaplain: fo that Presbyters Ordained 
51 C 



C * ° 7 > 
as well a* he , and therefore had power to Ordain* 

Sect. 29. I f it be Objected that they had no fower to Ordain 
without a Bijlop : I anlwer,' I . Nora Bifhop quoad exercitium, 
without them, according to cur Laws and Cuftoms, at leaft 
ufually. 2. Ordaining with a Bifbc? proVeth them to beOK 
dainers- and that it is a work that belongcth to the order or 
office of a Presbyter: or elfe he mightnot do it ar all, any more 
then Dearom, or Chancellors, may. And if it be but the 
work of a Presbyters office, it is not a Nullity, i f Presbyters do 
it without a Prelate, if you could prove it an irregularity. 

Sed 30.'Argument j1. I f the Ordination of the Enghfh 
Prelates be valid, then much more is the Ordination of Pref-
byten ( as in England and other Reformed Churches is m ule. } 
But the Ordination of Englifh Prelates is valid, f l a m furem 
the judgement of them that we difpute sgainft : ) therefore fo 
is the Ordination of En glim Presbyters much more. -

Scd. 31. ThereaCon of the Conference JS , becauic the 
Englifh Prelates are more unlike the Bithbps that were fixed by 
Apoftolicallnftiimlonor Ordination, then theEnghfh Presby
ters are, as lhaveffiewed at large in the former Deputation : 
the Scripture Biftiops were the fingle Paftors of finglj Umrche*, 
perfonally guiding them in the worfhipof God, and governing 
'hem I^ pYrf fence8 and teaching them by 
ting their lick, adminiftring Sacraments; &P. *D*™%*™ 
the Enfililh Presbyter? : But fuch are not the late E n 8 h m . ^ e : 
latcs that, were the Governors of an hundred ^ f f j ^ 
not perfonally teach them, guide them in fl«p, g o J « ™ £ 
in prefence, and deliver them the Sacraments but 
from them all fave one Congregation. u ; fa 

t O t h c S c r i p t u r e t e d B i m ^ 
our Presbyters are; the efore tfiDey rf ^ ; 

Power of Ordination, or from cue * 
then Presbyters may d o ^ u c ™ ' 0 r d i n a d o n of Papift Bi - ' 

Sed. 32.. Argument 12. U r ^ u F p j e<by-
fhops.be valid, much more is the Q r d ^ f Bn^ ^ ^ 
tersfo-.butthe Antecedent is ^ ' j " ^ . ^ ^ ^ muft b r 
againft whom we difpute; therefore the conicq, . 

granted by them on that [ u £ ° ^ n ° f " q u € n c € i s ? beeaufe the Popifh 
Sed.33. Theireafonof tbe.Conicqncuw , B i iho i f 
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