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be in it felffpecially infticuted by God,that every
Kingdom 5 Nicion of Chriftians thall have [Os¢
Jummanm Poteftarem eff nrialiter Ecclefiafticam, Ot
one Prieft-Head, (whether a fisgls perfos, or an
Ariftacracy, oc a Commis Synsd) asa contticative
parc of the Nitional Chirch. 2. Wiecher this
Pr;e/f.—ngl (whether High-Priei,- or Coancily)
ftand in {ubordination to the King, as part of the
fame formil Chucch, asa G=aeral, ora Vicerov,
thit makech not a diftin Kingdoth, (though he
miy mak=a ditin%t fahord nate Society -as an
Army, Gity, &c ) oris he H2ad of a coardinate
diferent (pecies, (o as thar the fime Kingdom
thall be ewo Policies formaily, wz.~ a Chriltian
Kingdom or Royal Charch, and a Pricftly
Church ; each ‘being fupream in cheir proper
fpecies, and both mide coordinate by Chrift;
and {0 they are formilly two Chuarches Nirional.
About the Jews the Controverfieis made by
Dil:aters (e. g. Galafpie, Coleman, Seldén, 8¢ )
exceeding difficule. 3. Whether the very Jewith
Church-Policy be eftablithed by Chrift for the
,Chriftian Charch;or be repealed> 4 Whether the
faid Ecclefiaftical Head muft be Oz as the High
Prieft,or an Aritocracy of miny, or a Synod of
the whole Glergy? or whether it be lefc ind.lfﬁ."—
rent which 2 5. Or whether God hath ordained
fuch a Nutional Charch-form, only by the ge-
neral Command of doing all things in O-der and
Unicy and to Edification? 6. Waich is the Prieftly-
Head, or higheft Governour of the Church of
Englerd, whichis a conititative part, as 2 King
ina K‘ing;:j:)gn 2 7. -Who is ic that choofech or
anthorizech the National Prieftly-Hzad, that we

may know when we have ‘a lawful Chief P-gf’foré
an
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and when an Ufurper 2 8. Whether the King or
he, is to be obeyed in Circumftances, or matters
Ecclefiaftical, if they differ, and make contrary
Laws? Without the folution of thefe queltions,
the name of a Narional Church will not be under-
frood, nor ofany practical importance, Our own

- thoughrs of them are as followeth, .

§ 5 Icis cectain, that the Mofaical Law
made for the Jews peculiar republick, as fuch, is
abrogate 3 not only the Ceremonial parr, but all =
All-thac was not then made for all the world, is
ceafed ; 1. Becaufe the Common-wealth is ceafed.
for which it was made: 2. The Holy Ghoft ex-
preflv and frequently determineth it fo ; even of
that Law that was written in ftone, as fuch,

2°C0v.3.7,8,9,:0 11. Het.7.12.19. Gal- 4.2 1,656

32t L he natural part, and that which was in-
fticuted pofitively long before for perpefuity,
were both-of them God’s Laws before Mofes’s
time, and as fuch, obliged other Nations, and fo
do &ill: The matter written in ftone (except
fome few muotable jparticulars, as the- feventh
day Sabbach, &c.) is fuch as we are flill obliged
to, 1. By Nature; 2 By Chrift : But not as it
was - parc of the faws pecniiar Mofaical Law.
Much lefs doth it bind all the world to its Po-
licy, ; : e
§ 6. If the Jewifh Law, either as fuch, or as
ftablithed by Chrift for his Kingdom, did bind
all the world to this day, ther it would bind
them to their Civil Policy, as much at leaft as
to their Ecclefiaftical. But few Chriftians rhink
that it binds them to their Civil Poliey..  Forif

~itdid, then, 1. Al Nations that have varied from

it to this day, have finned : 2, No diverfity of
Govern-

S N T S

| SRR



I

RS o

2541 A
Governments could be lawfuul : 3. Then it would
perplex men, tobe fure, whether it be the old

Mofaical form by Judges, or the later Regal

form that bindeth 4. Then ficha Givil Council
or Sanhedrim as was appointed the Jews, * would
bea DivineEﬁabliﬂlmem’and not variable ‘at the
will of Kings or People. Many other things would
follow, which Rings would not eafily believe.
.§ 7. There may be much more faid for the con-
tinuance of the Jews civil Policy than for their
Ecclefiaftical : For there is much more forbidden
of the latter, than of the former ; Though all
nations be notbound to their civil policie, they
may fet it up if they pleafe ; They are not pro-

hibited : For' Chrift’ hath not 'made new Laws

for civil ftatesas fuch ; But he hath made new
Cluich Laws,and therebyaltered, yea prohibited
much of the old, ‘ : =
§'8. We know no more reafon why the Jewifh
form fhould bind us, than that which was before
the Jews : and particularily Melchezedeks; who
Was a King and Prieff: God owned both and
commandeth us neither, at leaft'as in conformity
to them. Siiak :
§9. The Holy Ghoft faith exprefly Heb.
7- . 12, That perfection was not by the Leviti-
cal Priefthiood, and that the Priefthood being chan-
ged, there is wiide of m’ceﬁt}' a cbfwgc’ of the Law,
which is called , the Law of a carnal Cammand-
meit, verfe 16, and that there is a difannlling of the

Commandemens going z’yefare for the weaknefs and ‘

unprofitablesefs of itsfur the Laiy made norhing per-
fect,v.18,19.theCovenant or Law being not fault-
lefs a new one doth fucceed it v 7.8.9, 10, The
firft Tabernacle is not ftanding which had thg;"‘
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ordinances of divine fervice and a worldly fan=

uary : Het. 9.1,8. 11. He taketh away the firfi
Law and Pricfthood, that he may eftablifh the
fecond, Hep. 10.8,9. 11. 16, 17, &c. -

§ ro. Whileft it 1s agreed on,that the effentials
of the work or office of the Jewifh Priefts is
ceafed, (as Heb.7.and 8, 9, and 10, fhew,) and
their Title by birth,and the appropriation to one
Tribe &, it followeth that the Jewifh Priefthood
1s ceafed . But yer we confefs that Chrift,if he had
Pleafed,might have fetled a High Prieftand Coun-
cil like  theirs in every nation for his own work,
Butif the old form bind us not, we are left only
to enquire what new one is fetled by Chrift,and
whether he have done fo or not. .

§ 1£.We juftly maintain againft the Anabaprifts,
that Infants relation to the Covenant, and the
univerfal Church ( as members ) was not repea-
led by Chrift, becaufe it was not founded only
on the Law of Mufes: which if ithad, it were

- as fuch repealed

\
§. 12, The Holy Ghoft by the Apoftles Aés
15. hath declared .to all the Churches of the
Gentiles that they are not bound to keep the
Law of Mofes, and hath abfolved us from all,
faving things antecedently, and on other reafons
-neceffary. verfe, 28. \ i3
§x3. If the Jews form of Government be
ours, then the High-Prieft muft have the power
of the Sword, or fit in judgment for life or death,
as Dent. 17. 12, 13. and other places fhew : But
many Papifts and Proteftants are agreed that the
clergy have no power of the Sword, or force,
unlefs the King make them alfo Magiftrates, |
~ § 14. 1t is a matter of {0 great importance to

the
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the Church to know whom we muft obey, that
it js not to be thought thar any wayis made
neceffary by Chrift, which he hath not made in-
telligible and cereain to be indeed his will':
Efpecially when the Apoftles firove who fhould
be the chief, and two of them made it their re-
Gueft ; and when the Corinthians and others were
ready to fet up one before another, and fay Lam
of Cephas,&ec. : .

§ 15. Yea Chrift on this occafion exprefly
forbad them 'to feek to be one above anothers

and told them that though Kings exercife autho- .

rity, and have magnifying Titles, with them 1t
thould not be fo, but their preeminence thould
confift,as that of a fervant,in homility and fervice
unto others L#uk. 22. which will not ftand ( as

we fuppofe ) with eftablifhing the Jewifh order.

¢ § 16. And  Panis reproof of their making a
Church head of Cephas, Pauly or Apollo, or taking
them to be other than kelps of their faith, (‘an
not Lords of it ) and Minifters by whom they
believed , ‘even then when Schifms made It
neceflary to have ‘known to whom they muft
appeal and adhere. if that had been the way,doth
further confirm what we fay. g

§ 17. The argument that fome worthy perfons
bring, from the Prophefics that Nations fhould
be converted unto Chrift; and that the Klngdom
thould be taken from the Jews, and giventoa
Nation that would bring forth'the fruits of It

Matth. 21. 43. and that the Kingdomes of the

world are made the Kingdoms of Chrift, and
that Egypr and Affyria fhould be converted alnd
equalled with the Jews, &c. do inceed thew that

there fhould be Chriftian Kings and Kingdoms;
which




o s -
Wthh the Apoftles were fent to endeavour, Aat
28.19. t0 convers Narions : But here is nothings
ﬂ!at We can perceive, to prove that thefe Chri-
g;ﬂ Nations muft have the Jewifh Church-Po-
§ 18. Nay contrary, the Church is faid to be
built on the foundation of the Prophers and A-
Poltles, Eph.2.20. and not of the Asfaical Policy

of Priefthood, Rew.21.14. It hath twelve founda-
nda-

tions.

§ 19. Itis faid, Zech, 2. 11. Many Nations
fhall be joyned. to the Lord, and fhall be my
people. So Zech. 8. 22.fu.65. 1. Rom. 10. 20.
Lfa. 2.2, & 55, 5. Hof2.23. [f2.60.3. & 49.22,

Butnota word in all this,of the old form of Po-

licy or Priefthood , but Contrarily , that the
Law fhould come ont of Zion, and a new Covenant
Shonld be made : - And it is certain that {o 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 fes not how the Synod A, o e

maketh any thing for a National High Prieft or
Sanedrim, or any like Policy : For 1. Itappear-
eth to be no a& of proper National Government,
but did bind other Churches as .well as thofe
within the,Empire. 2.-It was an arbitration at
the requeft of doubting perfons ; and it was not
the Relation of rhe Arbitratars to one feat of
National Power (as the Metropolis) that was
relpected, but the quality of the perfons [ent to,
who would have been equally obeyed had they
dwelt in the leaft Village of another Land.
1, There were the Apofiles that had the promife’

2 of
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of the Holy Ghoft: 2. There were many whoin
the people muft needs more confide in than in
one ; efpecially whofe power was queftioned by
gainfayers. 3.Both Apoftles,Elders and Brethren
there were fuch as had feen, or were neer to
Chiif: and his works, and therefore likelieft to
know his mind. 4. They were Jews themfelves,
and therefore moft impartial Judges in the point
that Jewith Teachers troubled them about, {0 far
as that they might well acquiefce when JEWS
themfelves refolved them.And when the Apoftles
were difperfed, we find notany more ferafulers=
Councils Governing the Imperial Churches.
§ 21. If that Councils Authority were propes-

ly Narional, and arofe from the prerogative ©
Fernfalem, then 1. All the Apoitles, when featter
¢d, would have been fubjest to Fames, the firft
Bithop of ferafalem, (thought to be no Apofile :)
2. Then Jerafalers might have after claimed the
Supremacy as of Divine riglit, before Alexan=
‘dria, Atioch or Rome. But it is certain by €x-
perience that the whole Church was of another
mind, when ferufules had not o much as the
fifth or lowelt Patriarchate, till long after by 2-
nother grant. But if the Power was not fixed to
the place, but the Irinerant Apoftles, then It 18
nothing to prove any Governing Church over
others, as being affixed to fucha place: Nor
fhall we eafily find the Apofiles Itinerant Suc

ceflours in that power. .

22. 1L It is certain that Chrift chofe ewelve
Apoftles (befides Paxi) who had a preeminence
before other Minifters'; and that he joyneqw}‘h
.them’{ome Prophets and Evangeliﬂs,'app()m“”g
them all to gachér Churches through the WOk d,
2  difcipling
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difcipling and baptizing Nations, and teaching

them all things that he commanded (a work to

be fiill dotie, and to which he promifed his pre-
fence to the end of the world ;) And that thefe
having gathered Converts, fet over them fixed

- Bifhops (or Paftors or Elders) to be their con-

Rant Guides, in Teaching, Publick Worfbip, and
Difcipline, under Chrift the great Propher, Prieft
and King of the Church. And that to the Apofiles
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 of them

according to his Word.)

§ 22. 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 of them exercifed Government over
the reft ; or that they themfelves did fix them-
felves as Bifhops to any twelve or thirteen Ci-
ties in the world ; much lefs to twelve King-
doms.

§24. There is no notice in Church: hiftory of
any one Narional Church-power (Pricft or Sy-
nod) fetled, afferted or exercifed under Heaven,
of above three hundred years. Egppr and L7/~
7ia that were prophefied to be Chriftian Nations,

. hever were difiinc¢t Chriftian Kingdoms, but parts

of the Empire; nor had a National Church or

Head (being bat 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 2 three
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the whole Chriftian world at leaft, (unlefs Aba/~

three hundred years Cunlefs he of Edefls, or L
¢:ts of England, of whom we have lirtle certain-
ty ; butit’s like that hoth were fubjecs to o-
thers) yet ifa Supream Church-Power had been
necellary, the Apoftles would have before erect~ -
cdiv; which they never did : For.even Rome
pretendeth’ to be by them made the Ruler of
the whole wotld, and nor a meer National Head
(which Conffantinople claimed, butnot as of A-
pofrolical inflitution. ). '

 §27. The queftion whether the Jews,had they
believed, fhould have continued their High-
Prieft and Charch-Policy, is vain as to pur pur-
pofe; 1. It being certain to Chrift that they
would be diffolved by unbelief: And 2. he ha-
ving {etled another way, and changed theirs :
3. And if their Priefthood and Law (exceptas It
typified fpiritual things) had ftood , yetit would
not have bound the Gentile Chriftians in other .
Nations, , By

§ 28. When Emperours became Chriftians,

they did not fet wp the Jewifh Policy,. nor.
thought themfelves bound toit; no nor any
fetled Prieflly Supremacy for. National Govern-
ment : For Councils were called but on rare
accidents by the Emperours themfelves,.and to
decide particular cafes about Herefiesi;. And the
Pope had but the firft voice in fuch Councils.
§ 29, Butif every Nation mufthave the Jew-

ik Policy, then the whole Empire muft then

have one High Prieft, and then the Pope hath a

fair pretence to his claim of a Divine Inftitution,

as the Church Soveraign of the whole Empire,
which, i’s like, was then feven parts in eight of

ya
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fia were then generally Chriftians, as now.). But-
then his power would change with the Empire, -
and fall when it falleth. ~ o000
* § 30. TIL But if the queftion be only whether 2
National Prieftly Soveraignty be lawful? or
whether God’s general Rules (for Concord,Order,
Edificarion) do bind the Churches prudentially to
ere@ fuch a form 2 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 eftablithed 5 and that the
junior Paftors were as Sonsto the femiors, or-
dained by them : Whether the power, of Ordain-
ing and Governing Minifters was by Apoftolical
Eftablithment appropriated to'men of a fuperiour
degree in-the facred Miniftry, fcemeth to us ve-
ry dark. 2. We are paft doubt that all particular
Churches, by Apoftolical order, had Bithops; and
- that a Churchwas, as Hi¢rem faith,’ Plebs (Epif-
¢opo adunara, and as [gnatius, the Unity of every .
Church was notified by this,that to cvery Chaich
- there waseone Altar and one Bifbop (at thaotitne )
and as Cyprian, Vbi Epifcopus, sbs Ecélefia, .34 And
we are fatisfied, that every.Presbyter is:Epifio-
pus Gregis; whoever claini to be Epifcopi Epifeo-
porum (which the Carrhage Council in Cyprian
renounced. ) 4. And we rare farisfied that no
Chu;‘ch—f‘uperiours have authority to defiroy the
particular’ Charch-form, Miniftry, Doclrine,
Worhip or Difcipline, which were fetled by the
Holy Ghoftin the Apoftles; And that the privi-
ledges and ‘daties of thefe fingle particolar
Churches, being plaineft-and furefi in Scripture,
they muft be continued whatever Canons or
&2 S3 - Com--
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*COll_lmands of any fuperiour Priefts fhould be
againit.them. . 5. Nor can they force any man to
fin: 6. Nor haveany Priefts 2 forcing power, by
the fward or viclence, but only the power ofthe
Word and Keys, that is, of taking in, or pating
out 6f ghe Church, where they have power, and
binding men over, on juft caufz, ro the judgment
of God.. The power that they have is from
Chrift, and for him, and not againft him; and for
the Churches edification, and not. defiruction
and what is prerended contrary to this, is none.
They cannort difpenfe with the Laws of God, bug
preach and execute them, 7. And thefe things
being thus fecured, though in our doubts we
dare riot, {fwear or fubfcribe that National, Pa-
triarchal,Proviacial or Metropolitical Powers are

~of God’s inftitution ; yet we refolve tolive in all

Chriftian peaceablenefs and {ubmiffion,when fuch
are over us, : : <

§ 31. And we muft profefs that when we
find how anciently and commonly one Presbyter
in cach Church was peculiarly called the Bifhop,
without whom there was no ( ordinary ) ordi-
nations, and again{t whom in matters of his
power none was to refift, and alfo how generally
the Churches in the Roman 'Empire conformed
themf{elves toan imitation of the civil power
( as to their limits ) in all the cfficial part ( being
all fubje@ to the Emperour, who fet up no
Ecclefiaftical Peer,) we are not {0 fingular or
void of reverence to thofe Churches, as not by
fuch notices to be much the more inclined to the
aforefaid fubmiffion and peaceablenefs under
fucha power ; nor are we fo bold orrafhas

-to reproach it or condemn the Churches and:

excellent
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excellent perfons that have practifed ir. :

§ 32. Nay we have already faid,zhat {ecuring
the itate, worfhip, do&rine and true diicipline of
the inferiour particular ( Parith ) Churches,
there are fome of us thar much incline to think

that Archbifhops, that is, Bithops that have fome .

overfight of many Churches with their Paftors,

~are Lawful fucceflours of the Apofiles in the

ordinary part of their work . And fuch of us
have long ago faid, that the Epifcopal Govern-
ment of the Bobemian Waldenfes defcribed by
Commenins and Lafcitins,is moft agreable to our
judgment of any that we know excercifed :
Therefore that which we humbly offered for oar
concord in England at His Majefties Reftauration,
was Archbifhop Ubers 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 Office-
work, and fome tolerable difcipline to the par-
ticular Parifh Churches.

§ 33. But we muft ever much difference, fo
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 neceflary , But oft times it may be
1different whether concord, order and decency
be expreffed by this accidental way or that, And
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that which is moft congruous for order, decency;
edification and concord in one Countrey, Church

_-Or time, may be incongruous in another, There-

fore if the queftion be but how far the giving
one Bithop or Paftor power over others, or ma-
king difparity of Cities in conformity to the ftate,

¢ prudently to be chofen; we only fay, fo that
Gods eftablithment be not violated, whatever we
might think beft, we prefume not herein to give

aws to the Lawgivers, nor to obtrude our
Counfel uncalled, on our {uperiours, much lefs
feditionfly to oppofe their Lawful inftitutions,

.§ 34. But to thofe that think thar Gods fore-
faid General Laws ( of order,concord,edification )
do make fuch a policy-ordinarily neceffary in the
Churches, as imitareth the Jews, or the civil
form of Government, we hombly offer to their
confideration ; 1. If fo, 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 it: For if he have
not made all neceffary Puniverfal Laws, his Laws
are imperfe& ;- And then there fhould be fome

other Vniverfal Lawgiver to fupply thatdefe : -

But there is no other upon earth ( whether
Pope or Council, ) 2. Itis contrary to the natnre
of nndetermined circum(Fances to be alwaies the
fame, and o to be fic matter of fuch Vniverfal or
fixed Laws : The cafes will vary, and then fo
il
of theintereft, and ingeny of the Judges of the
€ufe in feveral Countries and ages : And therefore
though {ome thipk the faid imitation of the civil
ftate alwaics belt, vet others will not.

§ 35. But if fuch a fectlement were certiingy

_ ( v i

I'the duty ; 3. There will be great diverfity
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bf&, let it be remembred, 1. That the Zews‘had
not ‘under the chief ‘High-Prieft, one n€very.
City or Tribe like Diocefane Bifhops. 2. That
thcirSynagogUes had difcipline within themfelves;
ever where there was but a Village of ten per-
fons, there was a Presbyter that had the power
of jndging offenders. '

§ 36. What man doth prudently fet up, man
may prodently alter as there is caufe. Gre{.;, :
Nazianzen earneftly witheth that there were
no difference of Place or feats among the Paftors
of the Church.And therefore he neither thought
their Government of each other to be of Divine
right, nor of prudential neceflity or ufe : Elfe he
Would have been againft it. 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 fet
Conftantinople fo high as they did: And the
Council of Calcedon exprefly determineth, that
Rome was by the fathers made the chicf feat be~
caufe it was the feat of the Emperour ; which
was mutable, 0 . i

§ 37. The Councils ‘in thofe daies were about
Popes or Patriarchs, and  could. depofe them:
And yet -it is moft evident to any min confide-
rately reading fuch hiftory, that all the Councils,
called” before Chriftian Emperours gave them
more power and conjovned their authority, did
Tneet only for aéts‘of Agreemenr and not of
Regiment over each other : Many fuch fynodsare
mentioned by Exfebins : And the Right Reverend
Arch-bifhop Wiher declared his judgment fo in
general that Cozncils had but an agreeing power,
and not aRegenr power over the particular Bifhops.

\ YCC
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Yert thefe two things muft be fuppofed, 1, That
the Paftors in a fynod are ftill Re@ors of their
flocks, and their Canons to them may be more
authoritative than a fingle Paftors words: 2, That
Gods Law bindeth us to keep love and concord,
and the Agreements of Councils may determine
of the matter in alterable points; and fo even
abfent and prefent Bifhops may, concordie grati®,

" be obliged by Gods Law to keep fuch canons as

are made for concord, and {o they may be the
matter of our dury. But feeing the Church for
300 years, Judged Councils to have no proper
Governing power over particular Paftors; and

Bifhops, or Patriarchs fingly had ever lefs power

than Councils, it followeth that then a Churches
Government of difparity and fupraordinate Bifh-
ops like the civil, or like the 7ews, was not then
takf}*ln to be of divine right,nor then of any right
at all, :
§ 38. And as to the doubt [ whether it begar
after 300 years to be a prudential duty or at leaft
moft defirable ] when we hear what is faid on
both fides we think it not eafie to judge, either
how much in fucha cafe Chrift hath left to
humane prudence, nor which way the fcales of
prudence herein will ordinarily turp, On one
fide it is faid 1. That it is abfurd that there
fhould be no appeals for injured perfons toa
fuperiour power ; 2. And that the diffenfions of
the Church elfe will be remedile(s, and all will
be broken into herefies and fects; 3. And that
Apoftolical men ofa higher rank than meer Pres-
byters will ¢lfe have no convenient opportunity
to excercife their Governing power, If it be not
tyed to fixed feats, :

.
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§ 39.On the other fide they plead; 1. That -

it isfafer for the Church to have Religion in the
power of many Bifbops or Paftors, than that
one High Prieft or Patriarch fhould have power
to corrupt it, or filence the faichful preachers, or
perfecute the people when cver he provetha
bad man: Yea they fay it muft be rare if he be

not bad, feeing it is certain that the moft proud =

and worldly men ( 'which are the worft ) will be
the moft earneft {feekers of rich and honourable
places ; and he that fecketh will ofually find,
2, They fay Chrift directly forbad this to his

Apoftles Lyk.22. That which they firove forwas

it that he forbad them: But that which they
firove for was who fhould be the chief or grea-
teft ( and not who fhould tyrannize ) 3. They fay
thatajl Church hiftory affureth us that there
have been more Schifins and fcandalous con-
tentions about the great fuperiour Bifhopricks
far, than any of the reft : It isa doleful thing to
vead the hiffory of the Churches of Alexandriz,
Antioch, ConfPantinaple, and Rome : Gregory
Nuzianzen giveth it-as the reafon,why the con-
tention at Cefarea was fo lamentable, becaufe it
was fo high an Archbithoprick, The whole
Chriftian would hath been fcandalized, torn and
diftradted by the firife of Bifhops of and for
the higheft feats. Their famous General Councils
-which we juftly honour for their function an_d
that which they did well, were fhamefully mili-
tant: even the firft and moft honoured Couscil
at Nice, was with great difficulty kept in Peace
by the perfonal prefence, wifdom and authority
of Conftantine, preaching peace to the preachers
of peace, burning their libels of mutual accufa-
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tion, & filencing their contentious wranglings.and
confireining them to accord, Nazianzens defcri-
ptions of the ignorance and infolence, and natghti-
nefs of the Clergy, Orat 1.and of the thameful
ftate of the Bifhops, Orar.  32. muft make the

readers hearr to grieve, The people he deferi- -

beth as conténtious at Conftantimople yet as endped
with the Love of Gud, thoiugh their zeal wanted
knowledge, pag; 528, But( ‘the Courtiers, as’'whe-
ther true to the Emperonrs he kuew not , but for
2he greareft part perfidionsto God : Andthe Bifbops
asfitting on adver(z thronss, and feeding adverfe
oppofite flocks, drawn by them into faétions, like the
clefes that Eaithquakes make, andthe peftilent dif-
eafes thar infect all abont, and diftratting and di-
viding all the world, (eparating the Eaft from the
Welt, by the noifz, of meuns et tuus,antiqnis ¢t Bovis;
nobilior  ant ignobilior 5 maultitudine opalemior ant
ventiors raging like furious hovfes in battel, and like
wsadmen caffing dut ints the air, and nnder t/afﬂ‘
lamd:fu{ﬁllingt/aei}' own Contentions and becoming
vhedetermsiners of wicked ambition and magnificence,
and unrighteonfnefs  and abfurd ?ﬂdges of -mat~
ters: The fame men (faith he) are 2o day ”ftmf
Jame throne ¢ or fide ) and judgement, as we 4arés
3f fo our leaders and chicf mow carry then : To.mor=
vow if the wind do bur turin, they are for the con-
trary feat,aid judgensent. N ames ( ot Votes ) f"”,ow

batred or friendfbip : And which is npoft gricvonts
- we blufbuot to fay contrary things to the very [ame

bearers 5 nor are we conffant to onr [elvesy being
cég:zgfd #p and down by contention 5 Jo¥ W””Mf“f
we aretoffed like the waving Envipns ;Thcrequc
he profeflech it unfeemly for him to joyn with
them as he would not leave his ftudies and Peacf(;

Flich=t A
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to ¢o piay with the Lads in the fireets, p2g.5: S
go t 5242

The like he hath in his Poems de wim, ﬁta,'.paz; e
24, 2§,26,27. Qi qee wreged'esty &Cay A

“: Lrenios Magiftri plebis atque antiffitesy .0 7

2 Santti datarc;_[piritﬂJ,@' ﬁ‘ﬂi thronis 44
Fondunt ab altss verba gueis patitur [alths

S Cunélifq; pacem jugiter gui pradicant, .

« In ade media vociby's clayiffimisy =

€ Tunto furore e peiunt fibs invicens .

o« Tumnltsande,conrabendo Copiasy, . . s g s

. % Carpendo fefe mutio Lingni effera,
€ Saliendo  mentss ut folen: fana smpores :

€ Pradando quos quis aite pradavi guear

¢ Rabida imperandi dram tenct meise fitiss ,
<« @Quinam ifta verbisy & guibus digne elogaar 2 )
<€ Grbem pmverfim provfus ut divalfersnty =
< Ortumys jam © Hefperam [eindir magis

€ _dydens firmultas, quars loci vel climata ;
 Namgs 1lla fi nos finis, & miedia #niunt 5

“ At hos lijare vinculim vkl porefls

& Now canfa, Pictas, (0ilis ko excogitat
¢ _dd mentiendum prova, [ca Lis ob Thrunos &

o ‘Qﬁ{idnam hoc vocarim ¢ Prafules? WNon Prafules:

[* Some fay that Gregery himfclf forfook the place;
buitwas when be faw that they would put him‘out 2
Some {ay rthati was'not‘;ﬁm fame Council that put himy
in, but it is an _crycur. Waen Melerins was dead, more
Bifhops came from Egypt and turned the fircam.  And
they named many to fticeed him, to the Emperour; out
of whom he chofe an unbapuized Layman Nettarsus
Niceph: - 12.¢. 15. {o that the Emperour then chofethe
Bithop in that manner. ] v » :

- Are not thefe .doleful Narra\tiv.es. and Chara-
€ters of thofe Primitive Bifhogs (even in thofe
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happy daies of good Theodofius ? But all this is
yet licsle to what the fame man faith of Bithops
in his laft Oration de Ep:feopis, Vol. 2. too fharp
.and large to recite, Perhaps it will be faid, that

it was the Macedonian or Arrian Bifhops that -

he meant: So one Papift was not afhamed to an-
fwer me, when the whole fcope of his writing
fpeaketh the contrary, that he fpake of the
Council at Conftantinople, and other fuch, and
exprefly faith inhis Epiff. §9. to Sephroniut, page
816. i eos invencritis now ob fidei doétrinam, fed sb

privatas [fimultates snter fe diffratios & divalfosy .

qrod quidem ipfe obfervavi, But fome will fay that

~ he was wrongfully caft out by thac Council of

Conftantinople;and he fpeaketh but of that,or that
injury made him fatyrical by exafperation. But
1. The places cited fhew that he fpeaketh not of
that Council only : And Epiff. §§. Procopio pag.
814. he faith ( refufing to come toa Council )
ego f¢ vera feribere oportet hoc anvwro fism, nt Omntin
Epifcopornm Conventum fugian: : quoniam nnllins
concilsi finems latum & fasffum vidi,nec quod depal-
fionem malorsm potins quam acce(fioncm & incremen=
tom. habuerit : pertinaces enim contentiones &* domss=
nandi cupiditates ( ne me grafo gravem & molelfum
exiftimes hac [cribentem ) ne wllis quiden ?:rbz:
explicary queant, citinfque. alignis imprabztarem
arceffetur, drm aliis judicem fe prabet, grtam nt
aliorum improbitatens comprimat,|And that injury:
made Gregory injurious is an injurious conjecture,
feeing all his endeavours in thefe bufinefles were
for piety and peace : And it waspartly for his
fpeakifig for the Peace of the Church of Antiochy
(which had long had two Bithops, Panlinus and

Meletins, and Flavianns, who had taken an oath
not
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not to be theirBifhop while either of them lived,
intruded by Perjuries and the Bifhops wills)that
this Council turned againft Gregory ; (and becaufe
they chofe him not.)  And for peace he quit his
place ; and many and earneft Epiftles he wrote
after to the Civil Magiftrates, to keep the Bi-=
fhops in peace at the next Councils, left Religion
fhould be quite fhamed and weakened by them,
And was not the contention at the two Councils
of Ephefus morc ﬁig@matized by Hiftorians than
this that Gregory fo lamenteth ? when they feem-
ed rather to fight, than peaceably to feek for
Trath ; in thelatter of which Flavianus received
his deaths hurt, and the hiftory of the better of
them between Cyril, and Neftorins, and Foban.
Antiochenns. is fad to read.

The very’ controverfie with its confequence
was lamentable when one Council of Bifliops ac
Conftantinople had caft out excellent  Gregorys
another neer caft out excellent Chryfofiom,
his free {peech and - ftrict life being not endured,
and chofe an old ufelefs man Arfacins 5 Atticns,
and Sifimiss that fucceeded him being dead, the
people did fo diflike all the clergy of Conftan=
tinople, that they would have one like Chryfoftom
of ‘a Monattery by Antioch 3 Neftorinsa man of
ftudy, retirement, a poor garb, a firict life, ab-
horring publick contentions, and loving quietnefs,
but of a pievilh zeal againft diffenters called
hereticks, as enemies to the Churches unity and
peace ; fo that he prefently perfecuted many of
them even the Novatians themfelves,and firred
up the Emperour o root them all out, and by
Gods juft judgement received fuch meafuare as'
he had meafired. A quarrel arofe whether Saint

Mary
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Mary fhould be called The Mother or Parent
of MAN, orthat Parent of GOD: Neftorims, to
the end the controverfie, was againft both, and
would have: her called, The Parent of Chrsft who
was God and man ( bur not of God : ) Some Srart-
led ac this ; ‘And Cyritof Alexvandria (a man of
great parts, {pirit and power, the head of a tur-
bulent people, the firft Bithop, faich Secrares,that
affumed the Sword) wrote Letters of reproof to

him s and Celeftine, Bithop of Rome {feconded

him: yed Cyril followeth it with writing upon
writing, to prove that S. Mary muft be called

the Parent of God ; with fo gréat a number of

words, and fo many Anathcmarifins, as made
the noife and flame grear, but ambiguity made
it feem dangerous ro many ; {o that it grew to a

_great and open controverfie, whether NVefforins-
or Cyril was a damnable Heretick ; fome {0 call-
Ing one, and fone the other ; fo that the Empe-

rour 7heod, 2. was fain to call a General Coun-

cil at Ephefus, to prevent the utter coufufion of

the Churches : There Vefforins came firft; and
once only appeared ; and being charged avith the
Herefie of denying: Mary to be the Parent of
God, he told them, that he wonld not [ay that
God was two or three months old, and {o departed.
To Cyrils large writings,be returned a fhorr Let-
ter, profefling, that he was for the diftinition of
Natures only in the Unity of Perfon 5 but at larg¢
proveth that Chrifts Godhead bad #o beginning,
that it could not fuffer, or dse, nor vife again 5 and
therefore that thofe things which were faid of
the Adanhood, muft not be faid of the ‘Godbead,
that it was begorren, dyed, 7. unlefs they would

be Hereticks or Pagans, Read their confeffion

brought
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brought into the Gouncil againft theri by Chury-
fis and their Anathemata’s aftersand I think you
will fee,; that the errour of Nefforsus Jay in his
want of ¢kill in fpeaking, and that one fide fpoke
of 3 phrafe de abftratto, and the other of the
Concrete s and if fo, both ‘meant the fame ching;:
though Cyril was judged to'ufe the.molt skilfu]
words: Cyrz/ denyed not'bart thar the Deiry was
not begotren or Crucified, but faid that God was
begottenand Crucified; and was paffible 5 INeftorius
denyed not that he who was God in one perfon
with the manhood, wasbegotten, Crucified and
paffible, but not the De:ity. But Cyril faid that
the ‘phrafe ‘[ God was born; Crucified, &¢.} was
good; yea neceffury, and not (withont anathe-
marized herefie ) to be denyed; becaufe in one
perfon the tiz/es and alions’ are communicable :
DNefforins faid, that it was wicked to communi-
cate the infirmities of Humanity to the Deity;
as tofay, God did grow bigger, and was afraid; and

was hungryand needzdbelp from Angelsjand died.)

For he thought this: phrafe applied it to the
Deity : (Letany man that’s impartial, judge
whether this Controverfie were not aboutwerds
rather than muazter. )+ Theodorer vias a greater
Sph'olar than Nefforius;and he became the Cham-
pion of his Caufe, fuppofing that Locxtsd formalis
eft maxime propria 3 and therefore thav he  that
faith, God had 4 beginning; increafe, dearhy paffions,
muft be fuppofed to mean it; gza Dens, as he is
God : And fo two Saints ; St. Cyriland St.. Theo-
doret, fell at large to prove cach other damnable
Hereticks. “fobn, Patriarchi of 4utioch, being far
off; was long in coming to the Synod.  Menson,
Bifkop Of Ephefus; joyning with Cyril, before he
¢ Bifhops came, beg n and condemned,and

T depofed
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depofed Mefforins as a Heretick, Nefforias let
them all alone, and medled little him(@lf, alledg-
Ing that Candidianns Comes forbad him to appear.
But when 7obn of Anr. came,he took Nefforins’s
part, and gathered a Council with himfeif, and
Gﬂ}”dm'i;mm the Emperours Officer took his part.
{o%:’s Council condemned and depofed Cpril and
Memnon, as they had dove Nefforus : And thus
two Councils at Ephefas fate darr-ning one ano-
ther. The Emperour knew not what to do with
them, but requireth each party to fend fome of
their Bithops to him: when they came, he per-
mitted them not Jong to come neerer than Cal-
ccdon, for fear of tumults: while they were
there, the people of Conffantinople flocked to
them, and moft of the people being for Neffo-
rizs, and moft of the Courtiers, Clergy and
Monks againft him, they fell into diffention to
the ftoning of fome abour their Meetings, for
Preaching to the People. Theodorer and his Af-
fociates profecuted it againft Cyri/, as thofe that
declared their refolution ro die rather than yield
to his Herefies (s they called them) and accufed
him asif he had been the moft proud, unquiet
troubler of the world. The other fide anfwerably
accufed them of dangerous blafphemy and herefie.
At laft the Emperour thought ir the beft way for
peace, to fend Poban, Comes Largitionsns With
power and commiffion to depofe the Leaders that
each Party had depofed, viz. Nefforins, and Cyrik
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 Nefforins was therc,

“and how they raged and fell to fighting (a d‘o}ci
(27 4
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ful ftory:):*But at laft thé Bmiperour feeing thaé
Cyril had the fironger (and the orthodox) fide;
and the Court and Glérgy being againft NVeffo-
7ius, and yet being loth to 'divide 7ob. Antiochs f
and the Oriental Bifhops from the reft; thonght |
itthe moft hedling Way to depofe 2Vefforius aloney |
and reftore’ Cyrit and Mesmor. and to charge |
( magny-cum [everitare juber, Taich Bin; Notes) s
foh. Aur > to be reconciled with Cyril, and to

unite ; fo:that 7oh. and’ Theodoret | and the Ori- (
ental Bifhops moved avith fearjand defiring peace; !
fent their Confeflion to ' Cyril,-and Cyri faid, it \
was the'fame that e meant ; and fo" they were ]
fuddenly made all Orthidox, thit liad norunder- !
ftood it but by the Rod : But Nefforins returned ‘
to his Monaftery by A##ioch ( Clsf}_[aj}om”s placey

and there liv’d four years in great peace and re- =
putation’j but then he was no longer to be there N
endured, but banifhed into ‘forein Countries, dri- - ‘
ven about in {ufferings, in ‘which he died.”~ And
Theodoret, it feems,was not well reconciled,when;
hearing of the death of Cyril; hic wrote to fob.
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 {0 grear was the rupture
thus made; that to this day it is ot healed, greac
part of the Eaft adhering then'to Nefforius; and
thofe Country-Chriftians being called Nefforian
Hereticks and out of the Church by the Papifts

‘to difgrace theri,becaufe they will not own theif

Pope.” Neftorins being thus condemned, Extyches «"
thought he would be far enough from his He-
feﬁe,- and faid, that the Union of Chris¥s two Ng- 1
saves made them to be bur one: This Herefie one i

T 2 Gounet!
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Council at Conftantunder. Elavian condenined:
Another after by rthei eountenance; oflthe Empes
rour acquir him :: The Emperour Theed. 2..c0Ms
mandetha General:Conncil again-at Ephdfes, and
maketh Dusfcorus. P‘tr‘ﬁdfm; wbor;b_"efigg. C}rzl’s

- Succeffor, though he had, held -to-his Doétriné

againft Negtorsus, for .the :Wapitsve Predivation's
and though he:profeffed that the Synod medlcd
not,de fide, butjabout -matter of Juftice, berween
Elayianand Eutyehes, yeg, countenanced by the
Emperour, he dominecred, and. by threatning
got all the General Council fave the Popes Le-
gates to fubfcribe .againfy Flawian, and-he was
beaten,: and died of ,the hurr, faich 8,7, Notes,
d_hoc, tam. horrendo; Epifcopersm. [uffragio fola
IV, qvicula.Petrﬁ incolumis emergens; falvatur. . The
whole Coupcil went,againft the Pope, and the
nghc : But furf‘:‘ Chrift’s uni_l‘(’d qurcs are in
{everal fenft s both. rwg-and one 5. but two. i the
primtary and moft proper fenfe. 13 qi 2o 7
...Thus you fee what unhappinefs; even , this
‘National Government of. Bithops in thofe good
times was lyable to. It was by Biftiops ftriving
who fhould be . chief that the Donarsfts fet up
againft the Catholicks, and the very MNovatsans
were not free ;. much lefs the /.ppatinqrian:,,aﬂd
moft others that caufed the Schifins of  thofe
times, in which che Bifhops were: almoft ever
the chief caufe. Even fuch worthy. men as
Theophilus, Alex.and Epsphanins could not endure
Chryfofton 5° fuch men-cjccted him. once and
again, 2s Theoduier faith he purpofd}’ijfbfaff‘,h
to name for reverence of their virtues, rAnd1
you come to the ‘fourth Great General Council

at Caloedon you will find the fame caufe of ldmetiﬂ;n
<alcedar ta
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tation, and that even worthy men in fuch temp=
tations are frail, when a new Emperour Martian
was on the other fide, ( the right; )when Diof~
corus had’ profeiied  that “he ‘was neither for
tranfmutation , divifion, nor ‘confufion of Cbr{ﬂ;;-
natures (and therefore was for diffunétion ;5 )
when the Egjprian Bithops profefled cheir confint
with /the Synod, only craving that they mighe
not be put to Anathematize Diofcoras 1ill they
had another Patriarch, but folong to delay ;
when they profefled that if they did, they were
fure to be killed when they came home, and
falling on the Earth cryed to their brethren
miferemini’ mifiremisi {pare us or kill us here;
yet they cry out herericks, herericks, away
with them, till the civil Judges refcued them:
and how many of thefe had bur lately fubfcribed
againft Flavianus at Ephefus, (& here were in one
point for Leo, and in another againtt him?) Leo’s
Epiftle which was for their caufe againft Diof-
corus they cryed up ; and condemned Diofcor#s
for excommunicating the Pope ; but the Ganon
for exalting  Conftantinople, they maintained
againft Leo’s will,and contemptuoufly cryed ount

Dui aliter [entinnt Romam ambplent 5 he that-

readeth the ¢lamonrs at this Council,and how the
fame Bifhops that had lately fubfcribed the con-
demnation of Flavianus with Diofcorus were
zealous here on the other fide, and cryed out
omnes peccavimus, excufing it by their fear of
threatnings and Souldiers, when a poor Chriftian
woman could have fuffered Martyrdom rather
than fin ; And he that readeth how aftér all this
they were {o ready to Anathematize others, and
to contemn the proftgate Egyprian Bifhops:will

2 =g think
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that he feeth the firt Council of Canflantineple
as defcribed by Nazianzesn here exemplified,
notwithftanding the honour that is due to them
for their orchodoxnefs.You fee in this much how

the great Bithops at the firft five General Councils

gNig.x.génﬂ. 1.Eph. 1.& 2.And Calced,)did carry
¥.But when they were afunder were they fetled,
& did they keep the Churches in concord by thefe
Councils 2 Let us but, for one inftance, confider

‘what followed this excellent Council of Calcedors

1. Leo the Bithop of Rome approved it againft
Diofcorys, but abhorred the 28th.Canon,which fet
up Conftantsnsple with equal priviledges,and that
above Alexandriaand Anioch: So that the Pope
refted not in this Council. 2, What fedition there
Was at Alexandriza upon the change made by
this Council all the daies of Martian, and of the

- murder of Proterins prefently ufter, Liberatus in

Breviario, and many other tell ar Jarge, 3. In
Faleftine the Monks thae had been at the Council,
returned lamenting that the faith was there be-
trayed, and ftird up their fraternity to refcind
the alls: They expelled Juvenal Bifhop of fe ufa-
lem 5 The Empre(s Endocia took their pare: They

killed Severianm Bifhop of Scythapolss : They

compelled men to commupicate with them :
They murdered Arbanafins a Deacon at fernfa-
lems for contradicting them, and gave his flefh ro
dogs ; They compelled Dorothens the Emperours
Lieurenant to joyn with them, ull after
20 months. Juavenal wasreftored Niceph. L. 15.c.
9. And in many Countries this contention fol-
lowed ; and the women Exudocia aud Pulcheria

‘bad no fmall hand in all, till Pulcheria procured

Ludicias Converfion to approye the Council.
SV eeas oy L 2 Vehere
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3. When Leo came to reign, the fedition revived

at Alexandria between the murderers of Pres
tersus: Timothy Elwrns made Bithop by the

Councils enemies, depofed by Leo, and Timothy,

. Salophaciolus pyt in his place, and all was in con-

fufion, The Egptian Bilhops write to the Empe-
rour againft the Eutychians 3 The Emperour fends
forth his circular letters for the Council; Viceph,
l15.¢ 17. 18. 19. 4. At Antioch, Petrus,
C :aphens ambitious of the Bifhoprick, 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 : Jdar-
z1rius, when he could do no good, forfook them,
with thefe words [ Clero revells et popnlo inobe-
dignti & ecclefie contaminara nuncinm vemitto |
Crapheus reviled the Council = Leo for this bani-
thed him : Srephanus,afriend of the Council,fuc-
ceeded him; him boyes killed with fharp quils
and caft him into the river for favouring the
Council © And Calendion fucceeding him, made
them Anachematize the aforefaid Cnaphens, Leo

‘being dead, diffolute Zeno reigned, Bajilifcas

taking advantage of his lewd life, vfurped the
Empire, and made ufe of the Schifms to promote
his ends : And firft publifheth his circular againft
the Council of Calcedon 5 to this faith Niceph. I.
16. ¢.4. befides the three Patriarchs no lefs than
five hundred Bifhops fubfcribed, and renounced
the Council. But Acacins of Conftantin. and Dav.
Columella pex{waded Bafilifcns quickly to write
clean contrary Letters for the Council, feeing
that this was like to prove the fironger fide.
And when Zeno was reftored, who was for the

Coungil, the fian Bifbops turned again, and"

4 wrote



