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and Separatifisdo ) I fhall have occafion to fay more to them>
anon. : : ;

Se&. 31. Argument 4. If Ordination by fuchas the Englifh
Bifhops be of Neceffity to the Miniftry and C burches, then:
was there no true Miniftry and Churches in the Scripture
times, nor in many years after: Bucthe confequent is falfe;
therefore fo is the Antecedent. Thereafon of the Confequence 15:
becaufe there were no fach Bifhops in thofe times; and this is al-
ready provgd,they being ncither the Itinerant Apoftolical fort of
Bifhops, nor the fixed Paftors of particular. Churches ; befides-
which there were no other. g

Sect.32. Argument 5. If Ordination by fuch asthe Englifh
Prelates be Neceffary to the Being ofthe Miniftry and Churches,
then none of the Proteftants that have not fuch Prelates(whichis
almoft all) are true Churches or have true Minifters : But !_h?*
Coofequentisfalfe : therefore fo isthe Antecedent. OfthisI
fhall fay more anon.

Se&.33.Ifnone of the Proteftants Churches that havenot fuch
Bifhops are true Churches, and have nota true Miniftry, then.
neither Roman,G reeR, Armenian, A& thiopian,¢5c. or almoft any-
through the world are true Churches : For they are-defeive1n
fome greater mateers, and chargeable with greater errors then:
thefe.But the Con‘equent is falfe,therefore {0 is the Aptecedent--

Hethat denyeth all thefe to betrue Churches,denyeth the Ca--
tholick Church : And he that denyeth the Catholick Church, is-
next tothe denying of Chrift.

.Se.34. Having thus proved that there is no neceffity of Or-
dination by fuch asthe Englith Prelates, 1 have withall proved
that men are not therefore ever the lefs Minifters, becaufe they

} : heref : :
Ii\ve not their Ordination nor our Churches orOrdinances ever:
the more to be difowned.

Se®. 35, Yet where there is no other Ordination to be had, it.
may be a duty to fubmir

; O theirs : Not as they are Epifcopi ¢x-
ortes (as even Grosing calls them)or of this fpecses;but as they are

Paftors of the Church, notwithftanding fuch fuperfuities-and
ulurpations. ; :

Sect. 36, It is not the duty therefore, but the fin, of any aa:
that was Ordained by fuch Prelatesto a lawful office, to difclaim.
a0d renounce that Ordination ( as fome do. ) For icis no €¥ery,

N ~ irregularisy;
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irregularity that nullifiethit : There may be many modat cir-
~ cumftantials , oraccidental mifcarriages that may not Null the-
the- fubflance of the Ordination it felf. .

Se&.37.Yet it mult be concluded,that we may not be wilfully
guilty of any finin the modes or accidents: Butthat may bea fin:

in the Ordairer,which the Ordained may not be guilty of, asdo--

ing nothing that fignifiech an-approbation of it, but perhaps dif-
owning it.

Se. 38. If wehave been guilty of fubmitting to a corrupt or=-
dination, as to the accidents, we muft difown and repent of the

Gofull mode and accidents , though not of the Ordination
it felfin fubftance. As we muft bewail the errours and infirmitics-
of our preaching, prayer, and other holy duties, without rev
nouncing the duty it felf,whichiis of God, andto beowned:

Se&. 39. Asto the Queftion of fome, whether a man may be

twice Ordained, in cafe be [[pect his firft Ordinasion: Lapfwer,.

1. You muft diftinguifh becween a General Ordination to the-

office of the Miniftry , anda fpecial Otdinationtoa particular
Church. ( Asthe licenfing of a Phyfitian ; and thefetling him-

over a City or Hofpital ) The firflt may be done but once,in cafe”

it be truely done : but the fecond may be done as oft as we re-
moveto particoiar Churches: Thoughyet both may be done ac

once, at our ficft-Ordination ; they are {tilltwo things ; Evenvas -

Baptizing a man into Member-fhip of the univerfal Church; and

taking him into a particular Church. ltsnotlike thatthe fepa--
ration and Impofition of bands on Paul and Barnabas, Ait. 13-

2,3. was totheir firft Apoftlefhip.
Se&. 40. 1fa man have weighty reafo
Ordination, his fafeft way is to renew it,

witha [ i son Baptsz -
ed 1 Ordain thee, . This canhave ao danger in fuch acale. -

2 A
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ns to doubt of his ﬁr{t ;
as is ufuallin- Baptiga, .
xatms es Baprizove) If thou be not Ordain="




Ordination at this time, by Englifh Pre-
lates efpecially, i3 unnece(fary.

5:@. 17 Efides what is fyid againft the Necef-
‘ 3 1ity of fuch Prelatical Or2ination in
7 itfelf, Tconceive ihat more maybe
faid againft it as things oow fland
a fromieveralaccidentals ealons, which
2, make it not only unneccffary but
{inful,to the molft.
- Sed. 2. Ac1.The Obligation that was uponus from the Law
‘of 'the Land’, is taken off ( which
fclvwis-no:fmalhargumen; when it was fop them) So thar we
Aarenoforcher now obliged, then they can prove y_ fo from Scri-
‘pture Evt_dmce; and how ke thatis, I have fhewed before.
The Ehgliﬂ_l Prelscy is taken down by the Law of the Land : e
arelefiat Liberey from humane Obligations a¢leaft. =
- “Se&. 3. 1f any man fay that it s an unlawful power thathath
made thofe Tar, Sy which Prelarical Government is raken down.
Lanfwer, 1. ¢ 18 fuch a Power as they obey themfeives, and
therefore tbC_Y May permit others 1 obeyit. They hold their
eﬁates 8ﬂd.l!V€5 Under ;t, and are prote&ed and ruled by it; and
Pprofefs fubmiffion and obedience for the generality of them. And
When another § Pecies of Governmeng wasup, that commanded
Mmento ake an chgagement, to- be true to the Government as

eftablifhed withour 3 King and Houfe of Lords, when our Con-
fciences refofed thag Engagemeng as unlawful, ¢ he gen_erahz_
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of the contrary minded took it ( evenall that I was acquainted’
with,that were put uponiit ) So that Imay take it for geanted

that they judge the power which they obey themfelves, to be
obeyed by others. ‘i &

'Se&. 4. And 2.1 would be glad to hear from them any regar--

dable proof that thofe thatGoverned when Panlwrote the 13th
Chapter to the Romans had any better Title to their: Govern-
ment ; Let them review their own late wricings onthat fubje&,

and they may have arguments enough that are Valid #d bomincms

at leaft.

Se&. 5. TheLaws of the Land do make the A@seven of an:
& make it treaion to-

fonif it were againft
hav they-

Ularper Valid while he is in poffeffion, an
them that.do againft him that which is trea
a lawfull Prince : and thereforeif we graoted them w
here affirm,ic would be no advantage to their caufe. Subjects
muft look athe prefent Governours with peaceable fubjection:

For if they be left to trytheir Princes titles ,
ence upon their fingle opinions, you know what will follow.

Sed. 6. And 33 It will be hard to provethat many a Prince-

that hathruled in England, had a betcer Title : Its known! hat
many of their Titles were naught ; And yet their Lawcs are-
Valid fill, or were fo to Pofterity. And how can they conveya
‘bettertitle to their Heirs then they had themfelves? If you fay
that the Confent of the People gave thema better, . I mult return
that if that will ferve, the peoplein parliaments ( more then one)
and ig their real fubje&ion,
a fubje® that requireth muc
atall: and thereiore I fhall take u
he p-efent caufe makes neceflary- i ;
- Se&.7. And 1 mayadda further .Reafon; 'that we are not
only difobliged:by the Laws from former Prelacy,but weare ob-

liged againtt it. The Rulers have depofed .and forbidden it ,
And in lawfu'] things it isa duty to-ebey our Governonrs. -
is a-lawful thing

And that the demolifhing of the Prelacy
(init felf confidered : For I meddle not with the manner at this
time. ) Ibave faid cnnugh.beforeto,préve; It hath been nfual
for Princes to decafe bad Priefts, and heretical or contentious Bi-
thops , and to correet diforders,and reftcain ufurpations of Pre-

laes among themfelves. And ifany fuch thing be now done

h more to be faid of it, or nothing

and fufpend obedi--

have confented tothis. But this is -

p here, with this licele- which

by
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by our prefent Goverrours, I know not any thingof that ne-
‘ceffity in the Englith Species of Prelacy, as will warrant us (o
-d'fobey them. , v
; Se&t. 8. And it is a thing that is inconfiftent wich the Peace
and Unity of thefe Churches : ‘Which is another rez_lfqn-
| For 1. We have feen the il] effe@s of it(which I am not willing
to open to the worft ) 2. And the multitude of the moft confci-
; entious people are againtir. 3.And the generality of the molt
’ ‘confcionable faithful Miniflers are againdt it ; So that it could not
be reftored, without the apparent ruine of thefe Churches.
4. Anda Learned Reverend Affembly of Divines, chofen-out of
the feveral Counties byaParliamenr, were againftit. § -A}Td
many Parliaments have been againft it. §. And the generality
of their adherentsinthe two Nations, thatthenlived in their
~Power , have taken a Solemn Covenant againft it. Not
againft ail Epifcopacy, by againft the Englith fort of Pre-
lacie.  Sothar it cannog be reftored, without incomparably
much'more hurt, then the continuanceofit would have doge
% - 8ood,and without fetring all thefe Churches ona flame: SO
far is it now from being a likely means of Unity or Peace among
s, : :
Sedt. 9. Andif yet they plead the obligation of the ancient
1 Laws ( which is'moft infifted on by many ) I muft by
| - way of juft excufe, remember them of one thing, which its
i like they do not forger : thatif thofe Laws are flill in force to
obligeus to feek Ordination from the Prelates, and to Au-
thorize the Prelates to Ordain, rnotwithﬁandin;;thc Laws of
later Powers that have repealed them, then it muft needs fol*
: low that thofe later Powers are taken for no Powers: and confe-
; : ‘quently that the fame Laws do oblige the Prelates to put the
: Oathof Allegianceand Supre macy,as to fome other Power,upe
on the Ordained before they lay hands upon them,and oblige
' th;Ordamed 10 take thofe Oaths, as well as to be fo Or-
.lfiamc d.  For if they be yet of force in one, they are O
orce in both. And fo no man can be Ordained by you
without being guilty of that which
- Treafon, and forfeiting bis life -
Cagfe that requireth him to do,
Se

h the prefent Lawes make
which I know nothing in the

*10. Andl think I may conclud e ghat it is yiour own
: jadge-
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judgement, that men fhould rather forbear yotir Ufaéﬁﬁéibﬁ;

then hazard their Jives or violate the prefent Laws betaufs when

a Declaration or Order came forth not long ago, probibiting
men of your perfwafionthat had been fequefired to Preach of
Adminiiter Sacraments, the generality of you prefently obey”

ed i, and fome wrote for the forbearance thac they pradtifed.

And if an Ordained man fhould cbey the prefent power ; by
forbearing to preach and adminifter Sacraments, ‘or may fot-
bear thefeto efcape atemporal danger ;' much more may mén
do foabout your fort of Ordination. St

Sed. 11. Moreover 4. We fhall be guilty ofa fixed Schifm
among the Reformed Church s, and of making the heal-
ing of our breaches impoffible; if by our compliance we

own your dividing Principle, thac [ No othér are true Mini-~
fters or Churches but fuch as have your Manner of Ordina-
tion ] For by this Rule all the Minifters in thefe and other
Proteftant Nations muflt bedegraded, or taken for no Mini- -

fters, and ali the Churches for no true Churches ( though per-
haps they may be confeffed Chriltian Communities, ) Not
the Ordinances and adminiflrations true. And do you think

‘thefe are likely terms for Peace 2 Will they ever be yielded -

to by fo many Churches ? Or is it a defirable thing 2"
Should Rome be fo much gratified 2 And our Churches ru-
ined? and the fouls of millions caflt away, and facrificed to
your opinions, or Peace ¢ While your Prelacy prétended tof
no more, but to be the beff fire of Government, and your
Church to be the beft of Churches, we could fubmit toyou
in all things that were not flacly finful : But when yoa
will be. the on/y Churches,and unchutch all others, even the
moft flourithing Churchies for knowledge afid holinefs , and
when' you muft be the only Minifters, and others muft be
none, unlefs they will be Ordained by you ; this is enough to
put a fober manto a ftand; whether he fhall not be guilty of

notorious fchifm ;- by complying with fo fchifmaticala prin-
ciple , if he fubje himfclf voluntarily to 2 Prelacy chat hiath
fuch principles and pretences > and to an Ordination that
is adminifired or thefe grounds and trerms. This was not the
ground, nor thefe the principles of the former Enolith Pre-

fages » and therefore we were more capable of fubje®ion ta’
: & Cc them’
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ehem or Communion withthem. We could have lived in their
Communion and in the Communion of thereft of the Prote ftant
Churches that bave rio Prelacy. But if by innovation, you have

ade fuch a change,asthat we muft feparate from all the Reform-
:&Churches and Minifters that have not your kind of Orqutl‘
on,if 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 efcape
that feparation and fchifm, that you would lead usinto and en-
gage usin by your way of Ordination.

Se®. 12. Among your felves there are many that affirm that

- if the Pope would have been content with hisold Patriarchal

Power, and principium wnitaris or primacy of Order, and
wave hislaft four hundred years determinations , or atleaft not
obtrude them on other Churches ( as Bifhop Bromhall
fpeaks ) they could bave held communion with him, that now.
cannot ; If Rome would have been content to.bea Member
of the Catholick Church , though pretendedly the nobleft,
they conld have owned it : But when it will be The Catholick
Church, and feparate it felf from all the reft | unchurching
all that are not fubjec to them, and united in their Go-
vernment , they then drive us further from Communiof
with them.  Imitate them not in any degree in thisNo-
torious fchilm and feparation. Be contented to be Minifters
and Churches; and tell not Chrift ». he hathnone but you,
and fuch asyou ; and tell not Satan, that the Kingdom of
Chrilt is thus cut fhore, to the honour or rejoycing of bis
adverfary,
~ Se&. 13, It was not fo ridiculous as fad to me, to read
i Mr. 7. Ps. Self-revenger againft Mr. Barlee,pag. 37 and
9rdmanon called a [ ** Noropipy, Comae Tragedsc , cqnally
5 fad and ﬂd‘fﬂ{vﬂJ, which be and otheys lately alted in Dain-
.57 Charch, intituled by the Actors, AnOrdingtion of Mins-
: .g;”, bt by many of the Spetlators, An Ordination of Lay-
reachers to be Lay preachers SHill, and. ( without repentance )
P for.e'ver uncapable of the Priefthood, by being Ordained by [weh
& ng: 45 were uncapable of Qrdaining.] Thus Mr. P. :
€. 14. And it feems he was of the fame judgement,
{ whoever he Was ) that would have abufed Bifhop T /ber,by
BL¥Ing out that he ‘told him, that L as for Holland, be qﬂtﬂiﬂ";'
\e -
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ed if there was aChuvch among them, or nit, o wos g
that Parpofe]] Againft which agbufe of the Dr. the”l;,i‘(‘{;‘gglzr
fain to vindicate himfelf. Seepage 124, 125. Ofhis Poﬁhumou:
]udgeénem.

Set. 15. Moreover, 5. We know not of almoft a =
ﬂlogs in England , by whom men may be Ordained.n%lcﬁip
or five Reverend Learned men of that degree are commonly
faid to furvive among us (whom we much honour and value
for their worth ) Buc as thefe are fo diftant, and their refi-
dence to tte moft unknown, fo the reft (iftherebe any )
are known to very fewat all, thacI can hear of : Ktsfamed
thac many Bifhops there are ; but we know it not to be
true, nor know not who they be: and therefore it cannot
well be expe@ed , that their Ordination fhou'd be foughe.
If they reveal not themfelves and their Authority , and do
not fo much s once commandor claim obedience from the
generality of Minifters, how canthey expect to be obeyed ?
if they plead the danger of perfecution, I anfwer, 1. What
Perfecution do they fuffer that are known ( above others
of their way?) 2. If that wili excufe them ( when we never
heard of any that fuffered the lofs ofa penny for being known
to be a Bifhop, fince the Wars were ended ) then it feems,
they take the Being of che Miniftry and Churches to be but
of mall moment , that are not worthy their hazzard in a
manife(tation of their power : Andif this excufe them from
appearing,it muft needs in reafon excufe others from knowing
them,obeying them, and {ubmirting to them.

Se@.16. And when they fhall declare themfelves to be our

. Bifhops , they maft in all reafon expe& that the proof of
it as well asthe naked affirmation, be defired by us. For we
an for a Bifhop that faith he is fo.
They muft thew us according to the Canons that the Clergy
of the Diocefs lawfully Ele&ted them, and Bifhops Confecrated
them; which are tranfa&ions that we are ftrangers to. |
they take the fecrez Eleion of fix or feven or very few in
@ Diocefs, tobe currant, becaufe the reft are fuppofed to be
uncapable by Schifm; 1. Then they fhew themfelves fo ex-
ceedingly unjuft s to be unmeet for Government, if t.hey.W.lﬂ
upon their fecrer prefumptions, and unproved fuppofitions..
: " Ce 2 : P eue
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muft not take every m
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; & or cenfure fo many parts of the Clergy , without ever
g?&&i'ghem‘, or cdllingytbgm to fpeak for themfelves, or
bearing cheir Defence. 2. And if upon fuch prefumptuous
Cenfures you mike your felves Bifhops befides the Canons, you
cannot expec obedience from thofe that you thus feparate from,
and cenfure unheard. %t e

~ Sed. 17. Its known that the Englifh Bifhops (‘as Gretixs him=
felfaffirmerth) were chefen by the King according to [he_cuﬁom
here , the Chaprer being {hadows in the bufinels : And ifthe
King may make Bifhops, he may make Presbyters ; and then
Ordination is unneceffary. ' But if you fay thar the Confe-
crators make them Bifhops , and not the Kings Ele&ion, then
Rome had many Bifhops at once , Wwhen ever three or four
Popes were confecrated at once ( which marrs sl {ucceffion
thence dirived, ) and then if fome Bifhops confecrate one,
and fome another, both are true Bifhops of one Diocefs, and
many Paftors may be thus Ordained to one Church. :
 Se&t.18. And it concerneth us before we become their.
fubjets, to have fome credible Evidence that they are fo Or-
thodox, astobe capable of the place. And the rather becaufe
that fome that are fufpected to be Bifhops ( how truly I know
not) have given caufe of fome fufpicion : Either by writing
againlt Original fin , or by owning Groiias’s Religion ,
(. which what it. was I have fhewed elfewhere , ) orbyun-
churchmg the Proteftant Churches, and Nullifying their Mini-
Atry that have not their kind of Ordination, while they take.
the Roman Ordination o be Valid and theirChurch and Mi-
nifiry to betrue, withother fuch like, :
ap BECE 19. And 6. If we thould now, when herter may be had,
fubje& our felves to the Ordination and Government of the

abolifhed Prelacy, welhould choofea more corrupt way of ad-,
mx.mﬁratx_on » ard preferit toa more warrantable way; (That
this way is corr upt,is proved.inthe former Difpuration. That
2 vay more warrantable may be had, I thall prove anon. )

Though fubmiffion toa faulty way in fome eafss of Neceffity

is excufable | yet when we have our choice,the cafe is alcered.

Sect. 20. And atender Confcience hach very great refon
%0 fear left by fuch voluntrary fubje&ion , theythould ircur
 morsover this double gui't ; 1. Ofall the hure chag chis corropt

fort,
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fort of Epifcopacy did, before the abolition. 2. And of all tle
hurt that it might do againif it were iotroduced : which'is nei-
ther fmall, nor uncertain : He that hath feen the fauits that it
brought forth but for a few years before the abolition | and
~ weighs theargoments brought againt ir, methinks fhould fear
to be the reftorer ofit.

Se@. 21. If any man ( as Mr. Thorndike and others do ) fhall
write for a more regular fore of Epifcopacy, its one thing to find
a tolerable Bifbop in bis Book, and another thing to find him exi-
ftent in England: For weknow not of any New fort of Regu-
lated Epifcopacy planted : and therefore mult fuppofe that it is
the Old fore thatisin being. Let them bring their Mocerate
forms into exiftence, and then its like that many may be more
inclined to fubmit to their Ordination : but their moderate prin-
ciples having not yet madeus any Moderate Epifcopacy, I fee not
how we fhould be ever the more obliged forthem to fubmit to
the Old: but rather are the more jultified in difowning it,when,
their ownreformed modell is againit it. :




1
g ded gl oo ge SR BCACT AT
e S | }”...:5‘ e i o TR SRE Y g
{
2
/

The Ordination uled noy i England
i and in othey Trorcﬂgmt (hurches, is
L Valid, and agreeable ¢g S'cripture and

the Prastice of the e neient C hurch.

B e R T

Whether mg- Sedt. 1.
ny alwaies

Ordained, or

fomerime one

only, Calvin

and after him

) Aving already proveg that the late

J  Englith Bithops Ordination is not of

neceffity; it s fatisfa®ory withont

20y more ado, to them thar wounld

. nullifie oyr Miniftry and Churches

Dakel o - thathave not their Ordination. But
us (lib. 4.

: . 5 becaufe we may meet with other ad-
Difp. 2. ex verfaries, and becaufe inac :

f:,l ‘”,” f:_ﬂ > : t We canattain, for the fatisfadion
c.3.5c.56.) Of ourown Confeiences, T fhy)) urther prove the Validity of
thought un-" OUr Ordination s and the truch o

our Call inftry,and
certain Churches, urlall, and Minftry
- becaufe of

: Sed. 2. Argument 1. The Ordination is Valid which is per-
: Q}i?f{:;}iirm' forme by fuch Bifhops as were inftituted and exiftent jp Spcri-
" words. turetimes. But oyr Ordination ( ufed ip £ngland and other
; reformed Churches ) is performed by fach Bifhops as were in-
ftituted and exiftent in Scripeure times - therefore fuch Ordina-

tionis Valid,

'€ Major will not be denyed { being underftood with 2 fup-
pofition of orher requifites that are not noy in controverfie: ) -
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For thofe :h_at wehave to deal with do grant, that fuch Bifhopy
asare mentioned, Afs20. 1 Tim. 3. Tit. 1. Phil. 1. 1. and
in other paffages of Scripture, had the power of Ordination,and
that it belonged not onlyto the Apoftles and Evangelifts, and
(fuchas they call ) Archbifhops; but that the fixed Bithops of
particular Churches bad it, :
Se&. 3. The Minor I prove thus ( that our Ordination is by

Scriptwe Bifhops. ) The Scripture Bifhops were the Paftors
of Particular Churches, having no Presbyters fubje& to them. -
Moft of our Ordainers are fuch Paftors : therefore moft of our
Ordainers are Scripture Bifhops. ‘:
+ Se&@. 4.The Major is afferted at large by the forefaid Reverend
Dr.H.H. Annot.in Art.11.b.p.407.Where he thews thac [ 4/
shongh this title of Tez78 g0t Elders bave been alfo extendedsoa
Jecand Qrder intheChnrch, e is now only in ufe for them,under the
wame of Presbyters, yet in the Scriptnre times, it belonged prinei-
pally if not only to Bifbops, there being no cvidence that any of that
fecend order were thew snfitnted——-=] So that the Scripture
Bifhops were the Paftors of fingle Churches having no Presby-
ters under them ; for there were no inferiour Presbyters ( thae
had not the Power of Ordination) inftituted in thofezimes. This
therefore may be taken asa granted truth.

Se&.5. And that our Ordainersare fucb,ts commonly known:
1. They are Paffors : (it is but few of the Prelates that denyed
this:) They are * Reffors of the People , and have the Pafto-
ral charge of fouls. 2.They are Paftors of Particubar Chwrchess | Mr. 7. P
3. They have ( for the moft part at leaft ) no fubject or inferi> i himfele
our Presbyters under them: therefore they are Scripture Bi= Regor of
ﬂlops. : : - Bringtery
Se&. 6. Obje®. The difference lyeth in another poist : The
Scripture Bifbops bad the Power of Ordination : oHr Paftors
bave nor the Power of Ordination = therecfore they are #ot the i
fame. Asfw. Thatis the thingin Queftjon. I am proving tha;l
they have the power of Ordination,thus : In Scopture tmes 4
fingle Paflors of fingle Chorches had the Power of Ordm;ﬂf?g-,
there being no other inftituted : But our Ordainers &*ff :'oen]- y
gle Paftors of fingle Churches , ( and O,be“ﬁ; "'l', ﬁurls Bt
therefore they have the Power of Ordination, If the Paitors now,

are denyed to be fuch as were inftituced in Séxxpm;ﬂevm?;:;& \



file:///_Al-

ter,muchlels wich chis au

y L Q300 )
1. Let them fhew wha did infticute them, and by what anthoti:
ty. 2. Thefole Paflors of particular Churches were inftitured
io Scripture times : Buc fuch are ours in queftion, therefore, &¢-
Sect. 7. Thereis rio fort of Paftcrs lawfull inthe Church but
what were inflitutedin Scripture times : But the fo-t of Paftors
now inqueliion are lawfull in the Church : therefore they were
inftituted in Seripture times  The Minor will be granted us of all
thofe thar were Ordnived by Prelates : They would not Ordain
men o an office which they thought unlawfal. The Major is pro-
ved thus:No fort of Paltors are tawfu! inthe Church but fuch of
whom we may hive fufficient evidence that they were inflituted
by Chrift or his Apofiles : But we can have fufficient evidence of
none but fuch as were inftituted in Seripture times,that they were
inttituted by Chriftor hisApotties:therefore no other fort is law-
full. The Major is proved in that none bur Chrift and fuch 2 be
committed it to, Have power ro inflitute new Holy Offices for
Worfhip inths Church; But Chrift hath committed thisto none
but Apofties (if to them, ) therefore, ¢#c, Whether Apoftles
themfelves did make any fuch new Office. I will not now. dif-
pute; but iftheydid, 1.1t was by that fp’ecial Authority which
10 man {ince the plasting of the Churches by them can lay claim
%o, or provecharthey have. 2. Andir was by that extraordi-
nary guidance and infpiration of the Holy Ghoft, which none
€an manifelk to have been fince thar time commaunicated.
Sect. 8. Moreover, if there were a Power of;infticuting new
@ﬂi'cc.s in t,_he_ﬁC‘lmrc.h fince Scriprure times gt was either in a
Pop_e,m Counbalsjor in fingle Paftors.But it wasinnone of thefe:
totina Pope ; for there wasno fuch Crearure of long time af-

1, € utbority:Not il: For 1.None
?c‘l'\ wasuled - 2. Nore fuch) is prori/:dsog?g}fefthey fhould
1a gclétt.m-”ifbiotlm every B‘ifhpp, as will be eaﬁlygramed. .

e e et @ Bower of infticuting New Church- Offices
fer Scripitire timesin the Charch,thenit is ceafed fince,

or continuech flilf; Not ceafed findg. For 1. The Powers: or OF
fi ers then left continneflill 5 thertfore cheir authority contint-
eth ﬂ{!!. - 2. Thereis no proof #hat any fuch ‘temp'orar'y' power
Was given toany fince Scriptyie times. Nor dothany fuch con-
taue il ; Ortherwife men ;‘%ighr {iill make us more New Of-
ﬁcc-si end {5 we fhould ¢t know whenwe- have dore, nof

S
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fhould we need to look into Scripture for Chrifts will, but to the

willof men. : L Fasae
Se. 10. Argament 2, No men fince Scripture times had

power to change the Inftituzions of Chrift and the Apoftles,by -

taking down the fort of Paftorsby them el'ablifhed; and fet-
ting up another fort intheir ftead.  But if there be lawful Pa-
flors of particular Churches that have not power of Ordination,
then men had power to make fucha change. For the fort of
- Paftors then inftitured were fuch as had but one Church,and
were themfelves perfonally to guide that Church in adual
Worthip, and had the power of Ordination, and there was
no fubje& Presbyters,sor no fingle Paftors that had not the Pow-
er of Ordination: All fingle Paftors of parcicular Churches had
" that Powerthen : But all,or almolt all fuch fingle Piftors of
particular Churches are by the Diffenters fuppofed to be with-
out that Power now : Thercfore it is by them fuppofed that
Chrifts form of ‘Church Government and fort of Officersare
changed, and confequently that men had power to change them,
for they fuppofe it lawfully done. ; i 4

Se®. 11. Argument 3. The Paftors of City Churches may
ordain ( efpecially the fole or chief Paftors : ) Many.ofour
prefent Ordainersare the Paftors of City Churches ( and the
fole or chief Paftorsin fome Plsces : ) therefore they may Or-
‘dain. The Major is proved from the do&rine of the Diffenters,
which is, that every City Church fhould bave a Bifhop, and thac
every Bithop is the chief ( and fometimes only ) Paftor <}f a
City Church. Ifthey {ay that yet every Paftor (thoughthe ;!C
Paftor )ofa City Church is nota Bifhop: I an(wer,thar’xben.t ey
will infer the fame power of changing Scripture In{!nun;)nz
which I mentioned, and difproved before. Let them proveiuc
aPower iftheycan. :

Se&. 12. 'I?Ze Minor is undenyable and feen de fatlo, ‘h’:; tga-
ny of our Ordainers are fuch Paftors of Ciry Churches, and< ”;
of twoforts : fome of fuch Cities as have both the Name an-
Nature of Cities : And fome of fuch Cities as have truLY the o
ture, but in our Englifh cultom of fpeech have ?‘Ot [Te mmeog
fuch asare all Corporations, in the fevcra! Market Towns

Epglard. ‘ i
Sedt. 13, A;gument 4. Ttlx:c;i"ic Paﬁoxr:sw that have Prcst:l}[rltdee:
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sader them, have power of Ordination : But very many Eng--.
lith Paftors at this day have Presbyters under them : therefore -

~ they have Power of O dination ; By Rresbyters I mean not men

ofanother office, but gradually inferiour in the fame office. The .
Major is proved ad hominem (rom the Conceffions of the Diffen-
ters: For (though I rarely meet in their difputations for Bi- -

¢ thops, with any Definjtion ofa Bifhop,yet ) This is,ic that they -
- moft commonly give us asthe Effential differencé of a Bifhop,

that be is one that is oz Presbyters. Yea thisagrecth with theit ¢
higher fort of Bifhops that they fay were in the Church in Zgua::
tins daies, when {nbje& Presbyters were inftirured - and thﬂ'c'»j
fore thofe Paftors may ordain that are -of (hat bigher fortof :
Bithope. '\ dain A0

Se&. 14. The Minor s notorious :
Market Towns and other large Parifhes havea curate with them,
tn the fame Congregation, and one or two or more Curates at
feveral Chappelsof eafe , thatarein the Parith. And thefcare
ander them 1. De. fatto, ‘being chofen and brought in by them,
Ruled by them,and paid by them and removed by them.. 2.D¢ -
j#re , the Bithops and Laws ofthe Land allowed this.:.

Sed.15. Argument §. The ftated or fixed Prefident of aPref: -

bis fellow Presbyters ) But many of

oy ’-I?-aﬁq? are the fixed Prefidents of Presbyrcries:glhetl)'crn '

1 ey may ordaip, ‘The Major I take for granted by all chat
ﬁagd:o o Ordifify de criptions of g Bithop : For the ftated
of bent of a Presbyterie i not only a Bithop,in the judgement
Okoorée.f. Blfhop chll, B.fhop 'Z)/éer and fuch o(ber,bubis “'f‘
fhop in whom t} i 4 judgement, and fucrh afBll‘; ;

Shin whom they would v # Lirisfied  and do oro ofe fuic

for the Churches Peace. b jatisfied | and ( ) prop

Many of our Paftorsin -

our Parifh

€. 16. And'the Minor is notorious : For 1. Inthe moftof
our ordered Churches there isa Presbyterie of Ruling Ecclefi-

: 2. In many there are divers preacbing Presbyters -
( which may fat;. fie them that are againft meer ruling Elders)
asI thewed before,  And;f thefe be net inferiour to the chief
: etthey are his Compresbyters,
and heis ( inall Parifhes that I know where Curates or Affi-
sarsare) their fared Prefident or Myder asor,fothat we bave in .
+#2eh Congregaions( according o the do@rjne of che Bifhors. -

-
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* themfelves ) riot only fuch Bifhops as were in the Apoftles days -

when there was no fubje& Presbyters, butalfo fuch Bifhops as
- were in Jgnatins daies, when the fixed Prefident or Bifhop had
- many Presbyters , to whomhe was the Prefident or Mode-
rator. : i 4 :

- Sec. 17, Yea if you will make his Negative voice Effential
toa Bifhop ( which Moderate Epifcopalmen deny ) yet com-
monly this agreeth to fuch Parifh:Bifhops as have Curates un-
der them : Tor in the Presbyterie they have ordinarily a- Nega-
ave Voice. , : 23

Se&. 18. Yea where there are no fuch Presbyteries with a
Prefident, itis yetenough to prove him a Bifhop, that he hath
Deacons under him; or but one Deacon: - faith Dr. H H. Ax-
norar. in At 11.b. [ When the Gofpel was firft preached by the
Apiftles , andbut few converted, they ordainedin every (City and
Region, nomore but a Bifbop,and ons or more Deaconste attend bims;
there being at the prefent [ofmall flore ont of which to take moré,
and [0 [mall need of Ordaining more — ] ) Tib

Sect. 19. Argument 6. The Moderator or Prefident of ma-
ny Pafors of particular Churches affembled,may Ordain,and his
Ordinationis Valid. But fuch a Mederator or Prefidentis or-
dinarily or frequently Onein our Ordinations : therefore they
are Valid. ‘TheMajor is granted by many of the Diffenters,and
all their principles, Ithink, doinferit: For fucha one isaBi-
fhop, not only of the Apoftolical inftirution: Nor only fach as

was in Ignatins days,but fuch an Archbifhop as next afterward

fprung up. Whenitisnot enly one Church andits Presbyters
that are under him, but the Presbyrers ( or Bifhops ) of many
Churches that heis Moderator or Prefident of, meth!n!{s.thofe
that are for the higheft Prelacy, fhould not deny the Validity of
-his Ordination. R ; i

Se&. 20. Buttwo thingswill be here objected : The one 15,

that he was.not confecrated to this Prefidency or Moderator/Bps |

by Bifheps. Towhich] anfwer, 1. ThatConfecrationis nota

A - inciples of Epif*
Neceffity to fuch a Bifhop according tothe P“Q“P.‘Gs s
copal Divines; it being no new Office or Ocder that they ‘are
- exalted to, but a new Degree;

ved when they were made Presb >
cerated. 2. The Eleltion of the Presbycers ferved (as Hi-
i € dlexandria thereforeit may

Ordination {which was recei-
yeers) may fuffice; and is not .

e IEVE

-om teftifyeth ) inthe Churcho
o R

-
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ferve now : ( of which more anon. ) 3.Heischofen by true Bi-
fhops, as is fhewed. 3

Se&. 21. The other Obje@ionis, that our Prefidents are b#3
protempore, and therefure are not Bifbsps. To which 1 anfwer,
1. That in fome Places they are fora long time, and in fome for
an uncerraio time.  Dr. 7'wi/fs was Moderator of the Synodat
Weftminfler, for many years together, even durante vita; and

Mr. Herle alter bim was long Moderator : The London Pro*
vince hath a Prefident for msany moneths ; even fromone Aflem.
bly toanother. 2.Inever yet met with an Epifcopal Divine,
that maintained that it was effential to a Bithop, to be fuch ds-
rante vita: 1am fure itisnot commonly aflerted. 1fa manbe
made the Bifhop of fuch or fuch a Diocels, for one and twenty
years, or for feven years, it willbe faid to be irregular; bt I
know none of them thac have averred it to be fo greatan Er-
ror as nullifieth his Power and adminifirations. And ifit may
ftand with the Being of Epifcopcy to be limited to feven years,
then alfo to be limited to feven moneths, or feven weeks,or days-
EfPfC"zI“S{ when ( as ufually with us ) they fix no time at the
firlt Ele@ion, but leaveit to the liberty of the next Affembly to
continue or to end his power, Let them prove chat affirm ir,that
dnratnon for life is effentiallco a Bifhop. _

. Se@. 22. Argument.7. Where all thefe forementioned qua-
Jifications of the Ordainer doconcur, ( vis. 1.That he be the
Paftor of a particalar Church,and the chief Paftor ofit, and the
Paflor ofa City Church,and have Deacons and Presbyters undet
him, and be the fixed Prefident of a Presbyteric , and the Mo-
derator or Prefident of larger DPresh te}:"e of’the Paftors of
:2:“? %’E‘“"Ch“,) there according :{.{ ;hle principles,even

rigider fore of Diffenters ) the Ordination s valid : Butal

::l}eieui-orpegggoge‘é qualifications do frequently concur to fomdc
- rdainers i - cord”
108 to the more rigid N England : therefore even ac

Diffenters, their Ordination is Valid ¢
thacthey need no confirmation. |
Argument 8. Ordination by a Presbyterie 1S
ha But in England and other Reformed Churches we
Ve Ordination by a Presbyterie : therefore our Ordi-
pation is Valid. The Major is proved from 1 Tim. 414
L .‘Negln“i #ot the gift that is in thee which was given t
by Prophecy , with the laying om of the hands of ,sz Pref-
: ' Jttm’-

Se. 23,

o Y
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Preshyterie. Alfo from Ack. 13.1,2,3. They were the Prophets
and Teachers of the Church of Aatioch that impofed hands on
Barnabasand Saul, ( whether it were for their firft Ordination
to the Office, or only for a particular Miffion , I now difpute

not. ) The Church of Astioch had not many Prelates, if any:

but they had many Prophetsand Teachers, and thefe and none
but thefe are mentioned as the Ordainers.  Asfor them that
fay thefe were the Bifhops of many Churches of Syria, when
the Texe faich they all belonged to this Church of Aatisch,they
may by fuch prefumptuous contradi&ions of Scripture fay much,
but prove lictle.

Se@. 24. As for them that grant us, that there were no
fubje& Presbytersinftituted in Scripture-times, and fo expound
the Presbyteric here to be only Apoftles and Bifhopsof che
higher order, I have fhewed already, that they yield us the

Caufe s though I muft add, that we can own no new forc of

Presbyterie, notinftitutedby Chrift or his Apoftles. But for
them that think that Prelates with fubje& Presbyters were ex-
itent in thofe times, they commonly expound this Text of Or~
dination by fuch fubje& Presbyters, with others of a Superior

rank or degree, together : Now, as to our ufe, it is fufficienr,

that hence we prove that a Presbyterie may ordain : and that un-
f Presbyters, and fo that Pref-

deniably a Presbyterie confifted o (
byters may ordain. This is commonly granted us _fro_m this
Text. That whichis faid again{l us by them that grant it, 15, that
Presbyters did Ordain,but not alene, but with the Bifhops.
Se&. 25. Bug, 1. if this were proved, its nothing againft
us : forif Presbyrers with Bifhops have power fo, Ordain, then
it is not a work thatis without the reach of their Office , but
that which belongethto them : and therefore if they could prove
itirregular for them to Ordain without a Bifhop, yet woulfi
they not prove it Null. Otherwife they mighe prove it Null, if
& Bithop Ordain without 3 Presbyterie, becaufe according to
this Obje&ion they mult concur, 2. But indced, they prove
not that any above Presbyters did concur in T imothies Ox;ldmgli
tion, whatever probability they may fhew fofi nt.d An dn
they prove it, we muft hold fo much asis provedan granted,

é‘ 7 J it i i f Of it., £
l I ~ = ! . C ﬁ i E i 1.
: h . 1 D d 3 3 ‘ giVing




T el

- geth ustobelieve, chatic w

s ‘fg’wiﬁg%df“ tﬁc Holy Ghoft after ‘Baptifm ( ordinarily ufed by

the Apoftles ) that is there fpoken of which alfo fe;mﬁ;hwlz‘figh
bable, by the Apoftlesannexing it to Timothies Faith, l(hc s
be fucceeded bis Mother and Grandmother , and to S 4
lowing effe&s of L zhe Spiriz of Power, and of Lwa, Al
Jenndmind,”] which are the fruits of Confirming Gr: gt
monifhing him, that he be nor afbamed of the Tefiimony e
Lord ; whichisalfo the fruit of Coaﬁrmanon. I-Iow;:vcr i
probability go, they can give usno certainty, that ‘Pomf -Owhen :
Apofltle had an hand in the Ordination here {poken Od- .
the Text faich that it was L with the laying on of the hands ofmd
Presdyterie ] we mult judge of the office by the name ‘And
therefore 1. we are fure that there were Presbyters. 2. 4d
1f there were alfo any of an higher rank, the Phrafe €nco b
as as Presbyters, thac they 1mpo
-hands in Ordination. ' . i
Set. 27. Argument o. If Bifhops  and Presbﬁirej_ (:’;
-commonly diftinguifhed ) dodiffer only Gradsu, non Or c;‘;{’{"nét
“Degree and not in Order, (that is, as being not of a di 1hen
office, but of a more honourable Degreeinthe (ame office ) ¢

- #the Ordination of Presbyters valid, chough without a Bifhop

(of that higher Degree ) But the Antecedent is true : there-

fore fo is the Conlequent. The Antecedent is maintained by
-abundance of the Papifts themfelves s much more b

-him his Judgement of ir.
. “Se&. 28. Argument 10. If the
went by did allow and require meer
muft they grant us thae they have
Butthe Antecedent is true,
common Practice of the Prel

Prelates and the Laws they
Presbyters to Ordain, then
the Power of Ordination :
asiswell known in the Laws, and

ates in Ordaining : divers Presbyters
3id on hands together with the Bifhop : and it was nor the Bi-.

op but his Chaplain commonly zhat_ examined and approvfg :
ufually the Bithop came forth, and laid his hands on men thah ¢
never faw before, or fpoke to, but took them a5 he found tf en:!
preiented to him by his Chaplain : fo that Presbyters _Ordam:s
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. aswellas he , and therefore had power to Ordain.

So&. 29. If it be Objedted that they badno power to Ordain
withont a Bifbop t 1 auiwer, 1. Nor a Bifthop guoad exercitingm,
without them, according to cur Laws and Cuftoms, ar-leaft
vfually. 2. Oidaining with a Bifoop proveth them to be Or-
dainers , and thatitis a work that belongeth to the order or
office of a Presbyter : or elfe he might not do it at all, any more
then Deacons, or Chancellors, . may. And if it be butthe -
‘wark of a Presbyters office, itis not a Niallity, if Presbyters do -
it without a Prelate, if you could proveitan irregularitys

Sed. 30. Argument 11. If the Otrdination of the Englifs
Prelates be valid, then much more is the Ordination of Pref-
byters, (asin Englandand other Reformed Churches is in ufe. )
Bur the Ordination of Englifh Prelates is valid, (Vam furem
the judgement of them that we difpute againft : ) -therefore fo
is the Ordination of Englifh Presbyters much more. - :

Se&. 31. The reafdon of the Conlequence is , becaufe the
Englith Prelates are moreunlike the Bithops that were fixed by .
‘Apoﬁol_icalflxiﬂim:ién"o_r-Ord_i_natiori’,, then the Englith Presby-
tersare, as I have fhewed at large in the former Difputation :
‘the Scripture Bifhops were the fingle Paftors of fingle Churches, .
perfonally guiding them in. the worthip of God, and governing
them in prefence, and teaching them by their own mouths,vifi-
ting their fick, adminiltzing Sacraments, O¢: And {uch are
the Englifh Presbyters : But {uch are not the late Englifh Pre-
lates that were the Governors of an hundred Chrches,-and did -
not perfonally teach them, guidethem in worfhip, govermthem
}“ prefence, and deliver them the Sacramﬁ”;‘iﬁ tf’eu‘w":iieuzl;{;g
an them all fave oné Congrepation- ~THCC WRre il =0
to the Scripture fixed Bimdp;g;.igefc”ribc& by Dr. H. H'htheﬂ- .
our, Presbytersare : _ therefore if chey may derive from them 2 -
Power of Ordination, or frem the T'aw. that inllituted them ;-
then Presbyte: do fo much more. . i e R

sqe&‘ ?if_eirﬂg]:?ncm 3z If theé’Orcﬁna‘tion of' ?apx‘f’:ft-»»»—"
thops be valid, much more is the Qrdmacion.of En‘?,“ﬂ\x 1;‘ et; {-.; :
ters fo 2 but the Antecedent is trae, in- the judgement O Et,‘.);f},
againlt whom we difputc:th?refo,ref’:he “Confequent muit: b= -

canted by them on that fuppofition- * - B
: Sed. 3 3}:. The reafon of ti;lpe Confequenceis,becaufe ‘hﬁ%ﬁg ;
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