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be in i t felffpecially inftituted by Gad.that every 
Kingdom or Ni t ion of Chriffcians (hil l h a v e [ 0 ^ 
.fttmmam Poteftatem eff nttaliter Ecclefiiftic'dM, or 
one Pne({-Head} (wnether f&fl% or an 
•Ariftocracy, or XCoat'wa Synrif^^ conitiririve 
pare of the National Cu ireh. 2. W lech-r this 
Pris(l-H^d (whether High-PrienV or Council^ 
ftand in fubordination to the King, as pare of the 
Tame forrml Church, as a General, or a Viceroy, 
thit maketh not a diftindt Kingdoth, (though he 
rcny mak~ a d' tin 1: Tub ord nite Society as an 
Army, City, dec) or is he Head of a coordinate 
different fpecies. Co as that the f ameK 5 ngf>a 
ftiall be two Policies fomiilv, viz.; a ChritVian 
Kingdom or Royal Church, and a Prieftly 
Church j each being fupream in their proper 
ipecies, and both made coordinate bv Curift ; 
and Co they are form illy two Churches National. 
About the Jews the Controverfie is made by 
Diffrnters (e. f . GaUfpie, Colemm, SeU^i, 8cc ) 
exceeding difficult. 3. Whether the very Jewim 
Church-Policy be eitablifhed by Christ for the 
Ghriftidn 1 :hurch,orbe repealed3 4 Whether the 
faid Ecclefiaftjcal Head muft be Oie as the High 
Prieft,or an Ariftocrady of mmy, or a Synod o f 
the whole Clergy? or whether i t be left indiffe
rent which ? 5- Or whether G )d h i th ordained 
fuch a National Church-form, only by the ge
neral Command of doing all things in O der and 
Unity and to Edification? 6. Which is the Prieftly-
Head, or higheft Governor of the Church o f 
Englmd, which is a constitutive part, as a King 
in a Kingdom? 7. Wno is i t that choofeth or 
authorizeth the National Prieftly H a ad, that we 
may know when we have a lawful Chief ?&$QT> 
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and when an Ufurper?, 8. Whether the King or 
he, is to be obeyed in Circumftances, or matters 
Ecelefiaftical, i f they differ, and make contrary 
Laws ? Without the folution of thefe queitions, 
the name o f a National Church wil l not be under-
ftood, nor of any practical importance. Our own 
thoughts o f them are as followeth. 

§ \ I t is certain, that the Mofaical Law* 
made for the Jews peculiar republick, as fuch, is 
abrogate ; not only the Ceremonial parr, but a l l : 
All that was not then made for all the world, is 
ceafed } i . Becaufe the Common-wealth is ceafed 
for winch it was made: 2. The Holy Ghoftex-
preQv and frequently determineth it fo 3 even ot 
that Law that was written in ftone, as fucn, 
2 0 ^.7.8 9, o 15. ^ . 7 . 1 2 . 1 9 . 9.4- 4-2i,&c. 
3 21 Ihe va.-ural part, and that which was m-
ftituted pof.tivelv Ions before for perpetuity, 
were both of them God's Laws before Mojes s 
t ime, and as fuch, obliged other Nations, and fo 
d o l t i l l : The matter written in ftone (except 
fome few nutable particulars, as the (eventh 
day Sabbath, &c . ) is fuch as we are ftill obliged 
to,' 1. By SatcTrc'j 2 By Chrift : But not as i t 
was part of the f.atis peculiar Mofaical Law. 
Much lefs doth it bind all the world to its Po
licy. 

§.6. I f the Je wifh L r v , either as fuch, or as 
ftablimed by Chrift fur his Kingdom, did bind 
all the world to this day, then it would bind 
th -m to their Civil Policy, as much at leaft as 
to their Ecclefiaitical. But few ChriiHans think 
that i t binds them to their Civil Policy. For i f 
i t did,then, 1. AH Nations that have varied f rom 
k to this day, Juve. finned : 2. No diverfity o f 
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Governments could be l awfu l : 3 . Then it would 
perplex men, to be fure, whether kibe the old 
Mofaicalfoxm by Judges, or the later Regal 
lorm that bindeth : 4. Then fuch a Civil Council 
or oanbedrim as was appointed the Jews, • would 
oe a Divine EftabliOiment, and not variable at the 

1 of Kings or People. Many other things would 
follow, which Kings would not eafily believe. 
3 7- There may be much more faid for the con

tinuance of the Jews civil Policy than for their 
fccclefiaftical : For there is muchimore forbidden 
of the latter, than o f the former r Though all 
nations be not bound to their civil policie, they 
May fet it up i f they pleafe ; They are not pro
hibited : For Chrift hath not made new Laws 
for civil Hates as fuch ; But he hath made new 
Church Laws3znd thereby altered, yea prohibited 
much o f the old. 

§ 3. We know no more reafon why the Jewifh 
form mould bind us, than that which was before 
the Jews : and particularily MMez.edc^, who 
was a King and Prieft: God owned both and 
commandeth us neither, at leaft as in, conformity 
to them. 

§ 9 - The Holy Ghoft faith exprefly Hek 
7-Ir- 12. Jhat perfection was not by the Levit i -
cal PrieftIibod,and that the Priefthood being chan
ged, there is vzkde of ncceffity a change of the Law, 
which is called 3 the Law of a carnal Cammand-
ment, verfe 16, and that there is a difanulling of the 
Commandemsnt going before for the weakpcf-rand 
unpr oft able-", efs 0] it-Jot the have' made nothing per-
ftffy3\i8,ic?.theCovenant or Law being not'faulr-
lefs a new one doth fucceed it v. 7,8.9.10. The 
iirft Tabernacle is not ftanding. which had their 
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ordinances of divine fervice and a worldly fan-
ttuary ;Ueb, 9.1,8. 11. He takethaway thef i r& 
Law and Priefthood, that he may eftablifh the 
fccond, Heb. 10. 8,9. *!• I * . 17, &c. 

§ 10. Whileft i t is agreed on,that the eflentials 
o f the work or office of the Jewifh Priefts is 
ceafed, (as Ifeb.j. and 8, 9, and 10. fliew,) and 
their Title by birth,and the appropriation to one 
Tribe,6Vc. it followeth that the Jewifh Priefthood 
is ceafed .But yet we confefs that Chrift , if he had 
pleafedjwz/^f have fetled a High Prieftand Coun
cil like theirs in every nation for his own work. 
But i f the old form bind us not, we are left only 
toenquire what new one is fetled by Chrift,and 
whether he have done fo or not. 

We juftly maintain againft the Anabaptifts, 
that Infants relation to the Covenanr, and the 
univerfal Church ( as members ) was not repea
led by Chrift , becaufe it was not founded only 
on the Law of Mojes: which i f it had, it were 
as fuch repealed x 

§.12 . The Holy Ghoft by the Apoftles Atts 
15. hath declared to all the Churches of the 
Gentiles that they are not bound to keep the 
Law of Mofes, and hath abfblved us from all, 
faving things antecedently, and on other rcafons 
neceflary. verfe. 28. 

§ 1 3 . I f the Jews form of Government be 
purs, then the High-Prieft muft have the power 
of the Sword, or fi t in judgment for life or death, 
as Dent. 17. 12, 13. and other places fhew: But 
many Papifts and Protectants are agreed that the 
clergy have no power of the Sword, or force, 
unlefs the King make them alfo Magiftrates. 

§ 14. i t is a matter of fo great importance to 
the 
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*&e Church to know whom.we muft obey, that 
i t is not to be thought that any way is made 
neceffary by Chrift , which he hath not made in
telligible and certain to be indeed his will : 
Efpecially when the Apoftles ftrove who fhould 
be the chief, and two of them made i t their re-
queft 5 and when the Corinthians and others were 
ready to fet up one before another, and fay l am 
o f Cephas3&c. 

§ 15. Yea Chrift on this occafion exprdly 
forbad the m to feek to be one above another* 
and told them that though Kings exercife autho
r i ty , and have magnifying Titles, with them it 
fliould not be fo, but their preeminence fhould 
confift,as that o f a fervant;in humility and fervice 
unto others huh* 22. which wil l not ftand fas 
we fuppofe ) wi th eftabliming the Jewim order. 
' § 16. And TauU reproof o f their making a 

Church head of Cephas, Paid3 or Apollo, or taking 
them to be other than helps o f their faith, ( and 
not Lords o f i t ) and Minifters by • whom-they 
believed, even then when Schifms made it 
neceffary to have known to whom they mult 
appeal and adhere, i f that had been the way,dotti 
further confirm what we fay. 

§ 17. The argument that fome worthy perfons 
bring, f r o m the Prophefies that Nations (houM 
be converted unto Chrift; and'that the Kingdom 
fhould betaken from the Jews, and given to a 
Nation that would bring forth the fruits ot ic 
Matth. 21. 43. and that the K-ingdomes of toe 
world are made the Kingdoms of Chrift, and 
that Egypt and AffyrU mould be converted and 
equalled with the Jews, &c. do ineeed (hew that 
there mould be Ghriftian Kings and Kingdom^ 

which 
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f which the Apoftles were fent to endeavour, Mat* 

218.19. to convert Nations : But here is nothing, 
Kg* **! a t W G can perceive, to prove that thefe Chri-

«ian Nations muft have the Jewifh Church Po-

f V , § Nay contrary, the Church is faid robe 
J. built on the foundation o f the Prophets and A-

dff (\$ Poltles,£/?£.2.2o. and not of the Mofaical Policy 
of Priefthood, Rev.zi. 14. I t hath twelve founda-

J tions. 
p t y § 19. I t is faid, Zech, 2. n . Many Nations 

ftlaI1 ^°yned to the Lord, and mall be ray 
i c y • people. So ZV<;£. 8. 22.//d.6y. 1* 10. 20. 

/ A 2 . 2 . e > j y . 5. ^ 2 . 2 3 . //rf.60.3. 6V49.22. 
$ But not a word in all this,of the old form of Po

licy or Priefthood , but Contrarily , that the 
•Law Jhouldcome out of Z ion, and a new Covenant 
foould be made :. And it is certain that fo large 
a hiftory as we have of Chrift's performances, is 
a far clearer light than obfcure Prophecies 5 and 
darker texts muft be explained by the plainer^ 
and not contrarily. 

§ 20. We fee not how the Synod Aft. 15. 
maketh any thing for a National High Prieft or 
Sane'drim, or any like Policy : For 1. Itappear-
eth to be no act of proper National Government, 

e^J but did bind other Churches as -well ,as thofe 
Wj within'the Empire. 2. I t was an arbitration at 

the requeft of doubting perfons 5 and it was not 
\t^A the Relation of the Arbitrators to one feat o f 

/ its 1)1 ^ t i o n a l Power fas the Metropolis) that was 
r e r P e c ^ e d , but the quality of'the perfbns fent to, 

^ W h ° W o u ] d h a v e b e e n e c l u a l i y obeyed had they 
C ! j IJI d w e I t i n t h e I e a f t Village of another Land. 

1, There were the Apoftles that had the promife 
S o f 



of the Holy Ghoft : 2. There were many whorri 
the people muft.needs more confide in than in 
one j especially whofe power was queftioned by 
gainfayers. 3. Both Apoftles,Elders and Brethren 
there were fuch as had feen, or were neer to 
Chi ift and his works, and therefore likelieft to 
know his mind. 4. They were Jews themfelves, 
and therefore moft impartial Judges in the point 
that Jewifh Teachers troubled them about,fo far 
as that they might well acquiefce when Jews 
themfelves refolved them.And when the Apoftles 
were difperfed, we find not any more ferufalern-
Councils Governing the Imperial Churches. 

§ 21. I f that Councils Authority were proper* 
ly National, and arofe from the prerogative of 
fervfalem, then i . Ail the Apoftles, when fcatter-
ed> would have been fubjef l to fames, the firft 
Bifhop of ferufalem, (thought to be no Apoftle :) 
2 . Then ferufalem might have after claimed the 
Supremacy as o f Divine right, before Alexan
dria, Amiocio or Rome. But i t is certain by ex
perience that the whole Church was of another 
mind, when ferufalem had not fo 'much as the , 
fifth orloweft Patriarchate, t i l l long after by a-
nother grant. But i f the Power was not fixed to 
the place, but the Itinerant Apoftles, then it is 
nothing to prove any Governing Church over 
others, as being affixed to fuch a place: Nor 
fhall we eafily find the Apoftles Itinerant Suc-
ceffours in that power. , 

§ 22. I t I t is certain that Chrift chofe twelve 
Apoftles fbefides Pad) who had a preeminence 
before other Minifters ; and that he joyned witH 
.them'fome Prophets and Evangelifts, appointing 
them ail to gather Churches through the world, 
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difcipling and baptizing Nations, and teaching 

fchem all things that he commanded (a work to 
be ftill done, and to which he promifed his pre
tence to the end of the world :) And that thefe 
having gathered Converts, fet over tbem fixed 
Biffiops fo r Paftors or Elders) to be their con-
ftant Guides 3 in Teaching., Publicly Worflnp, and 
•Diftipline, under Chrift the great Prophet, Prieft 
and King of the Church. And that to the Apoftles 
firft, and by them to others, he gave them the 
Keys (that is, the Judging Power of reception, 
and rejection, and the Official Power of pro
nouncing God's reception or rejection o f them 
according to his Word.) 

§ 23. There is not the leaft evidence that thefe 
Apoftles did affix a Superiour Power over the 
other Churches to any particular feats, Patriar
chal or Metropolitan, much lefs National; or 
that any o f them exercifed Government over 
the reft ; or that they themfelves did fix them-
felves asBifhops to any twelve or thirteen C i 
ties in the world 5 much lefs to twelve King
doms. 

§ 2 4 . There is no notice in Church-hiftory of 
any one National Church-power (Pricft or Sy
nod) fetled, aflerted or exercifed under Heaven, 
o f above three hundred years. Egypt and A J f f -
ria that were prophefied to be Chriftian Nations, 
never were diftinct Chriftian Kingdoms, but parts 
o f the Empires nor had a National Church or 
Head (being but parts of fuch a Church :) Nay, 
when Rome got the National Primacy, it had not 
fuch a Prieftly Governing Soveraignty as the 
Jews High-Prieft had. 

§ 25* Though there was no Chriftian King for 
S % three 



three hundred years (unlefs.he o f Edeffa, Qf'Lt? 
f f f j of England, of whom we have little certain
ty ; but it's like that both were fubje&s to o-
thers) yet i f a Supream Church-Power had been 
neceflary, the 'Apoftles would have before erect
ed it j which they never did : For even Rome 
pretenderh' to be by them made the Ruler o f 
the whole world, and not a meer National Head 
(which Confiantinofk claimed, but not as of A -
poftolical 'inftitution.). 

§ 27. The queftion whether the Jews,had they 
believed, mould have continued their High-
Prieft and Church-Policy, is vain as to ourpur-
pofe? 1. I t being certain to Chrift that they 
would be dhTolved by unbelief: And 2. lie ha
ving ft tied another way, and changed theirs: 
3. And i f their Priefthood and Law ('except as i t 
typified fpiritual things) had ftood, yet it would 
not have bound the Gentile Chriftians in other . 
Nations. 

§ 28. When Emperours became Chriftians, 
they did not fet up the Jewifh Policy, nor 
thought themfelves bound to i t ; no nor any 
fetled .Prieftly Supremacy for National Govern
ment : For Councils were called but on rare 
accidents by the Emperours themfelves, • and to 
decide particular cafes about Herefies; And the 
Pope had but the firft voice in fuch Councils. 

§ 29. But i f every Nation muft have the Jew
ish Policy, then the whole Empire muft then 
have one High Prieft, and then the Pope hath a 
fair pretence to his cfaini; of a Divine Inftitution, 
as the Church Sovereign of the whole Empire, 
which, it's like, was then feven parts in eight o f 
the .whole .Chriftian world at leaft, (unlefs jlhaf-



ftk were then generally Chriftians, as now.) Bat 
then his power would"change with the Empire, 
and fall when it.falleth. 

§ 30. I I I . But i f the queftionbe only whether a 
National Prieftly Soveraignty be lawful? or 
whether God's general Rules (for Concordfirder, 
Edification) do bind the Churches prudentially to 
erecl: fuch a form ? To this they fayas followeth. 
1. We will firft lay hold on certainties, and not 
prefer uncertainties before them. We are fure 
that fuch a power of Apoftles and Paftors as is 
before mentioned, was eftablilhed; and that the 
junior Paftors were as Sons to the fenisrs, or
dained by them : Whether the power of Ordain
ing and Governing Minifters was by Apoftolicai 
Eftablifhment appropriated to men of a fuperiour 
degree in the facred Miniftry, feemeth to us ve
ry dark. 2. We are paft doubt, that all particular 
Churches,by Apoftolical order., had Bifnops$ and 
that a Church was, as Ilisrom faith, Pleh Ep/J-
copo adunata, and as Ignanw, the Unity of every 
Church was notified by this,thatto every Church 
there was one Altar and one.JBiJJoop (at that nine) 
and as Cyprian, Vbi Epifcopns, ibi EccLfia...3--. And 
we are fatisfied, that eveiy^Presbyter \szEpifio~ 
pus Gregis, whoever claim to be Epijapi Epifco-
porum ("which the Carthage Council in Cyprian 
renounced.) 4. And we are (atisfied that no 
Church-fuperiours have authority to deftroy the 
particular Church-form, Mini f t ry , Doctrine, 
Worftftp or Difcipiine, which were fetjed by the 
Holy Ghoft in the Apoftles; And that the pr ivi-
ledges and duties of thefe f.ngle particular 
Churches, being plaineft and fureft in Scripture, 
they muft be continued whatever Canons or 
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Commands o f any fuperiour Priefts inould be 
againfMhem.. 5. Nor can they force any man to 
f i n : 6. Nor have any Priefts a forcing power, by 
the f'/axd or violence, but only the power of the 
Word .and Keys, that is, o f taking in, or putting 
cut o f the Church, where they have power, and 
binding men .over,; on juf t caufe, to the judgment 
o f God. The power that they have is f rom 
Chrift, and for him, and not againft him} and for 
the. Churches edification, and not deftru&ion 5 
and what is pretended contrary to this, is none. 
They cannot difpenfe with the Laws of God, but 
preach and execute them. 7. And thefe things 
being thus fecured, though in our doubts we 
dare not, fwear or fubfcribe that National, Pa-
triarchalyProvincial^or Metropolitical-Powers are 
o f God's inilitution j yet we refolve to live in all 
Chriftian peaceablenefs and fubmiffion,when fuch 
are over us. 

§ 3 1 . And we muft profefs that when we 
find how anciently and commonly one Presbyter 
in each Church was peculiarly called the Bimop, 
without whom there was no ( ordinary ) ordi
nations, and againft whom in matters o f his 
power none was to refift, and alfo how generally 
the Churches in the Roman Empire conformed 
themfeives to an imitation of the civil power 
( as to their limits ) in all the official part ( being 
all fub/e& to the Emperour, who let up no 
Ecclefiaftical Peer^ ) we are not fo fmgular or 
void of reverence to thofe Churches, as not by 
fuch notices to be much the more inclined to the 
aforefaid fubmiffioh and peaceablenefs under 
fuch a power j nor are we fo bold or ralh as 
to reproach it or condemn the Churches and' 
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excellent perfons that have practifed it . 
§ 32. Nay we have already faid,tbat fecuring 

the itate, worftiip, do&rine and true difcjpUne of 
the inferiour particular ( Parifti ) Churches, 
there are fome of us that much incline to think 
that Archbimops,jthat is, Bifhops that have fome 
overfight o f many Churches with jtheir Paftors, 
are Lawful fucceffours of the Apoftles in the 
ordinary part of their work . And fuch o f us 
have long ago (aid, that the Epifcopal Govern
ment o f the Bohemian Waldenfes defcribed by 
Commenim and Lafcitiusjs moftagreable to our 
judgment o f any that we know exccrcifed : 
Therefore that which we humbly offered for our 
concord in England at His Majefties Reftauration, 
was Archbifhop VJhers form of the Primitive 
Church Government, not attempting any dimi
nution of the Power, wealth or honour of the 
Diocefanes or Archbifhops, but only a reftaura
tion of the Presbyters to their proper Oflice-
work, and fome tolerable difcipline to the par
ticular Parifh Churches. 

§ 3 3 . ' But we muft ever much difference,To 
much of Church order and Government as God 
himfelf hath inftituted, and is purely divine and 
unchangeable, from thofe accidentals which men 
ordain though according to Gods general Rules: 
For thefe are often various and mutable, 'and 
are means to the former, and never to be ufed 
againft them,And of thefe accidentals of Govern
ment we fay as they that fay no fuch form is fixed 
by God. Concord,order & decency and edification 
are alwaies neceffary , But oft times it may be 
indifferent whether concord^ order and decency 
becxpreffed by this accidental way or that. And 
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that which is moft congruous for order, decency,' 
edification and concord in oneCountrey, Church 
or time, may be incongruous in another. There-

c i u e f t i o n b e b u c h o w f a r ^ o giving 
one Bimop or Paftor power over others, or ma-
King difpanty o f Cities in conformity to theftate, 
be prudently to be chofen; we only fay, fo that, 
wods eftablifhment be not violated,whatever we 
might think beft, we prefume not herein to give 
Laws to the Lawgivers, nor to obtrude our 
Counfel uncalled, on our fuperiours, much lefs 
leditioufly to oppofe their Lawful inftitutions. 

§ 34. But to thofe that think that Gods.fore
said General Laws ( of order,concord,ediflcation ) 
do make fuch a policy ordinarily necejfary in the 
Churches, as imitateth the Jews, or the civil 
form of Government, we humbly offer to their 
confiderarion ; 1. I f Co, then it would have been 
the matter of an Vniverfal Law, ( with its due 
exceptions;) And then Chrift the only Vniverfal 
Lawgiver would have made i t : For i f he have 
not made all necejfary Vnrvcrfal Laws, his Laws 
are imperfect ; And then there fhould be fome 
other Vniverfal Lawgiver to fupply that defect: > 
But there is no other upon earth ( whether 
Pope or Council, ) 2. I t is contrary to the nature 
of lindetermined'crrcumftanccs to be alwaies the 
fame, and fo to be fit matter of fuch Vniverfal or 
fixed Laws : The cafes will varj^, and then fo 
wil l the duty ; 3. There wil l be great diverfity 7 

o f the intereft, and ingeny of the Judges of the 
Cafe in fe vera I Countries and ages: And therefore 
though fome think the-faid imitation o f the civil 
Irate alwaies beft, yet others wil l not. 

§ 35- But i f fuch a fettlement were certainly 
heft, 
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b e f t , let i t be remembred, i . That the fews had 
n ° t under the chief High-Prieft, one in every 
City or Tribe like Diocefane Bifhops. 2. That 
theirSynagogues had difcipline within themfelves} 
ever where''there was but a Village of ten per-
fons, there was a Presbyter that had the power 
° f judging offenders 

§ 36. What man doth prudently fet up, man 
may prudently alter as there is caufe. Greg, 
Naz.idnz.en earneftly wifheth that there were 
no difference of Place or feats among the Paftors 
o f the Church.And therefore he neither thought 
their Government of each other to be of Divine 
t ight , nor of prudential neceflity or ufe : Elfe he 
would have been againft i t . And the whole Greek 
Church did, and ftill doth take the feats of pre
eminence to be but of mans appointment, or elfe 
they would never have changed them, and fee 
Conftantinople fo high as they did : And the 
Council of Calcedan cxprefly determineth, that 
Rome was by the fathers made the chief feat be
caufe it was. the feat of the Emperour 5 which 
Was mutable, 

§ 37. The Councils in thofe daies were about 
Popes or Patriarchs, and could, depofe them : 
And yet -it is moft evident to any rnan confide-
rately reading fuch hiftory, that all the Councils, 
called before Chriftian Emperours gave them 
more power and conjoyned their authority, did 
Ineet only for acts of Agreement and not o f 
Regiment over each other : Many fuch fynodsare 
mentioned by Evfcbim :And the Right Reverend 
Arch-bifhop Ufher declared his judgment fo in 
general that Councils had but an agreeing power, 
and not aRegent power over the particular Bifhops. 

Yet 
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Yet thefe two things muft befuppofed, i . That 
tbePaftors in a fynod are ftill Re&orsof their 
flocks, and their Canons to them may be more 
authoritative than a fingle Paftors words: z. That 
Gods Law bindeth us to keep love and concord, 
and the Agreements o f Councils may determine 
o f the matter in alterable points ; and fo even 
abfent and prefent Bifhops may, concordiagrat'tf, 
be obliged by Gods Law to keep fuch canons as 
are made for concord, and fo they may be the 
matter of our duty. But feeing the Church for 
300 years, judged Councils to have no proper 
Governing power over particular Paftorsj and 
Biftiops, or Patriarchs fingly had ever left power 
than Councils, i t followeth that then a Churches 
Government ofdifpari ty and fupraordinateBim-
ops like the civil, or like the Jews, was not then 
taken to be o f divine right,nor then of any right 
at a l l 

§ 38. And as to the doubt f whether it began 
after '300 years to be a prudential duty or at leaf; 
mofl defrable j when we hear what is faid on 
both fides we think it not eafte to judge, either 
how much in fuch a cafe Chrift hath left to 
humane prudence, nor which way the fcales o f 
prudence herein wil l ordinarily turn. On one 
iide i t is faid 1. That it is abfurd that there 
fhould be no appeals for injured perfons to a 
fuperiour power 5 2. And that the diffenfions of 
the Church elfe will be remedilefs, and all will 
be broken into herefies and feds j 3. And that 
Apoftolica! men of a higher rank than meer Pres
byters will el(e have no convenient opportunity 
to excercife their Governing power, i f i t be not' 
tyed to fixed feats, 

§3?» 
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§ 39* On the other fide they plead; i . That 

i t is fafer for the Church to. have Religion in the 
power o f many Bifoops or Paftors, than that 
me High Priefi or Patriarch fbould have power 
to corrupt i t , or filence the faith fill preachers, or 
perfecute the people whenever heprovetha 
bad man: Yea they fay i t muft be rare i f he be 
not bad, feeing it is certain that the moft proud 
and worldly men ( which are the worft ) wil l be 
the moft earneft feekers of rich and honourable 
places; and he that feeketh will ufually find, 
2. They fay Chrift diredly forbad this to liis 
Apoftles Z^ .22 .That which they ftrove for was 
i t that he forbad them: But that which they 
ftrove for was who fhould be the chief or grea> 
teft ( and not who fhould tyrannize ) 3. They fay 
that a]l Church hiftory afliireth us that there 
have been more Schifms and fcandalous con
tentions about the great fuperiour Bifhopricks 
far, than any o f the reft : I t is a doleful thing to 
read the hiftory of the Churches o f Alexandria, 
Antioch, Confiantinaple, and Rome : Gregory 
Naz.icinz.en giveth it*as the reafon,why the con
tention at Cefarea was fo lamentable, becaufe i t 
was fo high an Archbifhoprick. The whole 
Chriftian wovld hath been fcandalized, torn and 
diftrafted by the ftrife of Bifhops of and for 
the higheft feats. Their famous General Councils 
which we juftly honour for their function and 
that which they did well, were (hamefully mi l i 
tant: even the firft and moft honoured Council 
at Nice, was with great difficulty kept in Peace 
by the perfonal prefence, wifdom and authority 
of Conjiantine, preaching peace to the preachers 
o f peace, burning their libels of mutual accufa-
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tion, & filencing their contentious wranglings,and 
conftreining them to accord, Naz.ianz.ens defcri-
ptions of the ignorance and infolence, and naughti-
nefs of the Clergy, OratiJind o f the fliameful 
ftate of the Biih ;ops,,Or^1 32. muft make the 
readers heart to grieve, The people he defcri-
beth as contentious at Conftantmople yet as endued 
'with the Love-of God, though their z.eal wanted 
knowledge, pag, 528. But ( t h e Courtiers, as whe
ther true to the Emperours he Izttew not, but for 
the greateft1 part• prrfidious to God : And the Bfhops 
as fitting on adverfs thrones, and feeding adverfe 
oppofite flocks, drawn by them into factions, like the 
clefts that Earthquakes make, and the peftilent dif-
•eafes that infect all about and diftr-acting and di
viding all the world, [eparating the Eaft from the 
Weft, by thenoifs} of mem et tuus,antiquus et novw, 
nobilior ant ignobilior 3 mnltitudine opulentior ant, 
tenuior*, raging like furious horfes in battel, and Uks 
madmen cafting du[t into the air, and under their 
heads fulfilling their own contentions and becoming 
the determiners of wicked ambition and magnificence, 
and unrighteoufnefs and abfurd Judges of mat
ters : The fame men ( faith he ) are to day of the 
j&me throne ( or fide ) and judge?nent, as we are, 
if fo our leaders and chief men carry them : To mor
row if the wind do but turn, they are for the con
trary je at, and judgement. Names ( or votes ) follow 
hatred or friendjhip : And which is mo ft grievous, 
we blufhnotto fay contrary things to the very fame 
hearrers $ nor are we conftant to our fishes,- being 
changed up and down by contention .; you would fay 
we are tolfed tike the wavina Euripus : Therefore 
he profeifeth it unfeemly for him to ;oyn with 
thernas he would not leave his ftudies and peace, 
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to go play with the Lads in the ftreets/^.5^ 
The like he hath in his Poems de vitafaa, pag, 
24, 2 J, 26, 27. 01 yz<z wefef&h & c -

" Etenim Magiflri plebis at que antiftites, 
" Sanbli dateres fpintusi& qui thronis 
" Eundunt ab altis verba queis patitur faitts, 
" Cuncitfq; f acem jugiter qui predicant, 

c f In ade media vocibps cUriJfimh, 
t { Tanto furore fe peiunt fibi mvicem \ 
« Tumultuando3cvntrahendo capias,. 
" Carpendo fefe mutuo lingua ejferj^ 
e t Saliendo3 went is ttt film fana impotes • 
" PradarJo qucs qttis ante pradart queat 
c < Rabida mperandi dhtn tenet mente fit is ; 
"Qguinam 'ifia verbis, & quibm digne eloquar . ? ) 
kt Orhm amvcrp m prorfm tit divuljcrmt, 
fff Ormmq\ j*m & Befpevum [cindi-t nu^is 

ff{' uirdens• Jimutias, qtiam hei vel chmata 5 
" Namqi ilia ft tim finis, & media uniunt 5 ^ 
< f M hvs ligare vinculum nuUm potefy 
« Won cauja, Pietasy(bilis hoc excogitat 
" uid mentiendum prona, fed Lis ob Thymes ; \ 
sf Jguidnam hoc vocarim i Profiles ? Non Prafulesl 

T* Seme fay that Gregory himfelf forfook the place 5 
but it was when he faw that they would put him out: 
Some fay that it was not die fame Council that put him 
in, but it is an errcur. V n̂en Mews was dead,morq 
Bifliops came from Egypt and turned the ftream. And 
they named many to ilicced him, to the Emperour; out 
of whom he choie an unbaptized Layman Nettarws 
mcefh. /. 1 a. c. 15. fo that the Emperour then chole the 
Bifhop in that manner.] 

Are not thefe .doleful Narratives and Chara
cters of thofe Primitive Bifhops (even in thofe 

happy 



happy daies o f good Theodofius ? But all this is 
yet little to what the fame man faith of Bifhops 
in his laft Oration de Epifcopis, Vol. 2. too (harp 
.and large to recite. Perhaps i t wi l l be faid, that 
i t was the Macedonian or Arrian Bifhops that 
he meant: So one Papift was not afhamed to an-
fwer me, when the whole fcope o f his writing 
lpeaketh the contrary, that he fpake of the 
Council at Conftantinople, and other fuch, and 
exprefly faith in his ' Epifi. 59. to Scphronnu, pag* 
S16. fi eos inveneritis non ob fidei dottrinam, jedob 
privatas Jimultates inter fe difiratlos & divulfis, 
quod quidem ipfe obfervavi. But fome will fay that 
he was wrongfully caft out by that Council of 
Conftantinople^nd he fpeaketh but of that,or that 
injury wade him fatyncal by exafperatwn. But 
1. The places cited fh'ew that he fpeaketh not o f 
that Council only : And Epifi. 55. Procopio pag. 
814. he faith ( refufing to come to a Counci l ) 
ego ji vera fcribere oportet hoc ammo fum, ut Omnem 
Epifcoporum Conventumfugiam : quoniam nullius 
concilii finem Utum &fauflum vidiynec quod depttl-
fionem malorumpotius quam acceffionem & incremen-
tum habuerit :pertinaces enim contentiones & domi-
nandi cupiditates ( ne me qu&fo gravem & molefkum 
cxiflimes h<sc fcnbentem ) ne ullis quidem vzrbis 
expiicari queant, cinufq%e„ aliquis improbitatem 
arcejfetur, dum aliis judiccm fe prabet, quam ut 
aliorum improbitatem comprimatfj&nd that injury 
made Gregory injurious is an injurious conjecture, 
feeing all his endeavours in thefe bufinelfes were 
for piety and peace : And it was partly for his 
fpeakifig for the Peace of the Church ofAntiocb, 
f>hichhad long had two Bilhops, Paulinus and 
Mdetim, and Flavianm, who had taken an oath 



not; to be theirBifhop while either o f them lived; 
intruded by Perjuries and the Bifliops wills^that 
this Council turned againft Gregory j (and becaufe 
they chofe him not.) And for peace he quit his 
place 5 and many and earneft Epiftles he wrote 
after to the Civil Magiftrates, to keep the B i -
ftops in peace at the next Councils, left Religion 
mould be quite {named and weakened by them. 
And was not the contention at the two Councils 
ofEphefw more ftigmatized by Hiftorians than 
this that Gregory fo lamenteth ? when they feem-
ed rather to fight, than peaceably to feek for 
Truth ; in the latter o f which Flavianus received 
his deaths hurt, and the hiftory of the better of 
them between Cyril, and Neftorim, and fohan. 
Antiochenm^ is fad to read. 

The very controverfie with its confequence 
was lamentable when one Council of Bifhops at 
Conflantinople had caft out excellent. Gregory, 
another neer caft out excellent CbryfojUr* 
his free fpeech and ftrid life being not endured, 
and chofe anoldufelefs m^n Arfacm i Amcm, 
and Siftnim that fucceeded him being dead, tne 
people did fo diflike all the clergy of Conftan-
tinople, that they would have one like Cbryjo'tom 
of a Monaftery by Antioch ; Nefiorim* man ot 
ftudy, retirement, a poor garb, a ftndt lite, ab
horring publick contentions, and loving quietnels, 
but of a pievifh zeal againft diffenters called 
hereticks, as enemies to the Churches unity and 
peace ; fo that he prefently perlecuted many of 
them even the Novatians themfelves,and ftirred 
up the Emperour to root them all out, and by 
Gods juft judgement received fuch meafure as1 

he had meafured. A quarrel arofe whether Saint 
Mary 
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Mary fiiould be called The Mother 0* Parent 
of MAN, or that Parent of GOD: Neftorius, to 
the end the controverfie, was againftboth, and 
would have her called, The Parent of Chrifi who 
was God and man ( bm not of God : ) Some Start-
Jed at this ; And Cyril of Alexandria f a man of 
great parts, fpirit and power, the head of a tur
bulent people, the firft Bifhop, faith Socrates,tint 
affumed the Sword') wrote Letters of reproof to 
him 5 and Celeftme, Bifhog of Rome feconded 
him : yea Cyril followeth it with writing upon 
writing, to prove that S. Alary muft be called 
the Parent of God-, w i th fo great a number of 
words, and fo many Anathematifms, as made 
the noife and flame great, but ambiguity made 
i t feem dangerous to many j fo that it grew to a 
great and open controverfie, whether Nefiorius 

' or Cyril was a damnable Heretick j fome fo call
ing, one, and fome the other -? fo that the Empe
rour Theod. 2. was fain to call a General Coun
cil at Ephefm, to prevent the utter coufufion of 
the Churches : There Nefiorim came firf t , and 
once only appeared j and being charged wi th the 
Herefie of denying- Mary to be the Parent of 
God, he told them, that he would not fay that 
God was two or three months old, and fo departed. 
To Cyrils large writings,hc returned a fhorr Let 
ter, profefTing, that he was for the dtfiinttion of 
Natures only in the Unity of Per/on ; but at large 
proveth that Chrifts Godhead had no beginning, 
that it could not feffer, or die, nor rife again ; and 
therefore that thofe things which were faid of 
the Manhood, muft not be faid of'the Godhead, 
that it was begotten, dyed, &c. unlefs they would 
be Hereticks or Pagans. Read their confcfTion 

brought 
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brought into the Council againft them by 'Chary-

fnu and their Anathemata's afterjand I think you 
wil l fee; "that theerrour o f Neftonus lay in his 
want of skill in (peaking, and that one fide fpqke 
° f a phrafe de abftratlo, and the other of the 
Concrete.• and i f fo, both meant the fame things 
though Cyril was; judged to ufe themoft skilful 
words: C/n/denyed not'but that the Deity was 
riot begotten or Cr-ucified, but faid that God wai 
begotten* and Crucified, and was pajjible j Neftorim 
denyed not that lie who was God in one perfon 
with the manhood, was begotten, Crucified and 
paffible, but not the Deity. But Cyril faid that 
the phrafe f God was born, Crucified, 6Vc] was 
goods yea neceffary, and nor ( without anathe
matized herefiejto be denyedj becaufe in one 
perfon the titles and actions" are communicable : 
Neflorius faid, that it was wicked to communi
cate the infirmities of humanity to the Deityj 
as to fay, God did grow bigger, and was afraid, and 
was hungry ̂ and needed help from Angels3<md died?) 
For he thought this phrafe, applied it to the 
De i ty : / L e t any man'that's impartial, judge 
whether this Controverfie were nor about words 
rather than waiter. ) • Theodorer was a greater 
Scholar than 'Neft or ins,and he became the Cham
pion of his Caufe, fuppofing that Locutio formalis 
eft ntaxime propria ; and therefore that he that 
faith, God had a beginning, increafe, death, paffions, 
iriuft be fuppofed to mean it., qua Deus, as he is 
God : And fo two Saints , St.C/W/and St.. Theo-
doret, fell at large to prove each other damnable 
Hereticks. 'John, Patriarchof Antioch, being far 
off, was long in coming to the Synod. Memnon, 
Bilhop of Ephefus, joyning with Cyril, before he 

t Bifnops came, beg n and Gondemned,and 
T depofed 
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depofed Nefiorius as a Heretick. Nefionus let 
them all alone,and medled little himfeJf, ailedg-
mg that Candidianus Comes forbad him to appear. 
But when fobn of Ant. came,he took Nefiorius's 
part, and gathered a Council with himfeif, and 
Candidianus the Emperours Officer took his part. 
John's Council condemned and depofed Cyril and 
Memnon, as they had done Neftorms : And thus 
two Councils at Ephefas fate damning one ano
ther. The Emperour knew not what to do with 
them, but requireth each party to fend fome of 
their Bifhops to him : when they came, he per
mitted them not long to come neerer than Cal-
ccdont for fear of tumults: while they were 
•there, the people o f Constantinople flocked to 
them, and moft of the people being for Nefio-
rius, and moft of the Courtiers, Clergy and 
Monks* againft him, they fell into dfflention to 
the ftoning of fome about their Meetings, for 
Preaching to the People. Theodoret and his Af-
fociates profecuted it againft dyrtl; as thole that 
declared their refolution to die rather than yield 
to his Herefies (as they called them) and accufed 
him as i f he had been the moft proud, unquiet 
troubler o f the world. The other fide anfwerably 
accufed them of dangerous blafphemy and herefie. 
At laft the Emperour thought i t the beft way for 
peace, to fend fohan. Comes Largitionum wi th 
power and commiffion to depofe the Leaders that 
each Party had depofed, viz.. Nefiorius, and Cyril 
and Memnon-. But John wrote an Epiftle to the 
Emperour, how furious they were againft each 
other, and how Cyril's Party would not hear the 
Emperour's Lerters,becaufe Nefiorius was there, 
and how they raged and fell to fighting (a dole-



fu l i to ry .> Butatlaft theEniperdur feeing that 
Cyril had the ftrOnger (and the orthodox) fide, 
and the Court and Clergy being againft Nefto-
rim, and yet being loth to divide fob, Antiock 
and the Oriental Bifhops from the reft* thought 
i t the rhoft healing way to depote JSTeftorius'dlonet 
and reftote CyrU and Mcmnon. and to charge 
( magna cum fiver it ate jxbet, faith Bin-Noies) 
fob. uint: to be reconciled with Cyril, and to 
unite; fo that fob. and The odor et, and the O r i 
ental Bifhops moved with fear^and defi ring.peace,; 
fent their Confelfion to Cyril, and Cyrilfaid, i t 
was the fame that He meant ; and fo they were 
Suddenly made all Orthodox, that had not under-
ftood it but by the Rod : Bu t iV^r^ / . r e tu rned 
to his Monaftery by Antioch (Chryfoftoms placed 
and there liv'd four years in great peace and re
putation j but then he was no longer to be there 
endured, but banifhed into forein Countries, d r i 
ven about in fufferings, in whieli he died. And 
Theodoret, it feems,was hot well reconciled/when^ 
hearing of the death of Cyril, he wrote to Job} 
Antioch. that now there was hope the Churches 
might have peace, the great enemy of all peace 
being gone to the place where fuch men ceafe 
to trouble, &c. But fo great was the rupture > 
thus made, that to this day it is hot healed, greac 
part of the Eaft adhering then to Neftoriusi and 
thofe Country-Chriftians being called Nefhriani 
Hereticks and out of the Church by the Papifts , * ' 
to difgrace them,becaufe they will not own their 
Pope. Nefi orius being thus condemned, Eutyches 
thought he would be far enough from his He-
tefie, and faid, that the Vnion of ChriWs two Na
tures made them to be but one. This Herefie one 
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Council at Constant: under Flavian^ condemned. 
Another after by the countenance, o f the Earner 
.rour acquit him : The, Emperour Thcod. 2. com? 
mandeth a General Council again at Epbefus, and 
maketh Diufcoms P r e f i d e n t w h o being CjnH 
Succellbr, though he had held to his Doctrine 
againft N.jlGYMS, for the VnitivePredication ; 
and though he profefied that the Synod medlcd 
not de fide, but:about matter of juftice between 
Flavian and Entychcs, yet countenanced by the 
Emperour, he domineered, and by threatn'mg 
got all the General Council fave the Popes Le
gates, to fubfcribe againft Flavian, and he was 
beaten, and died o f the hurt, fairh i?/7?.'Notes-., 
In hoc . tarn honrcndo Eprfccpcrum faffragio fela 

Navicula, Petri mcolumis emergens j jalvatur. .The 
whole Council went againft the Pope, and the 
r i g h t ; But fure Chrilt's United Natures are in 
(everal lenhls both rwoj and one; but two in the 
primary and moft proper fenfe. 

Thus ygu fee what unhappinefs even .this 
National Government of Bifhops in thofe good 
times was lyablefto. It was by BifTfops ftriving 
who mould be chief that the Donates fet up 
againft the Cathol'icks, and the very Novattans 
were not free ; much lefs the yippolinarians,^ 
moft others that caufed the Schifms of thole 
times, in which the Bifhops were almoft ever 
the chief caufe. Even luch worthy men as 
TheophilmyAlex^r\d Epipba,.iw could not endure 
Cbrjfofiom; fuch men cj t f ted him once and 
again, as Theodv.et faith he purpofely forbearerD 
t;> name for reverence of their virtues, j And it 
you come to the fourth Great General Council 
at Calcedon you wil l rind the fame caufe of lamen-

.... J t a t i c p 



tatjon, and that even worthy men in fuch temp
tations are frail,when a new Emperour Martian 
was on the other fide, (the right; JwhenDiof-
corpu had profeiied that he was neither for 
tranfmutation , divijion, nor confafon of Chrifts 
natures ( and therefore was for dijhntlion $ ) 
when the Egyptian Bifhops profeffed their confi ne 
with the Synod, only craving that they might 
not be put to Anathematize Diofcorm rill they 
had another Patriarch, but fo long to delay 5 
when thev profeffed that i f they did, they were 
fure to be killed when they came home, and 
falling on the Earth cr^ed to their brethren 
mifereminl mifremiii (pare us or kill us here 5 
yet they cry out herencks hereticks, away 
with them, ti l l the civil Judges refcued them: 
and how many of thefe had but lately fiibfcnbed 
againft Flavians at Ephcfus, ( & here were in one 
point for Leo, and in another againft him?) Leo's 
Epiftle which was for their caufe againlt Diof-
corrn they cryed up; and condemned Diofcorus 
for excommunicating the Pope ; but the Canon 
for exalting Conftantinople, they maintained 
againft Leo's wil l , and contemptuoufly cryed out 

aliter fentiunt Rom am ambulent j he that 
readeth the clamours at this Council,and how the 
fame Bifhops that had lately fubferibed the con
demnation of Flavianus with Diofcorm were 
zealous here on the other fide, and cryed out 
omnes peccavimuf, excufing i t by their fear o f 
threatnings and Souldiers, when a poor Chriftian 
woman could have fuffered Martyrdom rather 
than fin 5 And he that readeth how after all this 
they were fo ready to Anathematize others, and 
to contemn the proftr^te Egyptian Bilhops, wi l l 

I 3 think 



^iat he feeth the firft Council o f Cwfiantiwfk 
as defcribed by Naz.ianz.en here exemplified, 
notwithftanding the honour that is due to them 
for their orthodoxnefs.You fee in this much how 
the great Bifhops at the firft five General Councils 
{N;c.i.fonft.i,Eph. i . & 2.And Calced.)d'id carry 
^.But when they wereafunder were they fetled, 
©"did they keep the Churches in concord by tbefe 
Councils 2 Let us bur, for one inftance, confider 
what followed this excellent Council ofCalcedon^ 
J. Leo the Bifhop of Rome approved it againft 
Diojcor^, but abhorred the 28th Canon,which fet 
uvConfianttnopie'vyhh equal priviledges, and that 
above Alexandria and Antioch: So that the Pope 
refted not in this Council, 2, What fedition there 
was at Alexandria upon the change made by 
this Council all thedaies o f Martian, and o f the 
murder of / W m ^ p r e f e n t l y after, Libcratm in^ 
Breviarie, and many other tell at large. 3. In 
Taltflme the Monks that had been at the Council, 
returned lamenting that the faith was there be
trayed, and ftird up their fraternity to refcind 
the acls: They expelled Juvenal Bifhop of \e\ ufa-
lemtlhe Emprefs Eudocia took their part:They 

.killed Severianm Bifhop o f Scjthopolts: They 
compelled^ men to commupicare with them : 
They murdered Athanafius a Deacon at Jeruja-
lem for contradicting them, and gave his flefh to 
cJogb j They compelled Dorotheas theEmperours 
Lieutenant to joyn with them, t i l l after 
20 months. Juvenal was reftored Niceph. /. 15".^ 
9- And in many Countries this contention f o l 
lowed 5 and the women Eudocia attd Pulcheria 
had np'fmaH hard in a l l , t i l l Pulcheria procured 
Eudocias Converfion to .approye the Council. 

3. Where 
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| . When Leo came to reign, the (edition revived 
at Alexandria between the murderers of Pre* 
tenus: Timothy Elurus made Bifhop by the 
Councils enemies, depofed by Leo, and Timothy, 
Salophacioius ppt in his place, and all was in con-
fufion. The Egyptian Bimops write to the Empe-
rour againft the Eutychiam 5 The Emperour fends 
forth his circular letters for the Council; Niceph, 
l. l f L c . 17. l 8 . 19. 4. At Antioch, Petrus, 
Qapheus ambitious of the Biflioprick, got into 
Martyrius place by Leo's help,and anathematized 
all that would not fay that God was Crucified and 
Suffered, and tore that Church in pieces : Mar-
tirius, when he could do no good, forfook them, 
With thefe words [ Ckro rebelli et populo ino'oe-
dienti & ecclefa contaminata nuncium remitto :J 
Cnapheus reviled the Council: Leo for this bam
med him : Stepbanus,z friend of the Council,luc-
ceeded h im; him boyes killed with fharpquils 
and caft him into the river for favouring the 
Council: And Calendion fucceeding him, made 
t.hem Anathematize the aforefaid Cnjphm, Leo 
being dead, diftblute Zeno reigned, Bafdifius 
taking advantage of his lewd life, ufurped the 
Empire, and made ufe of the Schifms to promote 
his ends : And firft publimeth his circular againft 
the Council of Calcedon ; to this faith Niceph. I. 
16. c.4. befides the three Patriarchs no lefs than 
five hundred Bilhops fubferibed, and renounced 
the Council. But Acacius of Confiantin. and Day. 
Columella ptrfwaded Bafilifcus quickly to Write 
clean contrary Letters for the Council, feeing 
that this was like to prove the ftronger fide. 
And when Zeno was reftored, who was for the 
Council, the A fan Biihops turned again, and 

T 4 wrote 


