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ofG-odrequtnngit upmtheabfolute Necefs'tty of the Beingof* 
Church (what hinderances foever may interpofe ) but A Divine 
inftitution warranting it where it is, and requiring it where it may 
be had- Every Church therefore which is capable of thisfirn* 
of Government, both may and ought to affect it — — ^ 
thofe particular Churches to whom this power and faculty is denyed,. 
lofe nothing of the true ejfer.ce of a Church jhough they mifsfeme 
thing of their glory and perefeUion %Ant page 32. [ Our 
form of Government differs little from their own, fave *» 
the perpetuity of their (TP^CCOu 0 r ) ModeratorJhip,andtheexclw 
fan of that Lay-Presbyterie which never till this age had footing 
tn the Chriftian Church • ] — And Page 41,42. [ Alas 
my Brethren, while we do fully agree in allthefe, and all other 
Doctrinal and Praclical points of Religion, why will you be fi 
uncharitable, as by thefe frivolous and caufelefs Diviftens to rend 
the feamlefs coat oj[Chrijli It it a Title, or a Retinue, or * Ce
remony a Garment, or a Colour, or an Organ Pipc% that can make 
t r u f f T / Ch»r<h

rS»h>1"™preach andprofefs the fame faving 
trmh, whiles we defire ( as you profefs to do ) to walk confcM* 
P J wm our God according to that one Rule of the Rejall Lav of 
our Atafyr whiles we oppofe one and the fame common enemy, 
^(e-swemfeignedly endeavour to hold the unity of the Spirit ** 
the bonds of Peace t For us, we make no difference at *l{ 
Un the right and tnterefi of tkk Church ) betwixt Clergy and 
Laity, betwixt the Clergy and Laity of one part and of another : 
mare all your true Brethren, weareone with you, both in heart 
yj>r**n and hope to meet JOH in the fame healen: butifjewiU 
nee as be otherwife minded % we can but bewail the Churches t»i-
jery andyour fin. ] y o u hear bow this good Bifliep was &r 
from a reparation. 

§. 6 How contrary to this,is the forefaid writingof Dr. Bide 
^ wnicn lmflancein, becaufe it is come new to my hand ) who 
Itigmatizetnthefrontof his book with the brand of reparation, 
and that of one of the moft rigid and unreafonable kinds. Thus 
ne begins, £ " When Confciemious Minifiers cannot afdate i» 
u r £hurch,and Confciemious Chriflians cannot go toChurch-,and 
((

Luft9mary Chrtftiws go thither, either to little purpofe, btcaufe 
true rvorj&ip, or to great fhame, becaufe to no true CMi**-

, Jtcrst tis fit the £burck Jhonldcome to private btufes J—-



( 3 + 3 ) 
Doth he not begin very wifely and charitably? What could the 
moft Schifmatical Papift fay more? What \notrutworfhip \ Ho 
true Minders Jmdbut Cufimary ChrtfltAns that come thither? 
Yes, and that's not all .• he pnrfues it with an exprobration, that 
TZlAfal?JrZ?°Hr m*™' < M - > a n d V« that's not all r 
ne adds, [ Here feems jet to be A very bad certainty of their Re-

f i bpon j and how ran there be a better Certainty of their falvA^ 
non? mlefs ( that we may gratifie their fingularity more then 

^our own veracity) we will fay, There may be a company if 
^g^dChrifHansont of the Communion of Saints, or a Commu

nion of Saints oat of Chrifis CathiHkc Church. ] Should we> 
laugh or weep at fuch a man as this ? What! no communion of 
SAtnts% but with the feparating party of the Prelates? Unhap
py we that live m England, aud can meet with fo fmall a number 
Of thefe Saintf. Is the Catholike Church confined to this party ? 
and Salvation to this Chunch ? Tranfccndent Papal arrogancy! 
Its well that thefc Prelates are not the only Key-keepers of hea
ven ! for we fee how we fliould then beufed. I mufttell this 
±>r. and all of his mind, that it is an eaficr way to Heaven then 
we dare hope to come thither by, to Joyn our fclves to their fe
parating Communion of Saints, and live as the molt that we are 
acquainted with, that are of that Saint-like Communion. He 
had been better have talked at thefe rates to men of another Age 
or Nation, then to us that fee the lives of their adherents. Wc 
never changed our Religion nor our Church. What i f he reaZ 
his prayers, and I fay mine without book; or what i f he pray in 
white, and I in black) or what i f he kneel in receiving the Eu. 
charift, and I Jit or Jtand ? or what i f he ufe the Crofs in bap-
tifmet and I baptize no better then the Apoftles did without i t ̂  
do thefe or fuch like make us to beof two Religions ? Do I changft 
my Religion, i f I read with a pair of fpeftacies, or i f I look to
wards the South or Weft, rather then the Eaft &c. ? We fee 
what thefe men would make the ChriJHan Religion to be. Were 
thcApoftles no Chriftians, beeaufe they had no kneeling at the 
Eucharift, nor Crofs in Baptifm, nor Surplice, nor (atleaft 
our) Common Prayer-book, &cl Dare you fay they were 
no Chriftians? or yet that Chriftian Religion was one thing 
then, and another thing now ? And for our Churches, we do 
oot only meet in the fame places, but we have the fame ioUrine, 

the 
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the fame worJbip ( i n every part, though hetalk of our no true 
worfhip; as if Praying, Praifing God, &c. were no true wor
fhip : ) the things changed were by the irapofers and defenders 
( fee D r . Burgefs Re joyrider ) profctfed to be no parts at aR ol 
wor(hip,but meer accidents ^ we have the fame people, fave nere 
and there a few that feparate by yours and others feducement,ana 
fome vile ones that we caft out; we have abundance of the [am 
Minifters that we had. And yet muft we have no worjhip, MM* 
firy, Communion of Saints, or Salvation, becaufe we have only a 
Parochial and nut a Diocefan Epifcopacy ? Forfooth we have 
loll our Religion, and are all loft men, becaufe our Bifhops have 
but (ingle Panrti churches to over fee ( which they find a load as 
heavy as they can bear, ) and we have not one Bifhop to take 
the Government of an hundred or two hundred Churches. A 
Rome he is a damned man that bclieveth not in the Pope:'• a f ld 1 5 

out of the Catholike Church, becaufe he is out of the fubjecn-
6n of the Pope : and with thefc men, we are loft men, i f we neve 
Co much beiieve in Cbrift, becaufc we believe not in an Arcn-
bifhop, and arc out of the Catholike Church and Communion 
of Saints, becaufe we will not be ruled by fuch Rulers as thefe. 
And what's all thi?, to fuch Counties as this where I live, and molt 
t\^ \n EngUnd that I hear of, that know of no Bifhop they 
have ( and they rejected none, ) nor doth any come and com
mand them any Obedience ? Muft we be unchriitened,unchureht 
and damned, for not obeying, when we have none to obey, or 
none that calls for cur obedience ? But I (hall let thefe men pafr, 
and leave them in t h e i r ^ ^ " o « , d e f i r i n g that they had Gatho-
like fpirits and principles. This much I have faid to let men fee, 
that there is no portability of our union with this fort that are 
refolved on * fep*r at ionand that it is not thefe Noveliftsand D i 
viders, but the antient Epifcopal party of England that we can 
eafily agree with. 

§.7. The next that I {hall inftance in, that was agreed with 
thefe Principles of ours, is the late Reverend and Learned Bi
fhop VJher, of whofe Concord with, us, I have two proof*. 
The one was his own profeflion to my felf. The other is his 
own writings.efpecially his Propofitions given in to King £harls9 

now printed, called [ The Reduction of Epifcopacy to the form of 
Symdical Government, receivedin the ancient Church ] ^hic 

' ' - - confiftetfe 
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confifteth of four Proportions ( having firft proved that all 
Presbyters have the power of Difcipline and Church-govern
ment : ) the firft alloweth the fingle Re&or of the Parifh to take 
notice of the fcandalous, reprove, admonifh, and debar 
them from the Lords Table. Thefecondis, that in every Ru-
rail Deanry, all the Pallors within the Precinct, may by the 
Chorepifcopus or Suffragan , be every month AfTembled in a 
Synod, and according to the Major part of their voices he con
clude all matters that f h i l l be brought into debate before them, 
as Excommunication ef-c. The third is, for a Diocefan Synod 
once or Twice a year, whereby the confent of the Major part 
of theReiors, alkhings might be concluded by the Bifhop or 
Superintendent, call him whether you will , or in his abfence, by 
one of the fuffragans, whom he deputes to be Moderator. The 
fourth is for Provincial and National Synods in like fort. 

•§.8. And when I had perufed thefe papers { 'm M. S. )l 
told him that yet one thing was left out yibat the Epilcopal par
ty would many of them ilick at more then he, and that is, a 
Negative voice in Ordination in the Prefident, to which and the 
reft I propofed this for accommodation in brief £ i . Let every 
particular or Parifh Church have a Bi/bop and Presbyters to ajjift 
him, where pofiibly they can be had. 2. Let all thefe Ajfociate and 
their feveral AJfociations have a fitted, Prefident. 3. Let all men 
be at liberty for the name, whether they will call him a Bifljop, Pre
fident, Moderator, Superintendent, or the like* 4» ss*»d for the 
Negative voice in Ordination, let all CMinifters of the Ajfociati-
on agree that de fa&o they will not Ordain without him, but in Ca-
fes of NeceJJity but let every man be left free to his own Princi
ples on which he fhall ground this pratlice, and not be bound to con* 
fent,thatde jure a Negative vote is due to the Prefident. ] Thefe 
terms did I propoie to the Biftiop for Accommodation, and in-
treated him to tell me plainly his judgement, whether they are 
fatisfadory and fofficientfor the Epifcopal party to yield to : tor 
Peace and Communion ? and his anfwer was this [ They are f u f -
ficient, and moderate men will accept them, but others will not, as 
I have tryed : for many of them are offendedwith me for propounding 
fuch terms. ] And thus this Reverend Bifhop and I w<?re .agreed 
for Peace in a quarter of an hour v (the truth of which, I fo> 
lemnly profefs ; ; and fo would all the Minifters and Chnlhani 
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in E-ncUnd if they were not either wifer or fooliflier, honefler 
or difhonefier then he and 1. And this I leave on Record to 
Pofterity, as a teftimony againft the dividers and contenders or 
this age, [That it wa< mt long of men of the temper and princi
ples of ihh Reverend Archbifbop and my ft I f , that the Epifcop*1 

party and their dijfenting Brethren inEngland, were not fpeedUj 
andheartity agreed: for we aclually did it. ] To no honour ot 
mine, but to the honour of this peaceable man, and the (name 
of the unpeaceable hinderers or refufers of our Reconciliation, 
let this teftimony live, that Pofterity may know whom to blame 
for our Calamities ; they all cxcoll Peace when they reject tt 
and deftroy i t . 

§. 9 For a third witnefs of the Reconciieablenefs of the Mo
derate Epifcopal party on thefe terms, I may well produceDr. 
Holdfmrtb •, who fubferibed thefe fame Propofitions of Bifhop 
VJher to the King : and therefore was a Confenter to the fasue 
way of Accommodation. . 

$. i o. A fourth witnefs is Dr . Forbs of Scotland, who having 
written purpofely a Book called his lrenicon, for Accommoda
tion on fuch terms, I need to fay no more of bim, but refer you 
to the Book. I { lu l l name no more of the Epifcopal party. Tbeie 
four are enow to my purpofe. 

$.11. That the Presbyterians ( of England fpecfallyj a r e 

willing to clofe upon thefe terms of a fixed Moderator, I pr° v c » 
i . By theprofeftConfent of that Reverend Learned fervant ot 
Chrift Mr. Thorn as Gttaktr, a Member of the late AfFembly at 
Wefiminfter-, who hath profefled his judgement of this matter 
in a Book agtinft Lilly. I refer you to his own words, for bre
vity fake. . ~ .J 

$.12. My next witnefs, and for brevity, many in one, . u» 
, be Mr. Geree, and the Province of London, citing him in ^ e J. 

JnsDivinumMiniflerii, pag. append. 122. the words are tne 
iThat the Ancient Fathers in the point of Epifapacj > d $ e 

more from the high Prelatifl then from the Presbyterian : for tt) 
Presbyterians alwayes have a Prefident to guide their actions, 
they acknowledge may beperpetnal durante vita modo fe bene ge -
fent : or temporary to avoid inconvenience, Which Bi'fon taut* 

he hold of as advantages, becaufe fo little difcrepant, ( as 
faith ) from what he maintaintth* ] See the reft there. 
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?• S e z a ( t n e Leader againft Prelacy ) fsLhh,degrad. Be^t. 

JMinift. Evang. Infiituti Diviniefi, ut in omni ccetn Presbytero-
rumunus fit qui or dine pr& eat & prafit reliquis. It is of Divine 
Inflation that in every Ajfembly of Presbyters, there be one that 
go before and be above the reft, j And dividing Bifhops into Divine, 
Humane, and Diabolical , he makes the Humane tolerable Pre
lacy to be the fixed Prefidenf. . 

§• *4- 4- CA^vtn ( whoisaccufed for ejecting Epifcopacy) cdvin. 
behdes what he writes of it to Card. Sadolet, faith in his Infii- See alfo van. 
tat. lib. 4. cap. 4. §. 1. £ Ea cautione tot am fiuam Oeconomiam Colomus in his 
compofuerant ( Ecclefia veteris Epifcopi ) ad unicam illam ^^ul^'tdu 
verhi normam, ut facile videas nihil fere hat parte habwfe d i. ^jyyp,^ 
verba Dei alienum. ] $.2. {" gnibss ergo docendi muntisin- §,18.14." 

'jtticlum crat, eos emnes nominabant Presbyteros. Mi ex fao nu-
mero tn fingutis civitatibus unum eligebant, cut fpecialiter da-
bant titulum Epifcopi: neex *qualitatc,*t fieri filet, diffidia nafi 
ceremur. Neque tarn en ftc honor e & dignitate fuperior erat Epifi 
copus, ut Dominium in Collegas haberet: fidquas partes habet 
Conftil in SenatU, ut refer at de negotii*, [ententt'as roget^confule»dot 

monendo, hortando, aliis praeat, authsritate fna tstam aSlionem 
regat • & qmd decretum Communi Con f Ho fuerit, exequatur : 
id munus fuftinebat Epifcopus in Presbjterorumcceta ~\ cr $. 4. 
fie C Gubernationem fic conftituti nennulli titerarchiam vocarunt, 
nomine (utmihi videtur) impreprio, certe firiptnris inufitato : 
Cavere enimvoluit fpiritus fanUus, tiequis principatum aut do-
mmationem femniaret, quurn de Ecclefia gubernatione'agitur. 
Veramfi rem, omiffo vocabuli,intueamur ( N . B. ) repericmns 

yeteres Eptfcopos non aliam regenda Ecelefi* for mam voluiffe 
fngere ab ea quam Deus verbo fao pr*[cripfit ] This he writes 
after the mention of Archbi(hops and Patnarcks, as well as of 
Bifliops governing in Synods. 

$. 15. Whereby the way let me give you this Qbfervation, 
that Bifhops Governing but in Synods can have no other power 
of Goverment then the Synods themfelves have : But Synods 
themfelves as fuch arc not dire&ly for Government, but for 
Concord and Communion of Churches, and fo confequlmlylQt 
well-governing the feveral flocks : Nor hath a Synod any Go
verning Power over a particular Paftor, as being his fuperiour 
appointed to that end ; but only a Power of Confent or Agree-
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ment: to which for unity, and communion fake, he is conie 
quentially obliged; not by Virtue of Gods Command, that re
quired] us to obey the Higher Power ( for three Pallors are 
not made fo the Rulers of one) but by virtue of Gods com
mands that require us to do all things in Unity, and to main* 
tain the Peace and Concotd of the Churches, and to avoid Di
visions and difcord. 

16. I f any think that this doth too much favour the Con
gregational way, ,1 muft tell him that it is fo true and clear, 
that the Epifcopal men that are moderate acknowledge it. tor 
inftance: the Reverend Biftiop Ufherdid, without asking, or 
hirafelf profefs to me that it was his judgement [that certAWJ 
Councils or Synods are not for Government but for Unity, and that 
a. Bifh;p out of Council hath the fame Governing Power as all the 
Council-, though their vote may hind him for Unity to c0"/6*?'.* 

$. 17. This being fo,it muft needs follow that an Archbiwop, 
or the Prefident of a National, Provincial, Diocefan, orUai-
ficall Afftmbly, or of any Affociation of the Paftors of many 
Churches, hath no fuperiour Governing power over the Paro
chial or Congregational Bifaop of one Churchy but < w 
concurrence with the Synod, a Power o f Determining by way 
of Agreement, fuch points as he (hall be obliged for Unity ana 
Communion to confent to and perform, i f they be Jpt contrary 
to the word of God. This evidently follows from this Keverenu 
Archbifhopsdo&rine,and the truth. . ... t 

$. 18. Andif any (hall think that the TresbytenansmW^ 
yield that a particular Church do ordinarily confift but . o t « 
full Congregation, I confute them by producing their own 0 - # 

ceffions: in the Minifters fusDivinum Miu>fi'!™'*K 
fend. pag. 123. they plainly fay, that [ The later ( B|inopsy 
were Diocefan, the former (that is the Bifhops of the fir It or an-
cient times ) were Bifhops only of one Congregation'] And pag. ^ 
they fay £ Thefe tsfngels were Congregational, not Diocefan • 
tke beginning of Chriflianity,the number of Believers, !v7i 

greateft Cities were fofew,as that they might well meet, cm" Jjr 
in one and the fame place. And thefe were called, the 0»* * 
the City, and therefore to ordain Elders f ? WW*' f / C o n . 
*>Wt are all one in Scripture ] Thus far they yield to tue & 
gregationalmcn. 



$.19. 5. One other witnefs of the Presbyterians readinefs to 
accommodate on thefe terms, I (hail give, and no more, and that 
is Mr. Richard Vines, a man that was moft eminent for .his ma
nagement of the Presbyterian caufein the AfTembly,and at Z>x-
hridge Treaty, and in the Ifle of Wight; the Papers there pre-
fenced to the King are to be feen in Print. When we did let up 
out AfTociation in this County,1 purpofing to do nothing with
out advife, and defigning a hearty clofure of all fober Godly 
men, Epifcopal, Presbyterian, Congregational and Mrafttan: 
didconfukfirftaboutitby Letters with Mr. V*nes and in his 
anfwerto mine, he approved of thedefign, and thought our 
diftance veryfmall, and yielded to a fixed Prefidency though 
not to a Negative voice; ( which I would have none forced to . ; 
Becanfe they are too long to put into this fcftion.l will adjoyn 
that part of his Letter that concerns this fubjett, prefixing one 
that went next before i t againft the felling of the ChurcH 
laEds,that the Bilhops may fee how little fuch men as he con-
fented to i te r liked ic- and may take heed of charging them 
with Sacriiedge. 

20 Laftly the EraftUns are known to be for Epifcopacy it 
felf, fo be i t , it come in by the power of the Magnate. And 
t h « nothinopropofed crotfeth the Principles of the Cengreg*n0. 
uiwnotning piuF" , u B u t whether really we (hall 
nail men, I have (hewed before. ttUC

r
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have their confent to a Peace U P ° " t h c f c

f 

no t ; becaufe their writings that 1 have feen, do no peddle wito. 
the point,favc only one Congregational man, Mr. 
hath newly written for this very thing, in his Treanfe o}™p» 
againft Dr. Owen, page 66,67, 68 I defire you tc, « « the 
words to fave me the labour of ^ ^ l ^ J ^ t g ^ 
gWethus tounderftand, that fome of the ModerateCongS 
c t o n . l P a r t y , w U l j o y n w ^ ^ 
Whether many or all will do fo, I know not. ^ € C t n e " o f 

(hew whether they will be the firft or the laft m the b 
our Divifion*. But if they refufe, we will towards 
Love them as Brethren, and ftudy to &*™0™£% we come 
them : as knowing that we fuffer mueh tnor.e wn 
(hort of our duty and love to others,then when tney tu 
of their duty and love to us. 

y y 3 Mr.RicktrA 



"Mr. Richard yines his Letters before mentioned as a Teftimony 
that the Presbyterian Minifters arc not sgainft a fixed Prefi-
denc, or that Epifcopicy which Bilho? Hall, &c. would 
have been fatisfied with. 

Reverend Friend, 

I Received pur two lafi; and as for a Sch&olmafier I fhall do 
the beft I can to propound one to you, &C As for your JguefiiM 

about S acriledge9 I am very near you in preftnt opinion. The point 
was never fiated nor debated in the I fie of'Wight. 1 did for rfi} 
part decline the difpute : fori could not maintain the caufias on 
the Parliaments ft de-and becaufe both I and others were unwilling,* 
was never brought to any open debate : The Commiffioners did ar
gue it with the King : but they went upon grounds of Law and Po
licy- and it was only about Bifhops Lands : for they then averred 
the continuance of D.and Chapiters Lands to the ufe of the Church. 
Some deny thit there is any ftnof Sacriledge under the Gofpel-
and ifthere be any, they agree not in the definition: Seme hold an 
alienation of Church goods in cafe of Neceffity ; and then make 
the Neccjpty what and as extenfive as they pleaps. The mofi are of 
opinion that whiles the Church lies fo unprovidedfor, the donati
ons are not alienable fine Sicrilegio. If there were a furplufage 
above the competent maintenance, it were another matter. Jtscleer 
enough that the Donors wills arefrufirated, and that thevt Qtnerd 
intention and the General ufe, viz. the maintenance of Goh tvor-
Jhipand Mtnifiers, fhmldfiandt though the particular ufe might 
be fuperftitieni. I cited in my lafi Sermon before the Parliament 
(sprinted) a place touching Sacriledge out of Mr. Hilderill&tn 
on P fal. 51 . h did not pleafe. Tou may find the words in his book 
by the Index. If his defcription of it be true, then you will ftiH 
be of ysur own mind. I dare encourage no purchafers ; but do 
defire to have fome more of your thoughts about it, and IJhall return 
you mine : as I do my thanks for your excellent and worthily efleem-
eA Treat ife which you vouchfafed to prefix my name^ befsrei 
Sir, I have no more time or paper but to fubferibe my filf 

Tour truly loving Friend 
:London,Ja!y 20« R.Vine f . 
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Sir 

T Hough I fhouldhave defired to have under flood jour thoughts 
about the pint of SacrHedge,that fo /might have formed up 

my thoughts into foms better order and cIterer iffue then I did in my 
tafii yet to fhew unto you hoW much I value this ccrrtfponder.ee 
Wtthyou, lam willing to make fome return toyour laft. And 
fi>ft touckingthe Schoolmafter intended,*?*. The ^Accomo
dation you fpeak of is a great and a good work for the gaining into 
thewor^fuch ufeful parts and interefis as might very much heal 
the dtfcordon) mite the firength of men to oppofe deftruUiveyrayt 
andinmj opinion mne feafible With thofe men then ary other, */ 
they be moderate and £odly : fur We differ with them rather about 
fome pinacles of the Temple then the foundation er abb'uttreffes 
thereof I would n^t have much time fp nt in a formula ofdoElrine 
or worfbip • for We are not much diflant in them and happily no 
more then with one another: 'Bat I Would have th( agreement at-
tempted in that very thing which chiefly made the divifion, and 
that is Government-, healths breach and heal alii there begirt ana 
therein labour all you can. What influence this may have upon 
others 1 hnoW not in this exulceration of mens Minds : bvt the TTO^ 
/peaks it f e l f . od, andyour reafons for the aMempuug of ,t are ve
ry confidllbU, For the Afmblyjou k*™,^ <*» ! * * | 
juft nothing but what is font mto them by Tar Lament or one kouh 
thereof ( a, the order faith ) and for that reafon never tool^ »V>* 
them to intermelft therein. What they do inf«ch a thing mujt 
be done as private perfns, and not as in the capacity *f JjJ<*»"J 
men, excet it come to them recommended by t h e P a r h * Y L e r t 
great bufiLj Sis to find a temperament in oreinamn A f t 0 ^ 
went,in both which the exclufion or admittance of Frtsbyur'K 
Cis caufa ; for a fhadow , »«* .not regular: and no d°ubtf™ 
Presbyters ought and may both teach and govern,** ™ e » t h f , , 
give account f f fouls. For that you fay < ^ ] ^ ^ / i r ^ 
having many Presbyters, it hath been con filer ed in ^ f ^ f ^ 
and the ScriptnreLk* fair for it i but then th Church apdCty 
y»as of one r x i j l noTarijhes or bounds ajftgned.cut to particu
lar men ( as now) but the Minerspreacht in circuitu or tn com
mon and flood in relation to the Churches as to one Chunk, th^b 

meeting' 
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meeting haply in divers koufes or places ( as is flill the manner of 
fame Cities in the Low Countries.) If you Will follow this model, 
you muff* lay the City all into one Chuch particular, and the Vil
lages half a dozen of them into a Church : which is a buftnefs here 
in England of vafi d'fign and confequence. And as for that you 
fay of a. Biftiop over many Presbyters,not over many Churches; 
I believe no fuch 'Bifhops will pleafe our men\ but the notion as 
you conceive it,hath been and is the opinion of learned men. Gro-
tius in his commentary on the A&s i* divers places and particular
ly Cap. 17. faith, that as in every particular Synagogue {man] 
of which was infome one City ) there was wytrnvdyvy©-; fueh 
»af the Primitive Bfhop : and doubtlsfs thefirfi Bifbops were 
over the community of Presbjtcrs as Presbyters in joint relation 
to one ^hurch or Region - which Region being upon the increafe 
ru L i T S ) r < i t v i d e ( i i m o m o r e Churches, and in after times thofe 
Churches ajftgned to particnlar men: yet ht the Bifhep continued 
Bifhcpover thimfiill. For that you fay,he had a Negative voice, 
t hats more then ever Ifaw proved, or ever fhall,! believe for the 
W two hundred years - and yet I have laboured to enquire into it. 

^ T / , n ? e , i , S p r i n c c P s > « " A n g d o i prkes ^ D r , 
R e f g n o I d s ^ C a l v i n ^ V ^ W , ^ makjs him ConiulinStnM 
or as the Stta 

- of yeilding a Negative voice. As touching the Intro-
Helton of ruling Elders, fuch as are modelled out by Parliament, 
^J^dgement u fufficiently knoWn : lam of your Judgement in 
the point. There ftiould be fuch Eiders as bai t power to preach 
as well as ru-le : I fay power . but how that Will be effeBedhtre I 
M$ow not except We could or Would return to the Primitive na-
tunt and con/litution of particular Churches: and therefore it 
muft be helped by the combination of more Churches together in
to one as tothe matter ofgovernment }and let them be fit 11 dip*® 
as to Word and Sacraments. That is the eafiefi way of accommo
dation that yet occurs to my thoughts. Sir 1 fear 1 trouble you 
too long, but it is tojhtw how much lvalue you andyonr Letters 
to w e : for Which I thank J ou, and reft 

Tours in the beft bonds 
Septemb, 7. R . vines. 

Though 
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THough Mr. Vines here yield not the Negative Voice to 
have betnde facto inthefirft orfecondage, nor to bede 

jure, yet he without any queftion yielded to the ftotingof a 
Prefident, durante vita, i f he prove not unworthy, ( which 
was one chief point that I propounded to him, ) And I 
make no doubt but he would have yielded to a voluntary Con
fent of Presbyters de facto not to ordain without the Prefident, 
but in cafe of Necefiky.'But that I did not propound to him. And 
the difficulties that are before us de facto in fetting up a parochi-
all Epifcopacy which he mentioneth, I have cleared up already 
in thefe papers, (hewing partly that the thing is already exiftenr, 
and partly how more fully to accomplifti it . All would be eafie, 
i f Holy, Self-denying, Charitable hearts were ready to enter
tain and put in execution the honeft, healing Principles that are 
before us,and obvious to an ordinary understanding: Or ( i f ftill 
the Paftors will be contentious) i f Holy, Peaceable Magiftrates 
Would ferioufly take the work in hand,and drive on thefioathfut 
and quarrelfome Miniftersto the performance o f their duty. 

The Epifcopacy of the Proteftant Churches in Poland. 

A Drian. Regenvolfciui Hiftor. Ecclefiaft. Sclavonicar. Pro-
vine, lib. 3. page 424. . n i p 

N . B. Quoniamd prima Ecclefiarum in mmons Worn* rro-
vincia,Reformatione, ufu r> confuetudim receptumeft, ut e fem-
oribns hifce omnium Diftribtuum Quorum nomina z6.recenfumuf, 
unuj Primarius, five in or dine Primus, qui vulgo Superintendent 
Ecclefiarum minsris PolonU. vacatur, Sjnodifque Provmcialibus 
prafidet; totiuj Synodi Provincial ant horitate, confenfu ac Juf-
fragiis eligatur, ac, non ejuidemper impofitionem manuum, {prop
ter evitAndam Primatus aHcujusfufpfiri^^* *ut)t*m*c potep*" 
tii alicujus in caterosfeniores (peciem, ) benedtctione tantum.jr* 
terna apprtcatione, Officiorum qua hocce concernunt munuspraie-
ctime,piifq%totiusSymdi precibus , RegiminudmtAXat&Or' 
dlniskni in Ecclefia Diicaufa>inauguratf4raddeclaratur>Aj' 
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mina Primartorumhorum Seniorum, five Minori Ecclefi-
arum fupcrintendium. ] 

The Churches of the Bohemian Confefs. called VnitatisFra -
trnmjwvc among the Pallors of the Churches, their Confeniors, 
and Seniors, and one Prefident over all. Id. Regen.Vo/f. p. 315-
£ Seniores five fuperattendentesEcclefiarum Bohemiearum & -Mo-
ravicarum, &c. • -plerum(j\ e Ctnfenioribus eliguntur, ac 
per impofitionem JManuum pttblicamQ; inaugurationem, in raw 
rus Senior at HS ordinantnr ac confecrantur. Et longa conffr 
etudine in Ecclefiis trium harum provinciarptm rectptum ejh 
ut e fenioribns unus Primaries ( five in ordine Primus ) 
quern vulgoilli Praefidem vacant, non\ eligatur quidern,*?0 VCfi" 
lariter Ordineturt fed pofi decejfnm atiorum , ipfi Or.tin*.W*U 
tempore prior fuccedat ] 

1-51 
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Q u . Whether a (tinted Liturgy, or f o r m 

of T T o r f h i p , be a deferable means f o r 

the "Peace of t h e f e Churches * 

Nneccffary prolixity is not fo acceptable to 
the Reader that Joves both Truth and 
time, but that I may take it for granted 
that you defirc me to leave out taperfloi. 
ticsin thisDifpute. i . The Etymologilts 
(hall be better agreed among therofelyes 
of the derivation of ^ ^ T t X T X c 
before I will trouble youwith i t e r udge-
ments. But we are 

ly ; and ufually for a f ^ ^ ^ M ^ i r ^ t ^ 3 ^ ' 
of vMck office ; and yet more ftridly from the Septu 
agint, Ecclefiaft ck writers havealmoft confineI it to W ) . 
Miniftration , or pMck.fi"*' o r ? 2?L* and 
fevcral ufes of the word in Scripture , and J ^ « ™ . 
Ecciefiaftick Writers, you may find in fo many 
fore, thatlfhallpafs by the reft. BelUrmne 
pretend that when its applied abfolutely to holy things the word.. 
i« taken alwayes in the New Teftament, for a Mimftration »n. 

Z z 3 i a * r K 
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facnflcing. A little obfervation may confute that miftake. 
Nor is it agreeable cither to Scripture or the ufeof the Antient 
Church, to call only Forms of pubiick worfhip that are written, 
by the name of a Liturgy. Whether it were Form, or no Form, 
Writren or nst written, Premeditated or extemporate, Words or 
ABionsfW the Publicl^holy AUnifi ration or fervice of God, was 
of old called The Churches Liturgy : And fo men may be for a 
Liturgy that are not for a Trajer ^ Book. But latter times have 
wauled the word for thofe {tinted forms, that fome call Offices 
containing both the Rubric!^ or Directory,and the Form of words 
prefcribed as the matter of the fervice. And' feeing that thofe that 
now we fpeak to, underftand it in this fenfe, we muft fpeak as 
they do, while we are fpeaking to t hem. 

2. Note that it is not any ^ part of Publick Worfoip that w e 

fpeak of alone, either Prayer, Praife, or other part, but we fpeak 
or the whole frame,znd therefore o f t Liturgy, or Prefcribed words 
m General, becaufe that is the controverfic thai the times call us 
to decide. 

That which ! take to be the Truth , and ufefull to our 
Healing, I (hall j a y d o w n i n t h g f c £ e n p r o p o f l t i o n s follow-
jng. 

Prop. i . Afiinted Liturgy is in itfelf Lawfull. 
2. A flinted Liturgy in feme farts of public^ holy fervice is or -

dmarily nccejfary. 
I. In the Parts where it is not of Neceffity, it may not only be 

fubmitted to, but defired when the Peace of the Church reeynir-
ethit. 

4. There is fo great difference between Minifiers,andTeople, 
and Times,that it may be convenient and eligible to fome, *\ f ° m 

times, and unfit and not eligible to others,and at other times. 
5. The CMimfiers and Churches that earneftly defire it, P*ow 

not by the Magifirate be generally or abfolutely forbidden the ufe of 
a convenient prefcribed Liturgy. 

6. To prefcribe a frame of flinted fervice, or Prayer, Sec. and 
lay a Neceffity, or the Peace of the Church upon it, and to punifij, 
fi'encetfufpend, excommunicate, or reproach the able, peaceable, 
godly Mtniflers, or people that (juftlyor ttnjuftly) fcruplt*** 
ufing of it % U f0 great a fini that no confsionable Minifi*** 

jkQHi* 
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fhould attempt it, or deftreit, nor any godly M*gifl'rate fuffer it, 

7. The fafefi way of compoftng fuch a Pub Ike Form , 
u to take it all, formatter and words, oat of the Holy Scrip, 
ttires. 

Z.Tct is not this of fuch Ncceffity, hat that we may jom in 
it , or nfe it, if the form of words be not from Scripture. 

Q.Tbe matter of a common Liturgy, in which we expeU any 
General Concord, fhould not be any unneceffary things, much lefs 
things doubtful/, or forbidden. 

10.Forms of Public^ Prayer fhould'not be conftantlyufed by 
M ni 'hrs that are able to pray without them \ and none elfe fhould 
be Matted ordinarily to the Miniflry , but fuch # , " ^ 8 * 
competently to pray without fuch Forms , unlcf in great Aecefft* 
ties of the Church. ' 

Thefe ten Propofitions are the fumm of all that 1 mtn 
trouble you with, which I (lull now renew , and prove m 

Prop. 1. %** 3tintedLitmgy fs-in it-felf'lawful. 
t \ This is thus proved.-

M f f f i M I ThatwhichisKCtdirenrjor conf^aUyfoy 

reUlyor confequenttally forbidden *J 00a j ) g 

/ 4 T h c Major is undoubted, becaufe no:hirgbut a Prohibition 
can make .a thing unlawful!. Sin is *tra$gg"£* f*Z' 
Wherethereis no Lawjhereuno tranfgrejjion: 
heard very Reverend men anfwerthis, that.t" enough thatu 
is not co^anded, though mt forbidden. W * 
ny both Scripture and Civil Principles. Precept maka Doty,or 
a Neccffity ex pracepto: Prohibitions make an attion iinrui, 
which is prohibited, as Precepts prove an Omiffion nnfull or 
the Duty commanded. But Licitum which is between1 Duty 
and fin, is that which is .neither commanded nor forbidden. 
And fbch an a<5t i< not Actus Mordlis \ Icing neither, good nor 
evili . ' ' f o * * I 3 j r«ulnrr ao o lwo i J i • ' . / ' 

Here note thefe two things. 1. That thoughwe'fay thara-
, l i turgy is in it felf lawful!, and/that all things not forbidden are 

~ ; v i W 4 0 "omonioiq u • Lawful! \-



l a w f u l ! ; yet in the adua'l exercife hie & nunc, it will be hard 
to find oneaauall ufeofic, which is not a d a t u r a fin. tor 
though I am not of their mind that think every ad both timp'y 
and refpedively confidcred is a duty, or a fin (Tor i then every 
a d mult be Alius Moralis, and fo deliberate and chofen,wmcu 
is not true; as for i n f l a t e , the winking of the eye, &c. 
2. Then nothing were indifferent. 3 .Then every act mult nave a 
Reafon for i t . 4 . And the Confcienccs o f Chriftians mult w 
perpetually tormented:-as e.g. to give a reafon when I waiK, 
why I fee the right foot forward before the lef t ; o r when two 
eggs of a bignefs are before me, why I take one rather then tne 
other : thefe are not moral ads. ) Yet I rauft needs think tnac 
in the worlhip of God, its hard to imagine fuch a cafe, in wntcn 
the ufingofa Liturgy will do neither good nor harm : Or in 
which a man cannot difcern, whether it be like to do more goo 
or harm : and fo make it the matter of eledion or rcfufal. Ana 
therefore as Paul makes Marriage indifferent in it f e l f , when 
hard to find a cafe , in which it (hall not be a duty or a tin to 
particular psrfons,fo fay I of the point in queftion:and yet pom-
bly fomctime fuch cafes there may be. A man fometimes in Pru
dence may find that constantly to ufea form would betQ nun 
a fin, by reafon of the ill consequents, and fo it wonldbe con-
ftantly to difufe i t : And therefore may find himfelf bound \ by 
accident) fomctimes to ufe,and fometimes to difufe i t : And y*t 
may fee no reafon at a l l , as to the particular day and hour, why 
he fliould ufeor difufeit this day rather then another,orm the 
the Morning rather then the Evening. , 

2. Note alfo that God being the fuprcam Lawgiver of the 
Church, having by Mofes given a Law to Ifrael, did m general 
command, Beta. 12.3 2. that they fhould add nothing thereto,™^ 
tak^e ought therefrom: And confequcntly, we may conclude 
prohibited under the Gofpel ; Nay indeed the very prohibition 0 
felt-idolizing makes it a fin for any man to arrogate that U g l -
|a£jon which is the Prerogative of God. Lor that were to wn 
h^rufelf. Andfo this General prohibition doth make ah u 
warrantable Additions to be fTnTull , that is, all * a a j ! j ? i 
which God hath not authorized men to make. But then V 

• additions are not fmfull formally, becaufe not commanded, ^ 
becaufe/o bidden by the Gener?.! prohibition of [ not " ^ " ^ ^ 
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Now for the Minor, that a j'iinttd Liturgy is not forbidden, we 

^ * need no other proof then that no Prohibition can be produced. 
I f it be prohibited, it is either by (ome fpecial Trshibition,or by 
the General prohibition of not adding:^ n is by neither of thefe, 
therefore not at ail. Speciall prohibition 1 never yet faw any pro
duced. God hath nowhere fo bidden a form of Prayer. And 
the General prohibition of not adding, extends not to ir. For 
L i t i s ih^ Worfhip of God which is the matter that we are 
there forbidden to add: But the Praying with a firm, or with-
outafirm, as fuch, are neither of them any part ofthe worfli.p 
of God; nor fo intended ( as we now fu?pofe ) by them that 
u fe i t : I t is but an indifferent Mode br C'Wfi«nce.°J ™or-
ihip, andnocany part ofWorfhip. 2. i f Prayer with a form 

' f& be an Addition to Gods Worfhip, then fo is praying without a 
firm ( for God only Commands Prayer, but neither commands 
a firm, nor that we forbear a form) But the Confcquent is 

fl falfe.as the Opponents will confefs • therefore fo is the Antece
dent. 3, Undetermined mutable Modes and Circumftances are 
none ofthe prohibied Additions, buc left to humane deter
mination Bur fuch is the form inqueflion. God hath bid us 

* V Preach, but not told US whetjpr we (half ftudy a form ofexprefs 
words alwayes before hand,Tutleft that to P ™ d e n « ^ « n : . , 
ftarces will ^ added under the next Argument; and therefore I 
fhall now forhear them. • , , 

Argum. 2. The Prudential Determination of fuch Modes and Argum. 2. 
Circumftances of worfhip as God hath left to humane Determine 
nation, is Law full. A ftinted form or Liturgy may be fuch a De
termination ; therefore a ftmtedfirm or Liturgy way be ( or is in it 
f e l f ) lawfulL ' , r A . 

W The Major is paft doubt.if the Hvpothefls be firlt proved 
that fome modes jnd circumftances of worfhip ave icrc 

'A, if to humane Prudentflfcetermination. And thats eafily provea 
thus. * ^ r , 

Tfaofe Modes or Circumftances of worfbip wh.ch are Necei-
fary in < W r , but left undetermined of God "fr™??™^ 
by God to humane Prudential Determination: feiie an i iu -
poffibility fhould be necelfary. ) But many lucti there are 
that are NecenVy in Genere, but left undetermined of God 

i f 
ir. 
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in fpecie, therefore many fuch are lefc to humane Prudential De
termination. 

The Minor is fufficiently proved by inftances. God hath made 
it our Duty to Aflemble for his Publick Worfhip : But he hath 
not told us in what place ; nor in what feats each perfon fhall 
fit. Yet fome place is necclTary : and therefore it is left to mans 
Determination-. Nor hath he tied us for weekly Lectures to 
any one day; nor on the Lords day, to begin at any one certain 
hour : and yet fome day and horn is neceffiry; which therefore 
man muft determine of. So God hath commanded us to read the 

. Scriptures: But hath not told us whether they (ball be printed or 
•written • whecher we (hall read with Spetlacles OT without; what 
Chapter we (hall read on fuch or fuch a day •, nor how much at 
a t ime; Minifters rauft preach in feafosand out of feafon ; But 
whether they muft ftand or fit, or what text they ftiall preach o», 
or how long, and whether in a prepared form of words or not, 
whether they (hail ufe notes, or net, or ufethe Bible,or recite 
texts by memory, &c. none of thefe things are determined by 
God^ and therefore are left to humane prudential determina-̂  
don. Abundance of fuch undetermined circumftances may 
be enumerated about Singing, p a y i n g , Sacraments and ail 
duties. 

• • Now that the form of Liturgy is of this na*tureis manifeft;God 
hath bid us Pray ; but whether in fore-conceived words, or not , 
or whether in words of other mens firft conceiving or our own, 
or whether oft in the fame words or various, and wherher with 
a Book or without, thefeare no parts of Prayer at all, but only 
fuch undetermined Cii cumftances or Modes as God hath left to 
our prudential Determination And the forementioned In-
ftances, about Reading, Preaching S ing ing ,^ , are as pertinent 
to our queftion as this of Prayer, they being all parts of the Li
turgy, @r publick ferviee, as well as th i s .^p 

Argum. 3. Argum. j . There a*e many exprefs Examples in Scripture for 
forms of Gods fervice: therefore they are mqueflionablj lawful-
TheTfalmsot David were of common ufe in the Synagogues 
and Temple-worfhip, and alfo in Private ; and indited to fuel* 
ends. Hezekiah commanded the Levites to fing Praifeunto the 
Lord, with the words of David and of Afaph the feer, 2 Chron. 
2Q. 30.. The 92. Pfalm is entitled [ A Pfalm or fongforthe 

Sabbath 


