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how

hard of belief the moft of our
Brethren generally are that any good mould be done for
us by a Convocation or this Meeting. It is impojjible (they
are readier to fay) thai thofe—But Reverendly beloved,
I am perfwaded better things of you , and things that acI

know

indeed

I am perfwacompany Salvation, though they thus [peak.
ded that even this will ftimulate you to a greater ear-

nefinefs to

do them the more good

(

for fuch

Christia-

is

need to fay any thing (not
nity) , and that
any more than in the Tide) to pat you on this grateful
I have
task, The fame alfo which ye are forward to do
I fnall

not

:

to be impertinent in offering

Arguments to fuch

lefs need
but this
Wits, which were to bring Water to the Spring
is
to
which
beg
to
do,
of ycu
need
have
,
one thing I
if
in
any
thing the
that you will Pardon what is done ,
Author feems to prefume, or to be moreflender than he
ought, for want of more time and fearch, or does in any
I will alfo beg. of you more Two things ;
regard offend.
:

the O.

necef

is,

v

To

how you make more conditions
Communion with you , than Chrift
Communion with him
The Other

take heed

*o us for

you for
you
do not Tantalize your Brethren, or TrocraThat
is,
ftinate that Kindnefs (whatfoever it is) which you intend
requires or

:

towards thofe who are capable to receive it ; For we mufl
needs die, and are as water fp/ It upon the ground, which
cannot he gathered up again : Neither doth God refpeel any
perfon, yet doth he devife means that his banifhed be noi
expelled from him.
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©ft*.

3.

x*8*

of thefe Papers,

J.

H.

THE

THE

AUTHOR
TO

T

HE

READER
Til F

Con' roverfie amongd Trotfftauts is, \Vbcfber the Office of a Presbyter,
and Billiop be , according to the Holy Scriptures,
Greatejl thing in

and on a Jujl Determination of ibis QueJl ion
defends the Peace of our Cbmtb,
To affi>m, That the Bijlop and Treslyter are of different Orders
That the 'Power of Ordination is the

fame

the

?

,

Jole

That Ordination, only by
zoid and null, and that the Ordaining

Prerogative of Bifkops

'Presbyters

,

is

'em again by Eijhops

Church State

is

not

,

Re-Ordination

,

dejlroys the.

but of all other
,
Proteftants in the World, except of thofe in the Church
cf England , nulling their Miniftry , Sacraments 9 and
,

not

only of TJiifenters

Difcipline.

A
all

;

Comprehenfion therefore on
It's only an
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and Olftinacy in them, the
preted a Peevi/h Humour
in the 'L'ays of
Firft-Reformers
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Sentiments if
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the Eighth ,' Edward the Sixth, and Queen
Elizabeth , are Impartially Proposed and found to be

Henry
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ing Matters

fame with
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and, what will

of Church Government
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touch*
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T)ivu
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cculd 7)efcend lower than the laft of
but there $ no ?teed on't , and he muft acthat tho a great many Eminent Writers,

Author

Tloe

Elizabeth

;

knowledge ,
Learned Divines of the Church of England, ajferted this
Old- Reformer's principle ; yet the Canons of James I.
ran another way , and in his Reign the Learned were
"

divided

in

their Opinions about

the Office of Bifhop

and 'Presbyter; and fo they are at
~

this

very time:

be denied, that the Firft ReforHowever
adherd unto by Archbifhop Uflier , held the
mers
,~ which the Ttiffenters have all alohg ft ifly mainfame
it

cannot

,

and have Antiquity on their fide.
The Learned Garleton is Pofitive , that the Power
even of
of Order by all Writers , that He could fee

tain d,

,

the Church

Rome

,
of
from Chrift , given

is

underftood to be

Immediate-

Bifhops and Priefls, alike
by their Confecration , and that in this there was no
Difference between Papift and Proteftant ; whence it
follows, that the Divejfing the Parifh Presbyter of the
ly

Paftoral Office is

to all

but a late Invention.

Thus

The Author

to the Reader.

He

Afferts of that Tower of Order which
he difiingui/l eth from the Power of Jurifdi&ion , and

much

77' us

includes

And
,

according to the moji taking Opinion

,

who feorid to he Jomewhat Zealous for
the Tower of JunldidHon was peculiarly ap~

amongll tho/e
Prelacy
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the
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ing Orders
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,
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but
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remain /owe Convincing //fiances of
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that there
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In
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the Cafe of a Bilhop's
will only obferve what is

its

Sufpenfion , if$ clear ;
at
this time mofl
ob-

vious.

On

of the

the Sufpenfion

Canterbury,
All EccUfuftical and Spiritual Jurifdiltion I e longs to
the Dean and Chapter
who are but Presbyters
as
is daily
Afjerted in thefe words.
Njs Johannes %\V~
lotfoti
Sacrx Theologiae ProfeiTbr , Decanus Ecclefia:
CathCdralis
Metropolitans Chrifti Cant', lit Ejufdem
Ecclefae Capituhm, ad qu s Omnig, $ omntmotja JutiU
Archbi.fJjop of

,

,

&

tiftfto

fepiritttaiis,

Cant.

pertwuit
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ad Arch/epifcopum
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fettle
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,
,

Learned Archbifhop Ufher'j" Model,
will as to Matters of Church Government End the
Controverfie
between the Moderate Epifcopal , and
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Author need do no more than only
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Introduction.

of the late Deliverance
in of being overturn'd
by the Papists , muft be of an Opinion , that the
many Dhiftons, amongft our felves, had too great
a hand in bringing on us what was the true Ground of our
Danger ; that we can never be perfectly free from the Fears
of a Return, fo long as our Breaches remain Uncured; and,
that, it's abfolutely neceffary, that every cne do his Part towards the Settlement of a Lifting Vnion amongft Proteftants, as
the ftrongeft Bulwark againft Popery.
,

Thus much

Mind

•,

I

are moft fenfible

the Dangers

we were

count

for, at this

is very manifeft to every Coniidering
time, Proteflants, of all Perfwafions, feem

to be defrrous of it.
Although the^e are different Apprehenfions

about the
whether by an Indulgence only ;
or, whether by Indulgence , and Comprehenfion , yet is there
no doubt, that I know , about the Vnion it felf and feeing
an Indulgence is already given, Extending Liberty of Conference even to the Quakers* and a Bill of Comprehenfion is at this
time on the Anvil , I will humbly offer my thoughts con-

Means of

attaining

it,

as

,

;

cerning it.
That fuch as are only for an Indulgence will be angry with
this Eflay, is no other than I expect.
However, the Argu-

B

ments

(

2

)

ments for a well-EftablihYd Comprehenfion influencing me
more than the Difpleafure of any Party of Men on Earth , I
am refolv'd in God's ftrength, to do the utcermoft in me Jyeth
towards the obtaining it.
It is a Concernment for the Proteftant Faith, the Salvation
of Souls, the Glory of God, that puts me on this work 3 ail
which have been Endangered through that want of Powerful
Preachers in Parifh Churches, which hath been the Effect of
our Divifions.
I blefs God, there are fo many Faithful and Laborious Minifters in Publicly Places, and yet, considering how few thefe
are in comparifon of the Churches wants, I cannot but lament the Deplorable Condition of'Thoufands in this Nation, who on this occafion are like Eternally to Periih, and
pray the Lord of the Harveft to Open the Door, that more
Labourers may" enter in , even men of the moft Tender Confciences, who, no doubt, will be the mofl fuccefsful in their
Miniflry.
In Queen Elizabeths^ and James the Firft's days , it fo fell
out, that aftricl: Injunction of Snbfcription Depriv'd the Church
of the Labours of feveral Divines eminent for their Learning,
Holinefs of Life, and Converfation.
Confult the Complaint, Prefented to the Right Honourable
the Lords of Her Majefties Council, and their Lordihips Anfwtr: The Copy of a Letter , written by a Gentleman in the
Countrey to a Londoner , touching the Anfwer to the Archbi^ \
?
Articles : The Lamentable Complaint of the Commonalty
by
way of Supplication to the High Court of Parliament for a
Learned Miniftry, and youl fee, that for Non- conformity
fome of the moft Confcientious, and Painful Preachers were
brought to the Barr, Marfhalled with the vrorft Malefactors,

Arraigned, Condemned , New Chriftned with the
odious name of Vuritan , Depriv'd, to the Advancement
of
Popery, Debauchery, Atheifm, and to the great
Declenfion

Indi<5ted>

of

the,

Power of

Godlinefs.
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" Preaching went hand in hand together, until Archbimop
"Grindah Difgrace , and Hatfield's hard conceit of Prophecybrought the flowing of thofe good Graces to a ftill
name of a Papift fmelt rank even in their own
; the
" Noftrils, and for pure mame to be accounted fuch they re" forted duly both to our Churches , and Exercifes ; But
" when they faw their great Coryphaus Saunders had (lily pin" ned the name of Puritan upon the fleeves of the Proteftants
" that encountred them wkh'mojl Courage, and perceiv'd that
&
the Word was pleating to fome of our own fide, they took
" heart at Grafs, to fet little by the Service of God , and
mofc Men grew to be frozen
"Duty to their Soveraign.
" in Zeal and benummed , that whofoever (as the worthy
" Lord Keeper Bacon obferv'd in thofe days) pretended a
" little fpark of Eameftmfs, he feemed no lefs than red fire
" hot , in comparifon of the other. And as fome fare the
" worfe for an ill Neighbour's fake dwelling befide them ;
" fo did it betide the Proteftants, who, feeking to curb the
" the Papifts, or reprove an idle Drone, were incontinently
" branded with the Ignominious note of Precifum , all which
u
wind brought plenty- of water to the Pope's Mill, and there
tc
will mod Men grind where they fee Appearance to be

"

ing,

" water

well ferved So far Sir Robert Cotton.
And as the difgracing Godly Minifters by faftning the
names of'Puritan , Precifian , &c. on 'em, and the laying
J
em afide from the publick exercife of their Miniftry, did
Popery, fo 'twill ftill,
in the Reign of Elizabeth give life to
are now denied enthat
and all thofe Proteftant Minifters

<c

:

in difgrace amongft
trance into the Parifh Churches will be
fo
fuccefsful amongft
half
not
the People and their Miniftry
it.
thofe that moftly need
The wider therefore the Church Doors are made,the greater
will be the number of Pious and Painful Preachers , the
greater the Advantage on Truth's fide, and the greater Dis-

couragement on the other hand.

Door may be made

wide enough to anfwer
the defired End, feeing our Governours are inclin'd to lay
afide the ftrict ufe of Ceremonies, with fome more oftenfive
Impofitions there is this one thing, to wit, The Ordering, and
Declaring

But

that the

(

o

Declaring the Government of the Church to he novo no other, but
what it was held , and intended to be by the fir ft Reformers,

humbly apprehend, be the moft Effectual Expedient
World.
Some of our Clergy have Notions about Church-Government, very DifTonant from what the Gentry, and Parliament
will,

as I

of any

elfe in the

Men have

,
and the fir ft Reformers heretofore had , and it's
feared by fome thinking Perfons, that the Laws, yet in Being,
have Eftablifhed a Government in the Church, very different
from what the Legislators, I mean , the King, the Temporal
Lords and Commons generally defigned.
The Government fettled in the Church by the firft Reformers, and ftill fuppofed by our Gentry to continue, is
confiftent enough with the Church (rate of all other Proteftants ; but that , which is really Eftablilhed by Law is
InconnYtent with , and Deftructive of it , driving many
Learned Godly Proteftant Divines from that Conformity
which is at this time made neceflary to the Exercife of
their Miniftry in Parifh Churches.
To clear thus much is (methinks) one of the moft neceflary things to be attempted , and the very next ftep to be
taken towards the feeling a Compreheniion , which will be of
validity with Judicious Men.
What were the Sentiments of the Firft-Reformers about
Epifcopacy, and Church Government , during Queen Elizabeths
'

with the greateft impartiality declare, as near
can in their own words, and add fome Arguments to (hew, that the moft efte&ual way to fettle fuch
a Corner ehenfion as will beft fecure the Proteftant Religion,
is the Forming and Framing the Government of the Church,
according to the Sentiments of our Eirft -Reformers-, which in
the Learned Aixhbimop /L{/k/s Reduction of Epiicopacy, I take
to be very happily copied out unto us.
I will begin with thofe who liv'd in Henry the Eighth's
days
for then began the Reformation.
Reign,

I will

as poflibly
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CHAP,
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CHAP.
The Senje of our
the

this

INgood

Fuji

Ekhth's
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Reformers

in

Henry

'Days.

King's Reign Tindall, Lambert and Barnes, Men of
Learning, and blefled Martyrs, fealing the Truths

they profefled with their Biood , ftruggled ftrenuoufly
of Church Government.
Tindall, looking on Corruptions in Difcip ine to be a principal occaiion of that greater Deluge of Enormities in the
Church, prefleth for a Reduction of all things in the Difcipline to the Apoftolical Jnfiitution , and therefore makes Enquiry after thole Officers, the Apoftles Ordained in Chrift's
Church, and what their Offices were , and gives us an account
of his Perfwafion of it thus " Wherefore the
Ttndaliy Pra« Apoftles following and obeying the Rule,
" Doarine and Commandment of our Saviour
precis.
for a Reformation

f

:

" Jeius Chrift , Ordained in his Kingdom and
" Congregation
OFFICERS one called after the
" Greek word Bijhop
in Eugliflr an Overfeer , which fame

TWO

.•

,

"was called

Priefi after

the Gree\, Elder in

Englifli

,

becaufe

" of his Age, Difcretion, and Sadnefs 5 for he was as nigh
" as could be always an Elderly Man. And this Overfeer hath
" put his hands unto the Plough of God's Word , and fed
" Chrift's Flock, and tended them only, without looking to
" any other Bulinefs in the World. Another Officer they
"chofe, and called him Deacon, after the Greek,, a ^inifier in
" Englij}}, to Minifier the Alms of the People ur.to the Poor, ard
" Needy. For in the Congregation of Chrift, love maketh
" every Man's Gifts and Goods common to the Neceffity of

I-^Hder

"his Neighbour
There is Preshyteros called
" an EUer by birtll > Which fame is called imme '
" diately a Bijliop, or Overfeer, to declare what
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anfwered,
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could no further go than to St. Paul's
Text, which, fet in every City a Bi(hop. Then asked he
<c
me, whether I thought it unright (feeing the Ordinance of
"the Church , that one Bifhop mould have fo many Cic<
ties ? I anfwered , that I knew no Ordinance of the
"Church, as concerning this thing, but Su Paul's Saying
" only ? Neverthelefs I did fee a contrary Cuftom and Pra<c
6tice in the World , but I know not the original thereof.
<c
Then faid He, There were divers Cities, fome feven Miles,
<c
fome fix Miles long, and over them was there fet but one
"Bijhop, and of their Suburbs alfo; fo likewife now a Bijhop
cc
has alfo but one City to his Cathedral Church , and the
,

That

I

t(

" Country about
" far fetch'd, but

Suburbs to it. Methought this was
I durft not deny it, becaufe it was fo great
" Authority, and of fo Holy a Father , and fo great a Divine.
" But this I dare fay, that his Holinefs could never prove it
" by Scripture, nor yet by any Authority of Drs. nor yet
c<
by any Practice of the Apoflles, and yet it muft be true,
" becaufe a Pillar of the Church has fpoken it : But let us
" fee what the Drs. fay to mine Article. Athanafipu doth
il
declare this Text of the Apoftle, / have left thee behind jkc.
u He would not commit unto one Bijhop a whole Tide, but he
"did injoyn, that every City mould have his Proper Pafior ,
" fuppofmg, that by this means they mould more diligently
" Overfee the People—
Alfo chryfoUom on that fame
" Text He -would not that a whole Country (hould be permitted
it

as

:

a unto One man, but He enjoyned to every man his Cure, by that
" means he knew, that his Labour Jhould be more eafle, and the
" Subjects Jliould be with more Diligence Govern d , if the Teali
chers were not diflratl with the Governing of many Churches,
" but had €mt , and Charge of one (Onttcl; only, &c. Me.

" thinks thefe be plain words,and able to move a man to fpeak
" as much as I did
But I, poor Man, muft be an Heretick,
" there is no Remedy, you will have it fo, and who is able to
" fay nay ? Not all Scripture, nor yet God Himfelf So far thefe
three Worthies.
About this time the Notion of thefe blefied Martyrs found
refpecl: amongft thofe, that bore a great Figure in the Church.
The Author of the True Difference between the Regal Power
and

(9

)

and the Ecclefiafiical , gives countenance unto it, and at laft
Cramner with many others fell in with it, and it became a
Point eftabliuYd by Authority, as may be feen in the Necejfary
Erudition of a Cbriftian Man , where , after the Defcription
given of the Office of Prietti and Deacons,iis affirmed, Li That
l<
of thefe '&UJ0 £DjncrjB Olll? Scripture makes exprefs mention,

and that
tlCV?

we may

OBlp

,

that

not miitake 'em,

is to

fay,

Pricfls,

it's

added, of thefe two !®i*
Scripture makes

and Deacons,

, and how they were conferred by the Apoflles by
Prayer, and Impoftion of hands.
Beiides, The Defcription
they give of the Office of a Bifhop or Prieft, for when they

exprefs mention

fpeak of the Divine Inftitution, they make no diftin&ion between 'em; it's thus: The Office confists in true Preaching and^
Teaching the Word of God unto the People, in Difpenfing and Minifiring the Sacraments , in ConfecraUng and Offering the bleffed
Eody and Blood of Christ in the Sacrament of the Altar, in loafing

and

ajfoyling

from Sin fitch Perfans as

be forry

and

truly pe-

fame, and Excommunicating fuch as be guilty in manifest Crimes, and will not be reformed otherwife, and finally in
Praying for the whole Church of Chris? , and especially for the
Flockcommitted to them. Thus there are but two Orders only,
nitent for the

that is to fay, Priefts and Deacons, no third Order 5 Bilhops
therefore muft be of the fame Order with Priefts, and their
Office the fame, and the Superiority of one above the other
only by Humane Ordinance and Appointment. And whereas
(fay they) we have thus fummarily declared what is the Office and
Mimftration which in Holy Scriptures has been committed to Bi-

and Priests, and in what things it confifteth , as is afore rehearfed, we think it expedient and necejfary, that all men fljould
be advertised, and taught, that all fuch Lawful P wer and Au+
thorityof any one Bifhop [or Priest- , for they are in the fenfe

fliops

of thefe Great Divines the fame] over another -ere , and be
given them by the Confent, Ordinance, and Pofitive Laws of Men
only, and not by any Ordinance of God in Holy Scripture.
So far
the Necejfary Erudition.

Thus in Henry the Eighth's days , the Biihop and Frieft of
the fame Order according to the Scriptures , and their Office the fame , the Difference therefore between 'em and
the Government that is grounded thereupon by Prelatick

C

Bilhops

(

Bifhops

Archbifhops,

,

&c

io
is

)

only by the Poficive

Laws

of Men.

made or the Fim&ions and Divine lnftituof Bijhops and Friesls, fubfcrib'd by Thomas Cromwell , the
Archbifhops of Canterbury and Tor^ , and

In a Declaration
tion

C(M»r«/« *fo

A

divers other Bifliops,Cm//4»j, and Learned
" As touching
tn of'Tfeforml Men ic is thus Refolved.Orders.
will,
"
Sacrament
of
Holy
the
t'm , p. 321, &c.
" That all Bifhops and Preachers mall in" ftruct and teach our People committed by us unto their Spithat Chrift and his Apoftles
ritual Charge. Firit,
" did inftitute and ordain in the
Teftament, that befide

V

^f""

,

We

How

New

the Civil Powers, and Governance of Kings and Princes,
"which is called in Scripture Poteftas gladii, the Power of
"the Sword, there mould be alfo continually in the Church
" Militant, certain other Jvlinifters, or Officers, which mould

''

"have Spiritual Power , Authority and Commiflion under
V Chrift to Preach and Teach the Word of God unto his Peot{
pie, and to Difpenfe and Adminifter the Sacraments of
" God unto them 5 and by the fame to confer and give the
" Grace of the Holy Ghoft, toconfecrate the blefled Body of
Sacrament of the Altar, to loofe and abfoile
which be duly penitent , and forry
c'
for the fame 5 to bind and Excommunicate fuch as be Guilty
Cl
in manifeft Crimes and Sins, and will not amend their defaults, to order and confecrate others in the fame room,
" Order Office whereunto they be called
admitted them<J
Chrift's
People
like
feed
to
good Pafiors
finally,
and
felves
calleth
them,
with
their
the
Apoftle
wholeRettors,
as
"and
" fom Do&rin. and by their continual Exhortations and Moc
Sin and Iniquity fo much as in
? nitions to reduce them from
<c
them lieth, and to bring them unto perfect Knowledge the
" perfect Love and Dread of God , and unto the perfect
u Charity of their Neighbours.
That this Office , this
u Power and Authority was committed and given by Chrift
" and his Apoftles unto certain Perfons o»/y, that is to fay,
(t
unto P*iefb, OR BifljOpg, whom they did EleB, call and ad" mit therennto by their Prayer, and Jmpofuion of their hands,
And to the intent the Church of Chrift mould never
S

"Chrift
tf

from

in the

Sin, all Perfons

&

&
•-,

——

1

"be

"mandedby

the Apofiles

"

A

c

lom

"

cS
Ett™L

certain Offices to execute
in the

" lowed undoubtedly the
" Teftament
there

is

m

" Orders, but

yet

he

TfurhT

only

"remony uffhntlZ

?

P."!

e «>tuw,

e f th e
?
r°(
6
1
foI "
-n ?pv' Uf
r
ln the
ld
/
f? ,
,he f-

'J^'f
ill/,
of&Zl* ^nZ^-k

;

damed and Com -

& M
Z&MfbSS
feS'
Perf™ ,%JaV? ^J
lv r ^ ,1

" be applied and
" unto fuel, other

°"
TV?-"

^°

™? TefiOkm

0t

^"""MW

dS^jfflg* * ^ -her

Teftamem, belongs inrorhl
the Bifl.oprtherfbeing
no'

£

{eC^ ed in

i»

Ce-

^

the *?">

™Gr-h
^ees^Dmi^
a«
Y"
and confequently no Wriori^Tffr/ 2nd /^' <* *^
e of a B fto
ders,

>

butonyofzwf,™

'

f-

flnCilons in

•«

fo
?

WT

a Prieft to be found Fn the Nil
Hmry the Eighths davs

C2

™

Teflam<

»

P abwe
during King
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CHAP.

II,

The Judgment of the Reformers
7)ays the

[awe 'twas in

in

Henry

Law

no Difference by Divine

Edward

the Sixth"

the Eighth's, holding

between

a Bifhop

and

Presbyter.
the Firft Year of
INParliament
paffed
,

Edward the

Sixth's Reign , an Ac! of
Declaring the Epifcopal

furliciently

of the Presbyter, to
was affirm'd , That all
Authority of Jurifdi&ion Spiritual is derived and dedu&ed
from the King's Majefty, as Supream Head of thefe Churches
of England and Ireland.
c<
The Defign of this Law as Dr. Heylin has it , was to
" wea n tne Authority of the Epifcopal Order, by
^
Hijl.idw.6.
"forc i n g them from their ftrong hold of Divine
s
F
" Jnfiitution, and making them no other than the
" Kings Minifters only, His Ecclefiaftical Sheriffs (as a man
" might fay) to execute his Will, and difperfe his Mandates.
in this King s Reign
in
Dr. Voynet Bifhop of Winchester
Stephen
Gardiner , tho' fent out
by
writ
Anfwer unto a Book
Under the Name of Dr. Martin, about the^ Marriage of Trie(Is,
doth fufficiently fhew that the Reformers in thofe days were
great Approvers of Calvin's Notions about Church Government and therefore willing to lay afideeven the very Name
BiJIiop, and make ufe of the Names [Superintendent, Minister,
"And further,
Senior, Elders, &c. j for thefe are his words.
" whereas it pleafeth Martin, not only in this place, but alio
" hereafter, to Jeft at the Name [Superintendent^] he ihew" eth himfelf bent to condemn all things that be good. Who
" knoweth not, that the Name LBifiop'] hath to been abu" fed , that when it was fpoken , the People understood no-

Order as diftinct from, and above
be wholly from the Crown for

that
it

;

,

,

'

'

,

,

,

" thing elfe but a great Lord, that went in a white Rochet, with
" a wide Jhaven Crown, and that carritth an Oyl Box with him,
where-

(

I?

wherewith he ufeth once in [even years, riding about to Confirm
to bring the People from this abn[e,
"what better means can be devifed than to teach the Peo-

" Children, &c.
'

l

"

Now

by another \\ ord out of the Scriptures of
the farre Signification, which thing by the term [Supcrm-

pie their Error

li

would

time have been well brought to pafs
lpoken amongft the Unlearned lig" nified to them nothing Ids than a Treacher of Cod's Word,
" becaufe there was not, nor is any thing more rare in any
" Order of Eccleliaftical Perfons than to fee a Biihop
* Preach.
—I deny not, but the name \_Bifliop] may be well
c
taken, but becaufe the Evilnefs of the Abufe hath marred
" the Goodnefs of the Word, it cannot be denied but that
"it was not amifs to joyn for a time another word with it
" in his place , whereby to reftore that abufed word to his
" Right Signification.
Oh how the Fapifls would tri" umph over us, if they had like proof for the names (T fay)
"of Pope, Cardinal, Canon, Prebendary, Mon\^ &C. as we,
" that profefs Chrift have for the maintainance of the terms
" and names (Superintendent , Minifter, Seniors, Elders, Brelt
thren,) andfuch like by us ufed.
The Refolution Archbiihop Cranmer gave to the Queftions oropounded by Edw. 6. approved by the
c
Biihopot St. Jlfaph,Therleby, Redman and Cox, fc&^£*~
tcnder.t~]

1

The name

in

[Bifliop]

,

—

'

,,

makes

manife'ft , that thefe great Reformers
not Epifcopacy as a Diftinct Order from Presbytery,
of Divine Right, but only as a prudent Conftitution of the
Civil Magiftrate for the better Governing the Church. " la
" rheApoftles time ({ays Cranmer) when there
u was
no Chriitian Princes by- whofe Autho- RefaL to q. *.
f$
rity Minifrers of God's Word might be ap" pointed, nor Sins by the Sword corrected, there was no Re'
medy then for the Correction of Vice , or appointing o£
" Miniffers, but only the confent of Chriflien multitude by
" themfelfe, by an Uniform confent to follow the advice and
" perfwafion of fuch Perfons^ whom God had moif endued
u with the Spirit
Sometime
of wifdom and counfaile.
"the Apoftles and other unto whom God had given abui>
" dandy his Spirit , fent or appointed Miniiters ci Goes
it

owned

,

,

"Word,

i

J

—

4

;

Word,fometime the People did choofe fuch as they thought
" meet thereunto.
"
The Bifoops and Trims were at one time,

tl

,

Refol. to

Qjto.

Refoi.

toQu.

Refol.

toQ.ii.

an j w€re mt tvoo dife n ft Things^ but both one Of
" fee in the Beginning of Chrift's Religion."The People before Chriftian Princes were,
" commonly eledted their Bifhops and Priefts.—
" In the New Testament, he that is appointed
" to be a Bifhop or Pried , needeth no confeii

" cration by the Scripture
" pointing thereto is fufficient.

5

for Election or ap-

Excellent Perfon "(faith a Reverend Divine
of the Church of England) in whofe Judgl
Tbe mvl
^l ment nothing is more clear than his afcrivllZeZ ExmineX bing the particular Form of Government
in the Church to the Determination of the
p. 390, &c.
Supream Magistrate.

Thus

far that

^^

CHAP.

HI.

Pilkington Bifhop of Durham,
Jewel Bifhop of Salisbury , Whit gift Archbijhop of
Canterbury , of the fame Opinion with Tindail, Lambert, Barnes, and the Reformers in King Edwards

Aley Bijhop of Exeter

,

Time.

INtionQueen
any
MeyV

L^

^

is

Mans

Poor

Tom.i.pag.
:

Reign

the firft I find to menthe Office of Bifljops and Priefts,
Dr. Alley Bilhop of Exeter, in his Mif-

Elizabeth's

thing about

cdUnea on
fa

his third

^

Trdetkim

Year ljfo on

read at

^
,

word

Bifhops.

"What

difference is between a Bifhop and a Prieft,
Hierome writing ad Titnm, doth declare, whofe words
" be thefe
Idem eft ergo Presby/er, qui Epiftopus^ c.
Prieft
" therefore is the fame that a Bifhop is. And before Schifms

"

St.

:

A

"and

(

« and Factions

by the

I*

of the Devil begun in Reliwas faid among the People
I am
,
Pauls lam Apollos, I am of
the Churches were Governed virlp the Common Councel of the Priesls
(or Elders^
fK that
ei
one thought thofewhomhe
7
Baptiu.
cc ?"/ e S nd n ° C Ch
s
c wa
decreed
'
^
throughout
>
«*£
u that
f
the World
one of the i
Priefts or Elders mould be
chofen to be fet over the reft unto
whom all the care
(or charge) of the Church mould
appertain , and that the
beginnings of Schifms fliould be
taken away. Some do
think, that it is not the fentence
of the Scriptures, but
ours, that a Biflipp and Prieft,
(or Elder) are one thing,
and they do alfo think the one to be
a name of Age
and the other to be a name of Office.
Let them read
again thewords of the Apoftle to
the Phtlippians, faying,
Paul andLTimotheus the Servants
of Jefi Cbrift, to all the
Sams mChrift Jefi, which are at Philippos,
with the BiJbops and Deacons, Grace and Peace be with
you, & C
Philippi
is one of the Cities of Macedonia.
And truly there could
not be many (as they are called; Biihops
in one City.
But becaufe at that time they called thofe
Biihops, which
6
gion, and before

it

inftinft

C^,

7

/f

w.

.

'

they did alfo call Pnefts (or Elders)
therefore indifferenthe fpake of Biihops, as of Priefts (or
Elders).
It may
yet (eem doubtful to fome, unlefs it be
approved by other
Tefhmonies. In the ASls of the Aposlles it is
written,

ly
cc
'

that
came *?
he fent to Epbefiu, and
r
the Pnefts (or Elders) of the fame
Church, unto
among other things he faid thus, Attend to your

T Ap^

TF*
did call
whom

Wktm,

le

u

And here mark you diligently, how that he
the Pnefts or Elders of that one City
of Ephefm ,
afterwards call them Bifaops, Sec. And Veser

[elves,

&c.

calling

did

took

his

which

name of

the firmnefs of his Faith, in his Epiftle
iaitn, / your fellow Elder do befeech the
Elders that are a~
mong yon
AC Hieronimus.
Thefe words are alledg'd,
Uaitn biihop
ley
that it may appear, Priefcs among the
Elders, to have been even the fame
that Biihops were,
But it grew by little and little,that the whole charge
and care
fhoujd be appointed to one Biihop within his
Precinft, that
the beeds of Diflention might be utterly
»

&c U

A

)

rooted out.

In

(

16

)

the Bilhop adds out of
In his
y
u
&c. Like as PrieftS do
Prefbyteri
Stent
St. Jerom,
y
Cuftom of the Church,
the
fubjeel;
b>y
be
to
know themfelves
So let the Bithem
over
Ruler
made
is
which
unto him
Priefts, rather
than
the
greater
are
they
that
know,
fliops

Second Tome

p. 15.

M
"
"
w by

:

Cuslom, than ty

f fo

verity of Bifpenfation giver? of the

w Zor^. He faith alio in another place, with the old Fathers,
" the Bilhops were the fame that the Priefts were for the
" name of one is the name of Dignity and the other of
5

,

c;

Age and Time. So far Bilhop Aley.
The next I meet with is Pi'k^'ngton, Bilhop of

Durefme, the

Author of the Confutation of an Additioh with an Apology,
written, and caft in the Streets of Wesl-Che&er againft the
Caufes of Burning Paul's Church in London , declared by the
Bilhop at Paul's Crofs.
The Bifhop did at Paufs Crofs Exhort the people to take
the burning of Pauh to be a warning of a greater Plague
to follow to the City of London , if amendment of Life be
..
not had in all Eftates, the Author of the AddiZ
",
tion (aPapift- notwithftanding what Heylin
*

Sp

faith to the contrary,

Papifts afcribe it to

fome

when he tells us that the
ZmnglUn Faction,

practice of the

out of their hatred unto all Solemnity and Decency in the
Service of God, perform'd more pun&ually in that Church
for Examples fake than in any other in the Kingdom) imputes it to the laying afide of the midnight Mattins, forenoon
Maffes formerly had in the Churchy and Anthems and Prayers in the Steeple.

This Bilhop, a Pcrfon of great Learning and good Temper, in

Anfwer

to this Paper, doth in the Sixth year of the

Queens Reign, thus exprefs himfelf. "Yet remains one
" doubt unanfwered in thefe few words, when he faith that
,

u the
cc

w
M
u
u
"

Government of the Church was committed to Bifiops, as
tho' they had received a Larger and Higher Commijfwn
from God, of Dotlrine and Btfcfaline than other Lower
Priefts and Minifters have , and hereby might challenge
a greater Prerogative.
But this is to be underftocd , that
the Privileges and Superiorities which Bifhop
ave above
ether Minifters, are rather granted by Man, for maintain.

ing

«

"
"
"
w
"

m

Common-wealths,
ing of better Order and Quietnefs
Minifters have
than Commanded by God in his Word.
but
better Knowledge and Utterance fome than other
God's Commiflion and
their Minifcry of <£qual Dignity.
Commandment is like , and indifferent to all , Prieft, Bimop, Archbilhop , Prelate , by what name foever he be
•,

—_

Commentary on i Chap. Tit.
is all One , and in his Epiftle
Pried
fays, that a Bithop and
<* ad Evagrium he fays , That the Bifhop wherefoever he be,
If they [the
"is of the fame Power and Priefthood.
" PapiftsU were not too much blinded in their own foolilhM nets, they might fee in the laft Subfidy granted in the
" time of their own Reign, that they grant thofeto be their
" betters and above them, from whence they receive their
* Authority. The Parliament gives them and their Collegers Power to Sufpend, Deprive and Interdict any Prieft,
" that Pays not the Sub(idy In that doing they grant the
" Parliament to be above them, and from it to receive their
" Power.-- I had not thought to have faid fo muchonthefe
" his few words,and yet much more hangs on this their Opinion
" of claiming their Ufurped Power above Princes and other
*;

ca u ec

|

Saint Jerome in his

"

:

—

"Minifters.

_

.

,.

The Learned Bifliop Jewel is of the fime
Mind with this Author, and thus much he dethe
livereth, not as his private Opinion, but as
" Furthermore
England,.
of
Church
fenfe of the
lawfully,
"
fay , That the Minifter ought
" duly,& orderly to be preferred to thatOffice of

b

.

^V-

£f*

g£ jgj J
*

we

cb. 6.

DMf.

5.

* the Church of God, and that no man hath
« power to wrefthimfelf into the Holy Miniftry
« at his own pleafure That Chrift hath given to his Minivers Power to bind, to loofe, to open, to (hut 5 That the
and inut"Minifter doth execute the Authority of binding
" ting, as often as he (hutteth up the Gate of the Kingdom ot
ch.j. Divif.f*

;

•,

Unbelieving and Stubborn Perions, denouneverlafting Puniihcing unto them God's Vengeance , and
<c
out from the
them
(hut
quite
or elfe when he doth
merit
u .°*
on
tc
E*™"™^
open
by
"bofomof the Church,
f" n ,f
" doubt, what Sentence foever the Minifter of Godlball^ve

« Heaven

againft

"

•,

-

^ in this fort,

God himfelf doth io well allow it, that, whathere in Earth by their means is loofed and bound
himfelf will loofe and bind, and confirm the fame

" foever

"God

in
feeing one word is given to all, and
one
only Key belonged) to all, we fay, there
one only
"Power of all Minifters, as concerning opening and flmting

"Heaven.——And

vb«

At
was

time fo much was given the Pried , that no
room
make the Bifliop of an Order diftin<a from him
Keys belong d to all Minifters , to the Prieft as well
this

to

left

The

•

as

Bifliop.
Part. i.

mvi[.

«
(c

,c

Ch.

*" th

il

f

D€fe

England,

s.
1

,r-

•

1

cular in

rt

P?

A^ °
f
TLearned
Bimop
l

\

°"y

& Q Ch ""b Of
more full and
"In St. Jeroms
f

is

his AfTertions.

{.

time Qiai.Ch he) there were Metropolitans, Archbifkops.
Archdeacomy and others, but Chrift appointed not thefe
Ditfin§*Wj of Orders from the beginning. Thefe names are not
ou " d "> al the Scriptures This is the thing vs hich
i,
we def

M^

t

Cl

th

°

this

rT

faith

?*&

"

co
&c L Bifhops unAuthority over Priefts more by
Cufim, than by Order of God's Truth.
Erafmm fpeaking
u
Of the times of
faith, that Idtemporis idem
erat Evil
((

« j a T'
derftand,

'

^that.they are in

Sacerdos,

copus

.

a

PneB,

JWW
& Presbyter.

Presbytery at that time

Tothe Teftimpny of jerom,

%&&

-

——

Thefe three names PifhL
were all one
-.

the Bifhop adds that of St. A«.
e
ffice of a Bi,ll
°P * a bove

19
ay in 8
TI
'f
D /l not by Authority
the Office of
a Pneft,
of the Scriptures
«ames of Honour , which the cuflom
of the
«rnf
Church hath now obtained.
,.-^

?^

-

^^

™*

?

m

B/ ?PJ n P/fence of the Church of
r
England,
had affirm'd , That againft die
i.
Sacred
Scripture, neither Law, nor
j
Ordinance nor
^ght to-be heard, no, thq'.iW himfelf^oran
Angel^om Heaven ftould come, ahdteagh riiecontrary.

Tart

r.

w«

ck

9:

Wftto

rJ^m
cwatnd

JTg *W

the fame is
denmthmneceffary

1'
mSb v

W

**&**

to Salvation be
*****
the Scriptures, then whatever is
not in them contained
not neceffary if not neceffary
, why [hould we be ll

y

4«#WJC 7henawaX wnh

JT
Father, have faid

KenomU

«M Traditions at 4
not what the

f° flicks-— Remember ym

,

of'tbeNecefity of Traditions

>—

9

(

19)

If we go about to rejett the Cufoms that be not fet forth in Wri-we jkall bring the Preaching of the Faith but to a bare
name. For fo they were taken for Hereticks , who denied the Diftinclion of a BiJIwp, and a Prjcft, &C.

ting—

Jewel K)oyns , " This [in the Margirf] is an Untruth, for
"hereby both St. Paul and St.Jerom, and other good men are
" condemn'd of Herefie
But what meant Mr. Harding
" here to come in with the Difference between Priefts and
" BiJliGps ? thinketh he that frietfs and Bifiops hold only by
" Tradition ? cr is it fo horrible a Herefie as he makes it, to

"fay,

"

all

Thztby

Om t

or,

a

the Scriptures of GocI,

knoweth he how

far,

BiJJiop

and to

and a Prieh are
reacheth

whom he

" the name of an Heretick ? Verily, chryfofiom faith, Between
" a Bifhop and a Pried, in a manner there is no difference
5
"St.Jero?n faith fomewhat in a rougher fort, I hear fayj
" There is one become fo peeviih , that he fetteth 'Deacons
" before Priefts, that is to fay, before Bifhops; whereas the
" Apoftle plainly teacheth us, that Priefts and Bifhops are all
"one. St. Austin faith, what is a Bifhop but the fife Briefer
"that is to fay , the Higheft Prieft ? fo faith -Saint Ambrofe,
" There is but One Ordination of Pries! and' Bifliop, for both
" of them arePriefts, but the" Bifhop is the fisl. All thefe
"and other Holy Fathers, together with St. laid [he Apoftle,
" for thus faying, by Mr. Har dings Advice, muft be held for

" Hereticks.
Befides , as the Bifhop
Bifhop and Presbyter to

very exprefs in his aliening a
according to Chrift's Inftitution
all one 5 He is no lefs (b in granting that the
Bifhop has received from the Prince the feve- £^/i g£*
" I
ral Privileges he has above a Presbyter.
^ grant there be -many fpecial Privileges granted upon- great
" and juft Confiderations of the n.eer fazour cf tin lru.ee, th;.t
" a Prieft being found negligent , orotherwife emending
in
" his Miniftry, fliouid be convinced and puaiffieiL not by the
"Temporal and Civil Magiftrate, bu: by the Dikretionof
" the Bi(hop.
Mr. Hardwg muft remember that ai] thefe,'
"and other like Privileges paffed unto the Clergy from the
" Prince, and not from God j and proceed only of fecial ¥*is

K

"

,

.

.

"

vonr, and riot of Right.

D

2

Arch-

(

2o

;

Archbifliop Whitgift in oppofing Cartwrighfs Platform about the Government of the Chnrch , afTerted to be de Jure
divino, diftinguiiheth between Spiritual and External Government, and faith, " That the External Government hath both
" a Subfiance and Matter about which it is occupied, and alfo
" a Form to attain the fame, confining in certain Offices 2nd
" Functions, and in the Names and Titles of them. The Sub" fiance and Matter of Government muft indeed be taken cut
" of the Word of God, and confifteth in thefe points
That
B
rightly
adminiSacraments
the
,
taught
truly
the Word be
" fired, Vertue furthered , Vice repreffed, and the Church
" kept in quietnefs and order The Officers in the Church,
" whereby this Government is wrought, be not namely and
:

:

,

*c

particularly exprefied in the Scriptures

,

but in fome points

left

" to the

Difcretion and Liberty of the Church to be difpofed
" according to the date of Times, Places, and Perfons. Thus
much in his Preface conform to thofe who went before.
The Miniftry of the Word and Sacraments, and Reprehenfions, &c. which belong to the Prieft, is of God , the other
Offices and Functions , which as he elfewhere has it, belong
to the external Order and Policy of the Church , and confequently the DifHnftion bet ween Bifhop and
l. a
n/
Prieft > and Superiority of a Bifhop above a
Prieft, are only of humane Inftitution.
More particularly, Cartwright contending for a fort of Difcipline which is a Matter of Faith , and neceflary to Salvation,
the sirchbijhop diftinguifheth between fuch things as are fo
vecejfary, that without them we cannot be faved, and fuch things
as are fo neceffary, that without 'em, we cannot fo tDtll and C0H=
tenientlp befaved; and then adds , To be fliort, " I confefs,
" that in a Church collected together in one Place* and at Li" berty, Government is necemry with the fecond kind of
-,

it^JJ:

" Neceflity, but that any one kind of Government is fone" cefTary, that without it, the Church cannot be faved , or,
" that it may not be altered into fome other hind, thought
to be
<c
more Expedient, / utterly deny and the reafbns that move
"
me fo to do, be thefe The firft is , becaufe I find no one
;

:

t

certain

" did

and

perfect kind of

in the Scriptures

3

Government prefcribed

to the

Church of Chrift

;

or

comman-

which no
* doubt

" doubt

fliould have been done, if it had been a matter necef" fary to the Salvation of the Church. Secondly , Becaufe
" the Eflential Notes of the Church be thefe only 5 The true
" Preaching of the Word , and the right Adminiftration of
"Sacraments:
So that notwithstanding, Government , or
1
fome kind of Government may be a part of the Church, touch" ing the outward Form and Perfection of it ; yet it is not
" fuch a part of the ElTence and Being , but that it may be
" the Church of Chrift without this or that kind of Govern" ment and therefore the kind of the Government is not ne" ceflary unto Salvation.
certain kind of GovernThere is
<l
ment or Difcipline prefcribed to the Churches , but that the fame
" may be altered, as the Profit of the Churches requires 5 and
" out oiGuahers he faith, Let every Church follow the man" ner of Difcipline which doth molt agree with the People
cc
with whom it abideth, and which feemeth to b: moft fit
* for the place and time, and let no man here rafhly prefcribe
*£
unto others, neither let him bind all Churches to one and
" the fame Form.
1 do deny, that the Scriptures do fit down
u any one certain Form, and kind of Government of the Church to
" be Perpetual, for all Times ) Perfons y and Tl.i*'
* ces : without Alteration.--It is well known, jj^r 1 *
manner
Government
ufed
and form of
£ that the
" in the Apoftles time , and exprefled in the
" Scriptures, neither is novo, nor can y or ought Hon then an the
" to be obferved) either touching the Perfons, or Government of the
;

w

«
"
cc

We

the Functions.
in fundry

points the

Church ufed

in

fee manifeftly, that

Government of the

the Apoftles times

,

^t^Je
ApofioiicSl

is

,c

and hath been of necemty altered, and that it neither may
nor can be revoked > whereby 'tis plain, that any one kind
" of External Government perpetually to be obferved, is no
where in the Scripture prefcribed to the Church, but the
u charge thereof
is left to the Magiftrate y (o that nothing be
" done contrary to the Word of God. This &.
,.,
" is the Opinioaof the beft Writers, Neither
u
do J know (faith the ArchbifllOp) any Learnby A the E
" e d Man of a contrary Judgment*
Either Cletgj ftWhitgifps
" we muft admit another Form now' of Go- %im
" verning
u
14

.

%%&*
-

,

^

"

,

;

u verning the Church than was in the Apoftles time, or elfe
" we muft feclude the Chriftian Magiftrate from all Authori-

•

ty in Ecclefiafticai Matters.— I am perfwaded that the
External Government of the Church under a Chriftian
il
J
Magiftrate muft be according to the Kind and Form of
ci
Government ufed in the Common -wealth 5 elfe how can
"you make the^ Prince Supream Governour of all States and
" Caufes Ecclefiafticai? If you therefore will have the Oxcen
c
'of England Rule as Monarch over ail her Dominions, then
c
muft you alfo give her leave to ufe one Kind and Form of
" Government in all, and every part of the fame, and Jo to
" Govern tbe Church in Ecclefiafticai Affairs, as fhe doth the

"

u

—

*

" Common-wealth
Dr.

in Civil.

Cojinsy

Chancellor to

Anfwer to the

Tag. 58.

this

Abftratt, aflerts
>

Archbiihotv, in

,

<f

Ms

That all 'Chur-

fi

ches have not the fame Form of Difcipline, nei r
" ther is it neccjfary that they Jhotdd, feeing it cannot be proved
"that any certain particular Form of Church Government is
" commended to us by the Word of God.
Dr. Low fpeaks
to the fame purpofe, Complaint of the Church, No
certain Form of Government is prefcribed in the
P. 64,66.
Word,only general Rules laid down for it.

Bifhop Bridges , God hath not expreffed the Form of Church
Government, atleaftnot fo as to bind us.
What is here mention'd of Co/ins, Low,, and Bifhop Bridges,
I have out of Dean Stillingfleet's Weapon Salve , and out of a
Learned MS. I have this following paflage about Whiter,
who, making his Remarques on St. Hkroms telwhitaker, De
i ng U s, That the Difference between
Presbyters
Men, long after
4%"? and *®*& was brou ht in

£$

>y

|
Apoftles , as a Remedy
ty
aflures US, That it s a

againft Schifm
Remedy almoft wo- r? than
the Malady, for it begat and brought in the
Pope
with his Monarchy into the Church , and this Other
of BifllOp
Morton, telling the Papifts, That Power of Order,
and of Jurifltoion, which they afcribe to Bifhops, doth
MortcnV Am
de 3 Hre
v * belon S
all other Presbyters and
catb.lb.i.czu
particularly , That [to qfdam} is the j its amip „.
quum^ the Ancient Right of Presbyrers, in fine

§. if,

Col.

z.

P

.

j

40

.

r m

^

.

That

That Dr. Laurence Humfrey, and Df. Holland
both of them Do&ors of the Chair in Oxford,
did teach and maintain the fame Dodtrine j

Humf. tgmft
Campian. fc*'

Ti7i

.

Holland in the AB, July 9. 1608. concluded that
the contrary is moftfaife againft the Scriptures
the Fathers,
the Doctrine of the Church of 'England , the Schoolmen^
Lombard^ Aquinas, Bonaventure, &c.

G

HA

P.

IV.

Dr. Willet's Sentiments much the fame with, the forementiond Bifhops, The difference between a Bi(lnp and
Presbyter as of Divine Right dqcliizdjofe- Popiih, and
The Jpe^ial Confederation 0) Bifhops
cpposd m' Aith.
was Ordained, not by a Divine '[Law, but by the Church,
Saravia for no other
for the 73/gnity of their Calling.
between
/?Presby,ter;<WBifhnp
but in Degree.
Difference

Bancroft for a Priority in degree only , holding with
Dr. Robinfoh, T)r. Reynolds, and Dr. Fulk, whofe Authorities he infifls on to Confirm his Opinion about a Gtadital Difference between

Bifhop and Presbyter,
:

.......

•

-

'npO- thefe I will add another, name!y,Dr;. An-

•

i» hu

tifi

cf

drew Willet ; who, as Dr. Smith obferves, Wlllet
JL
Hall numbred amongft thofe Wor- Ha u & hun<sBifhop
by
is
thies. of the Church of 'England , to whom he
ahV Dove,
gives this Elogy, Stupor mundi Clerus Br'itannhus.
This Dr. in his Synopsis Papifmi is very large in difcufling the
Difference between a Biiliop and Presbyter, and in his Determinations in moft things agreeth with the Learned Authors I
-

have already quoted.
The grand Qyeftion under Debate is, " Whe" ther the Difference between Bifhops and other Mitc
mfter-s , be grounded- upon- the Law of God, and
^JnftptutionoftheApojflesi'

-wilier* sympf.
?
n Con

^f ^_
^
-

"

cerning
Clergy,/*;/^.

The

—
The
Lib.

i.

Ve cu-

"

Btllarmine

Papifts.

(faith the

Dr.) affirmeth

,

That

" the Jurifdi&ion of Bifhops, as now it ftandeth
" in their Church, and the Difference between

rick, c. 14.

" them, and other Presbyters is, Jure Dhihd\ grounded upon
" the Law of God, and of fuch neceflity, that heholdeththe
" contrary to be Herefie 5 and thofe to be Hereticks that hold
" this Difference to arife rather of a Politick Conftitution of
" the Church to avoid Schifm, than of the Inftitution of the
" Apoftles j yea, they hold them to be no Churches at all,
"which are not under the Government of Bifhops, but of
" other Overfeers and Superintendents. Surely,
" I fee not (faith one) How there can be any
Efpenc. in 1
Tim. i<nh.

" Church where there

The

is

no Bifhop.

Proteftants.

"

Of the Difference between Bifhops and Priefts, there are
three Opinions The firft of Aerius , who did hold that all
ct
Minifters mould be Equal , and that a Bifhop was not, »«" t her ought to be Superiour to a Prieft, neither
" that there was any Difference at all between
Auguf\ de hx{t

:

" them, which Opinion of his was counted a« mong ft other /&«/!« . The fecond Opinion
rej. 75.
" in the other Extream is of the P*pifts , as we
" have feen, that would have not only a Difference, but a
" Princely Pre-eminence of their Bifhops over the Clergy,
ci
and that by the Word of Cod. The third Opinion is between
" both, that altho' this Difrin&ion of Bifhops and Priefts, as
" it is now received, cannot be directly proved out of Scrip<£
yet it is very good for the Policy of the Church, to
ture
" avoid Schifm and to preferve it in Unity. Of this Judg" ment, Bifhop Jewel againft Harding, fheweth
" both Chryfoftom, Ambrofe and Hierom to have
Bijb. Whitgift.
" been. And another moft Reverend Prelate
" of our Church in thefe words I know thefe Names be
" confounded in the Scriptures, but I fpeak according to the
" manner and Cuftom of the Church ever fince the Apo" (ties times 5 which faying is agreeable to that
Epift. 19. ad
" q[ St. Augufiw 5 Secundumyicc. according to
" the Names of Honour which the Vfe or Cuftom
3

ref.

c

53.

h«-

Epiphan.

:

,

:

of

ft

of the Church hath obtain d

ie

fo that Augufine himfelf,

"

this

,

a Bifiop

is

greater than a Triefr

who was no AerUn,

\

doth ground

Diftinction rather upon Ancient Cuftom than the Scrip-

tare.

u

The Difference between the Opinion of P. ij^.
"Aerius on the one part, and of Hierom, Am" brofe , Auftin, Chryfoftom on the other, lyeth here:
c
Aeriwi would have no difference at all between a Bilhop and
c
a Prieft
the Fathers above allowed a difference, holding it
"to be profitable for rhe Peace of the Church: They only
" affirm d, That this Diftinction was rather Authorized by
'; the
Ancient Practice of the Church , than by any direct
'
For the proof that a Bilhop and Prieft
place of Scripture.
u
were all one in the Apoftles time, St. Hierom alledgeth dic
vers places of Scripture. The fecond Argument is thus
Ci
Archbijhops and Primates haze the fame Right of [furifdicJion
" over other Bijhops, which BifJwps have over fimple Priefts : But
u their Authority and Jurifdiction is rather grounded upon the
tl
Ancient Cuftom of the Church , than any Apofiolical Injun''.ttion, or InftitHtion in Scripturefourth Argument, If
* the Diftinction of Biihops and Priefts were by the Com" mandment and Inftitution of Chrift and his Apoftles, it
" mould necefTarily be enjoyned unto all Churches 5 But this
" cannot, without prejudice.of many Reformed Churches, be
" affirmed- which have no Biihops, tho' they have other Over11
feers in their ftead— -Wherefore I cannot conclude that this
Ct
fpecial Form of Ecclefiaftical Government is abfolutely prefcribed
cC
in the Word: for then ail thofe Churches, which have not
*
that Prefcript Form , whether of Biihops or other, ihould
"be condemned as" Erroneous Churches- So then here is a
c
difference between our Adverfaries the Papifts, and us:
'
They fay, it is of necejfty to Salvation to be fubject to the
" Pope, and to Bifiops and Archbijhops under him , as necefTarily
" prefcribed in the Word 5 but fo do not our Biihops and
1.
ArcbbiJIjops, which is a not, Me difference between the Biihops
c
of the Popiih Church, and of the Reformed Churches.
"Let every Church ufe that Form which beft ftuth their
(,
fiate: In External Matters every Church ts Free, not one
t;
bound to the Prefcription of another-, fo they meafure them'

'

:

;

'

A

c

'

E

" felves

-Now to conclude this
felves by the Rule of the Word.
" whole Matter, and to fpeak diftinftly of every Point, that
'
this Difference in Ecclefiaftical Funit may appear how far
Humane: This I judge may
wherein
and
Divine
&\ons is
" fafely without any Contradiction be affirmed , that in this
" Diftinftion of the Minift ers of the Church there is Tome* what ApoflolkalJLom&Nhix zKoPolitkal.— Firft,In the calling
" of Bilhops , as they are now Ordain'd in fome Reformed
'
Church , there is fomewhat Divine and Apofiolkal: for it
c
cannot be denied , but that to have Order in the Church,
" and to have diverfity of Degrees, and Miniftrations to avoid
"confufion, proceedeth from the Inftitution of Chrift.
f This then we fay is agreeable to the Inftitution of Chrift,
<c
that there fhould be, not a popular (Equality, but a conveCt
nient Superiority, and Priority in the Minifters of the Go<c
fpel 5 as St. Paul alfo fheweth, Firfi, Apoilles ; Secondly, Pro•*
Secondly, there is fomewhat Political, and that
pbets, Sec.
u of two forts , as touching the Politie Ecckfiafiical , and
" Civil.
" To the Ecckfiafiical Politie in the advancing the Dignity of

"

:

*''

,

c

'

Ct

Bifhops thefe things do appertain.
" Firft of all St. Hierom faith , of Confirmation commit" ted only to Bimops, Difce banc, &c. Know that this Obfer" vation is rather for the Honour of their Priefthood, than
14

Hieron. adverf- Luciferian.
by neceffity of any Law
" Secondly, The Council of Aquifgram, 0.2%. 8. faith, That
the Ordination and Confirmation of Minifters is now referved
7

.

*;

4i

to the Chief Minister

" Authority fake,
u

left

ing challenged by

w Church.

,

Solum propter Authoritatem

;

only for

that the Difcipline of the

many

,

Church befhould break the Peace of the

" Thirdly, The Author of the Book under Hierom s Name,
" Deq.Ordimb. faith, That the ConfecrationofVirgins,which
" is not now in ufe, in the Reformed Churches, was referved
<!
to the Bifhop for Concordfake.
" Fourthly, The Jurifdiction of the Church which in time
"paft, Hierome faith, was committed to the Senate, or College
" of Presbyters , was afterward to avoid Schifm , devolved to
* the Bifhop.

"

Fifthly,

27

c
<c

f<
cc
c;

"

"

&

S

1 Tim. 3.
PresbyAmbrofe faith , Epifcopi
and a Presbyter have but
teri, &c
one Ordination ; for they are both in the Priefthood.

Fifthly

,

A

Whereby

it

Bifliop

may

appear

,

that

the Special Confecration of

was fince Ordain'd for the Dignity of that Calling.
S.Hierom faith, That in the C hurt h of Alex-

SiJJjops

" And
'"

;

andria
tp/?o/w

,

f^e

make Choice of one,
a Higher Degree , and called

Presbyters did

they placed in

^*

tf

like as if an Army jhould choofe a General,
Deacons Jhould choofe an Induftrious man whom they mak§
^their Archdeacon. So it lhould feem that the very Election
" of aBifhop in thofe Days without any other circumflances,
l

'

ct

him

their Bifljop

i,

or the

" was

his Ordination.

" Sixthly,

In Hierom's time , it was lawful for Priefts and
' Miniftersto Preach without further Licence obtain'd from
u
the Biihop , as it may appear Difiintl. 95. c. 6. Qui non viit
" Presbyteros, &c. He that will not have a Minifler to do that

" which

is commanded him of God (that is, to Preach) would
" be greater than Chrift, &c.
But fince to (lay the Humour
" of Contentious and Schifmatical Preachers , it hath feemed
"good to the Church to refer the Allowance of Preachers
" to the Ordinary , according to the Decree of the Later an
<;
Council Sub Innocent. 3. c 3. Prater Autoritatem. He that
" Preacheth privately or publickly without the Authority of
u the Bilhop, let him be Excommunicated.
l
Divers other Conftitutions have been made in Ecclefia" (Ileal Politie for the maintaining the Dignity of Bifhops
"
So alfo the Civil State hath augmented and enlarged
" the Privileges and Immunities of Biihops, which they have
<c
rather by the Munificence of Princes, than by Divine Authority
" As firft, the Divilion of Provinces and Cities unto Arch' bi (hops and Billjops and the limitation of their Jurifdi" dion was brought in by the confent of Princes. Second" ly,The Revenues and Lands of Billiopricks have been given
" by Devout and Religious Princes unto Biihops and their
" Succeflbrs, and divers Imperial La\vs have been made in
" favour of the Maintenance of the Church
Thirdly, The
"Titles of Honour annexed to Billiopricks, as that they are
? created Barons and made Lords of the Parliament Houfe
« here
E 2
'

—

,

-

in England, have been beftowed by the Liberality of
the Kings of this Realm, not yet above 400 years fince.—
u
Fourthly , The Judgment of Matrimonial and Teftamentary
c
Caufes, and of other fuch like Matters hath been referved
11
Thus
unto Bifliops by the Civil and Imperial Authority<c
we fee how in Civil Policy, the Dignity of Bifliops, by the
cc
favour of Chriftian Emperors hath been enlarged : And
" hitherto I have ihevved , what is to be judged Political in
" the Diftin&ion of Bifliops from the reft of the Clergy, both

"here

<c

'

:

,

"

as touching the Civil and Ecclefiaftical Policy. So far Wiikt,
out of whom I obferve,
That the Government of the Church-is not dejm-edivwo ;
That according to the Scriptures, the Office of a Bi/hop, and
Prieft is the fame ; That a convenient Priority of Order amongft Minifters is Divine and Apoftolical ; That the Powers
of Confirmation, Ordination, and Jurifdiction are referv'd
to the Bifliops by Ecclefiaftical conftitutions only 3 That in the
Beginning, a Bifhop and Presbyter had but one Ordination,
and the Confecration of Bifliops was added fince for their
In Hieroms days, the Election of Bifliops
greater Dignity
without any other circumftances being their Ordination; That
Priefts without a Licence from the Bifhop might Preach.
There is one thing more to be regarded touching the Diffeu
rence of Bifliops and other Minifters, for fays he,
differ
" from thePapifts in two Points.Firft,they fay /That Bi/hctps
are
" not only in a higher degree of Superiority to other Minifters
"but they are as Princes of the Clergy, and other Minifters, as
:

We

" Subjects, and

in all things to be commanded by them
Secondly, They affirm, That Bifliops are only properly Vaftors
and that to them only it doth appertain to Preach, and that
" other Minifters have no Authority without their Licence
3

f,c

" Confent

or

and that not principally, or chiefly
" but folely and wholly to them appertained the Right
ofCon" fecrating, and giving Orders; fo that the making the
Bifhop
to be of a diftinct. Order from the Prieft , and the denying
the Prieft to have a Power to Preach without the Bifl 30
ps
Licence, or any hand in Ordination , Wilkt oppofeth as Popi/h
Doctrines reprefenting theoppofite Notions to have been then
held by the Church of England.
to preach at all

,

Hitherto

(

19

)

Hitherto the Government of the Church by Bifhops, lays no
generally afclaim to a Divine Right On the contrary it's
Pneft
and Bifliop
the
Scriptures,
the
to
ferted, that according
Bifliop
above the
the
of
fuperiority
the
are the fame, and that
Governthe
and
Cuftom,
Eccleliaftick
by
Presbyter is only
it was in the
what
from
different
now
Church
ment of the
,

:

Apoftles days.
,,
r
srefdcnce
Willet indeed faith, That for the fake of Order the
towards
of one above the reft is Divine and Apoftolical and
Government
the latter end of the Queens Reign, the Epifcopal
d to be Apoftolical, and a Divine Inftitution yet not
,

,

is

affirm

;

to be dejure divino, and unalterable.
Saravia about the two and thirtieth year of the Qmdt, pro* That the general Nature of the
^ Hoc enim
fefleth,
fst
p
mg ucUrum,quUomEvangelical Mini ftry, common both to

^

Bilhops and Presbyters , containeth thefe
three things- I The Preaching of the Gofpel.
2 The dnwmcanon of the Sacraments.
Government ;
3. The Authority of Church
laft, the
this
in
that
and doth only plead,
is not
Presbyters
and
Bifliops
Power of

»p Evxngeia mwjtti
m&. fe habeant com-

Ml^J*

.

Hual.

but the Efcop's

W

Power

is

Ei

p«wm

$

Evmgdti Frxiiuw

.-

?£gS?£&

principal

hence antes a Diverin Government.
between
(ity of Degrees , not of Orders
them, and thus much he affirms hath been
held by the Father, of the Chord; univerand
felly ever fince the Apoftles days ,
Unan
as
on
therefore may well be look d
changeable fcanon of the Apoftles.

Vir0 in trts p irtes

ego difttibtm

Kaufafrit* Gubemaautboritx;.~-Dc
Divert Grad. Minift.

tionis

.

£**$ £*£«

1

gelii

\iin

^ tr nm fnom^
i

m b Ui -p&jUribm Ecdepa cmredmmh

in h&c
tenia parte non pxrvx.
diverfos Authoritatis Grxdus , quos primo
inter eos invenitur Inaraualitas (ropier
,

&

ppa Apoftoli conftituerunt.—v. 7. Prtmum ao
Dominus ftatim -ab initio,
minftrorum inftitutos videmus, quorum alEvxngelii
Gradus
Duos
Domino
ipfo
totius.Orbu Ecdefiarum probxtur EpijCO.
Cor.ffnfu
ter altero fuit fuperior, p. z?
temponbtts <?
porum fupra.Vresbyttros author it as. Ouod inde ab Apoftolorum
Ecclefiu legimzs ujqi4
patribm pirumverjum ten trim Orbem faSum ab omnibus
c. 10.
ad noftra tempora Canonem Apoftolorum immutabilemfjfejudico, p. 44.
The
fore

Difference between Saravia and thofe

who went be-

him lyeth here,
Whitgift, &C,

r

\

Whitgift y

The

Word

&C

divinely Inftituted, and
to continue to the End
|

$

particular

Form

vernment

left

but no
of Go-

on

Re-

cord in Scripture.

Saravia.

Not

Miniftry of the
and Sacraments

of the World

r

"\

j

j

1

only the Miniftry of the
Word and Sacraments , but the
Form of Government, inftituted by
the Lord himfelf, delivered by
the Apoftles , confirm'd by the
Obfervation of the Fathers ought
< to continue for ever.
The Superiority in Degree of a

above a Presbyter a Divine
and that St. Hierom
was in the fame Error with AeBijhop

The

Superiority of a
Bifliop above a Presbyter according to St. Hierom, rather by Cuftom of
the church , than an InftitHtion ofChriff.

A

Year or two

Institution

,

Dko

rm.

privatam

fuifl'e

PJiero-

nymiOpiniomm , confentaneam cum
Aerio,
Dei verbo contrarian,

&

i.p.

51.

after Saravias

Book came out, Bancroft
(afterwards Archbifliop of Canterbury) publifheth
a Survey of
the pretended Holy Difcipline, as he calls his
Book in the Preface
to which he faith, " That we have a Church
our own, which

in

Government of

my

confcience truly Apofiolkal ,
and
far to be preferred before any other that is
receiv'd this day
is

by any Reformed Church

in Christendom.

P. 105.

And

eliewhere in the. Book it felf, "The Aponfes
(faith
he) having received the Promife of the
Holv Gho/r
after a fhort time diperfed themfelves (by
advice ^ into divers Regions : and there, by painful Preaching
and Laboua
ring in the Lords Harveft, they planted,
no doubt, very
many Churcnes. As the number of Chriftians grew,
and
had their particular Affemblies and Meetings in
many Cities
u
and Countries withm every one of their Circuits
thev plaC
m every
r 8
n the y ordained certain
« ApofioUcal
af°7'
u
f ?J? '
men , to he GJicf Aflifters unto them.- whom
they placed, fome one in this particular
Country, and fome
others in fundry Cities to have the Rule and
Overiight under
them , of the Churches there and to redrefs
and fuppjy
fuch wants as were needful
:
And they themfelves (after a
.

T

:

C2^

1

,

!

"while,

(

*I

"

while, and as they grew in age, and efcaped the Cruelty of
Tyrants) remained for the moil part in fome Head City
" within their Compafs, to overfee them all , both Churches
w Pafiors and Bifiops, or Si^erintender.ts, and tu give their Diw regions as occafions required, and as they thought it conve" nient. When any of thefe Afofiolical Ajfifiants , or of the
w Apostles themfelves died , there were ever fome worthy
* Men chofen, and appointed to fucceed them in thofe Cities
w and Countries, where they had remained. For we may not
" idlely Dream, that when they died, the Authority which was
" given them ceafed no more than we may, that the Autho" rity of Aaron and of his Natural Sons expired with them 5
cc

:

66

manifeft by all Ecclefiaftical Hiftories , that
planted after their Deaths.
And furthermore, it could not be, but that fome Churches, efpecially under thofe Apoftles, that were fooneft put to Death,
were (when they died) in the fame cafe that Crete was, when
befides, it

is

" many Churches were
"
w
w
* Titw was

fent thither, and had therefore as much need of
Furthermore , who can be accounted
a Titus as Crete had.
" to be well in his wits, that will imagine that Chrift mould
"ordain fuch an Authority, but for fome Three/core years ?
M efpecially, the fame Caufes continuing , why it was first in"jlituted, that were before. Nay, I may boldly fay, that
cc
there was greater need for the continuance of it afterward.
M For the ApofUes having fo great Power to work Miracles,
"and by their Prayers to procure from God fuch ftrange Exe" cutions of his Pleafure upon the contemptuous , as did fall
" upon Ananias and his Wife (and I doubt not but in like
w cafes, fometimes upon fome others) their Ruling and Com86
manding Authority , wasnot fo neceffary then, as itwasafter" wards, when the Power to work Miracles ceafed.
" But what mould I need to ufe many words in a matter
" fo apparent? After the Death of the Apoftles, and of their
* Afliftants, viz.. the Biflops placed by them, as is mentioned,
" the Eccleiiaftical Hiftories, and the Ancient Fathers, have
" kept the Register of their Names , that fucceeded fundry
" of them , and ruled the Churches after them as they be" fore had ruled them. Whereupon they were called from
" all Antiquity the Apoftles, and Apofiolkal man's SuccefTors.

C4

,

" This

" This Inequality in the Miniftry of the Word hath been ap" proved and honoured by all the Ancient Fathers (none ex44

ceptedJ by

all

the General Councils

,

that ever

were held

" in Chrittendom and by all other Men of Learning (that ever
M I heard of; for many Hundred years after the Apofiles time,
w faving that Aerw the Heretick, an ambitious Peribn, grow" ing into great rage for that he miffed of a Biihoprick,
" which he iued for firft broached the Opinion, which is
*
now {o currant amongft his Scholars, that there ought to be
:

,

,

f

'

and a Prieft.
be of the fame mind with Sa~
ravia about the Apoftolicalnefs of the Inequality,
T. 390.
and that he means no more,feems clear from what
he urges out of Dr. Robinfon, Dr. Reynolds and Fulk,
in favour of his own Opinion , and his holding Ordination by
Presbyters without a Bifliop to be valid.

'"no

difference

between

a Bifhop

Thus Bancroft, whofeems

.

"

Anfa.
™*}: wi

V. Robinf.

*li-H°

to

/ have ( faith Robinfon ) maintained it in
ff Honour , which

the Pulpit, that the Titles

" we give

to Bifhops* are no

more repugnant

to the

^ j than it is for
r
n j
Word ofr Cod
us to be called
" Wardens, Prefidents, Provofts of Colleges.
*c
And in my Judgment, they may with as good Confcience be Go?* vernours of their Diocefs , as we being Minifers, may be GoArcbbilkcp

ct

Can-

«

i,r

1

1

"vernoursof Colleges of Minijters.
tC

1

,

tcrbury.

Neither do J thinks, that

was a late devifed Policy. For I am perftvaded, that the
lc
Angel of the Church of Ephefus, to whomS. John writeth, was
For feeing there were many Paone Minifter fet over the reft.
tC
ftors there, why Jljould S. John write to the Angelofthe Church
" of Ephefus, and not rather to the Angels , if there h.:d been no
"difference amongft them ? And if this pjcfiticnrp had had that
** Fault, which is reproved in Diotrephes, as St. Hierom proveth,
il
that the Jews had not corrupted the OriginalText btfore ChrijFs
" coming. Quod nunquam Dominus
Apoftoli, qui ca?tera
this

,

<c

crimina arguunt in Scribis

" erat

reticuiilent : So I may fay , neither would our
by his Servant reproveth thofe Diforders, which he

maximum

" Saviour, who

u found
H

&
& Pharifaeis, de hoc crimine quo(i

in the

in f'ence.

Seven Churches, have
Therefore as TitUS was

'" throughout the whole JJland
of

ps.fftd

over this great fault

Reform the Churches
Crete; fo lam perfwaded that in
left

to

"

other

Ci

other places [owe of that Order of Pa/tors and Teachers, which
is perpetual in the Church , even in the time
of the Apoftles

"

" had a p^ctacp amongst

their Brethren , and that this |§;cljCs
minence is approved by our Saviour. And if we come any lower,'
cc
thothe word (Splfropttg, fgnifie that can which is required of
aU, and in Scripture be applied to all that have charge of Souls :
"yet I do not remember any one Eccleflaftical Writer that I have
" ready wherein that word doth not import a greater SDfgtlttp than
" is common to all Minifters. Neither do 1 think that any old
iC
Writer did under the name of Bi(l)0p, mean the pattoj of every
" Parijli.
" And thus far Dr. Robinfon, with whom, if Ma" fter Dr. Reynolds do agree, I fee not whither the Fatlioners
" will turn them. For this Dr. in his Book againft Hart, faith,
" That in the Church of Ephefus, tho it had fundry Elders and
" Bailors (He ufeth thele two words in one fignification, as
" by the Sentence going before is manifeft ) to guide it, yet
" amongft thofe fundry , was there one Ctuef, whom our Saviour
c<;

Angel of the Church, andwriteth that to him, which
And this is he whom afterwards in
by him the reft fliould know.
" the "Primitive Church* the Fathers called Bifuop* For, &C. the
" name of Btfljop, common (before) to all Elders and Paftors of
"calleth the

u

"

was then by the ufual Language of the Fathers apwho had the H^eftDenttytp over Elders. Thus
" are certain Elders reproved by Cppjian Bifhop of Carthage, for
li
receiving to the Communion them who had fain in time of
c<
Perfecution, before the Bijhop had advifed of it , with them
" and others.
1
Here then you have two for Oxford , touching the Lan" gusge of the Ancient Fathers when they fpeak of Bifhops.
^Novvyou fhall have a Cambridge Man's Opinion, I mean
<l
Dr. Fulkg, who in his Confutation of the Rhemifh Notes upon
" the New Teftamenr writeth thus , Amongst the Clergy for
" O. 4er *nd feemly Government, there was always one I^Zinctpal,
"to TXu:>n by long ufe of the Church the name of Bifiop or Sltpet'
M intent"* * hath been applied, which room TitUS exercifed in
" Creta
Hi othy, in Ephefus ; and others in other Places.
u
Therefore ait
"in the Scripture a Bifhop , and an Elder is of
" one Order, and Authority in Preaching the Word, and Admini"Jtration of the Sacraments (as Hierom doth often COnfefs) yet

cc

the Church,

propriated to him,

1

•,

F

"

m

1

*f

in

Government by ancient ufeof Sfrztn,

" fhop which is in the
" Mtfflb Rom. 12. 8.
,

I

&\)itt in Government, to

He

Scriptures called

is

only called

n W^©-,
r

a Bi-

*&<&<;, or

i Tim. ?. 17.
Heb. 13. 17. r/,*/ £
f
whom the Ordination, or Confecration

* bylmpofition of

hands , was always Principally committed, and
which moft ancient Form of Government, when %tt\\x% would
" take away , it was noted amongst his other Errors. Hitherto
cc

" Dr. Fa/fe; fo as hereby I truft it may appear to Matter Cart" wright s Reproach, and to all their Shames that mall pretend
" any Authority from the ancient Fathers to impugn the
Right
" Honourable and Lawful calling of Si/hops, not Parfons
in
" every Parim, but Bimops in their Diocefles and Provinces,
" appointed in the Apoftles times, for the right Order
and Go$ vernment of the Church of Chrift.
So far Bancroft, who introduced thefe three great Men s
y

Authority to countenance the Prefidency, or chiefty of the
Biihop over Fresbyters in Government, as Apoflolical, tho'
Fdke goes no higher than the Cnslom of the Church, agreeing
with Jewel and Whitgift , and it muft be obferved, that they
make not the Bifhop to be a diftindt. Order from that of Pref:
byters, nor deny the Presbyters to be Pa&ors>y nor affirm the
Invalidity of the Presby terial Ordination, only that the Ordination by Impofition of hands, was Principally committed to
the Bijlwps ; and as Archbimop Spotifwood reports , Bancroft
held the Ordination only by Presbyters, to be
nam cbuuh of

lKV»*
p. 5

4

.

LAk " M

vglld zn

;

words,

m

sP f™ d ^s it in thefe
n.
Quefhon
was moved by Dr. An-

" drews Bi/hop of Ely , touching the
Confecra"tionofthe Scow'/fc Bifhops who, as he fa id, mutt firTt be
" Ordained Presbyters, as having received no
Ordination from
" a Biihop. The Archbimop of Canterbury, Dr. Bancroft,
who
" was by, maintained, That thereof there was no
neceffty, feting

.-

t

5.

i

where Bjfhops could not be had, the Ordination given
£_/ Presbymuft be ejhemed Lawful 3 othcrwifc that it might be doubted
if there were any Lawful Vocation in moft of the Reformed
Chur-

" ters

* ches
and

This applauded to by the other Bifliops, Ely acquiefced,
day and in iht place appointed the three Scotttih
Biihops wereconlecrated.
at the

CHAP,

—

-

'

.

(

jy

)

CHAP.

V.

The Learned Hooker, and Bijhop
tially Jlated

,

differing

but

Bilfon'x Opinion impar-

from Saravia

little

Bancroft.

*£«***
T*?£ £araedand
nu d w " h

r£v/21 v

P

m

n
PoIl ty

£neceflT™
hit
is necdlary to the
feveral

W

Ifofer feems alio to be of

^T"
m
the,g«eral,
and

iW

.

°/' > for in his
that in his Opinion

r

particular Churches
even
the fever al Societies of ub ?•
*•
«£?" rl'-n>
«jan Men, unto every of which
«
the name p fA *** Sl
ota Church is given, with addition
betokening feverallv
as the Church of Rome , Corinth
Eohefu, fZ /? j
j
- the reft, muft be endu d with
Vorlefeen
r

w"^

c

H§

-

'

-

?

on

f»£

n
genera

d

as
^ ey are p«biii ch iftl;;
r?'
« societies
ffi Tr
pr°Perties
of fuch
common unto all
« ,^ ?LV
Soeie?
"« Chnftian, it may not be denied, that one
of he ven
Ch efeft S Ec c
i u r t ral £«* Whi^ word I therefore the
•

Mk

,t

rather choofe becaufe the name
of Government,
ly Men underftand it n ordinary fnmvh ^„.f,
- the largenefs of that

whe^^^M*

"

For when we fpeak of Government

afcommon-°mmon<

.

vfer do"h

thesVSS
part conceive thereby, but only
?
the exerrifr nf ? f
peculiar unto
Guides
pofe therefore the name of chnrcb-Polity
wil better ferve
becaufe ,t contained, both
Government , and alfo whatfce-'

^f'and

,

of^he^otrS

S^ltir^cffioS^^^
Thus ff«fcrlookton

Polity to be neceflary
to the

andwhynectflary, but becaufe

t

that
M r "r^W*;
of Polity

« much

lefs

God

afl

y

himfelf

Form of

Eccleliaftical ihould

F

a

Pol

Church

the

is

A,S

y

be good'

Lib. i. §. a.

"unlefs

g.

"
u

unlefs
not of

God

3° ;
i
of it.
Author
be
himfeif

God

(faith Tertullian

)

Thofe things which are
they can have no other than God's
Be it w hatfoever in the Church

" Mverfary for theW Author,
" of God, if it be not of God, w e hate it.
God by the
But then he dittmguiilieth between what is of
the
of
Divine
Will
Law of Nature, and the Revelation made
;

in Scripture.

"

Of God

it

mud

be either

as thofe things

fome-

" times were which God fupernaturally revealed and fo
" delivered them unto Mofes for Government of the Com" monwealthof Jfrael or elfeas thofe things which Men find
" out by help of that. Light which God hath given them unto
l<
The very Law of Nature it felf, which no man
that end.
,

,

j

" can deny but God hath inflituted, is not of God unlefs that
" be of God, whereof God' is the Author as well this latter
" way

as the former.

The
tnijh

Controverfie between Hooker, and the Old Nonconform
Whether any particular Form of Polity be fo of God.
,
that it befet down in Scripture ? and the Noncons af-

was

That no Form of Church Polity was lawful,
or of God, unlefs God be fo the Author of it that
Hookgr on the contrary,
it be alfo fet. down in Scripture.
" That he which affirm'eth Speech to be neceffary amongft all
" men throughout the World, doth not thereby import, that
"all menmuft necefTariiy fpeak one kind of Language; Even
" fo the necejfity of Polity, and Regiment in all Churches may
" be held without holding any one certain form to be neceffary in
" them all % fo far He, who doth moreover thus reafon with
"the Noncons: "You mould tell us plainly, whether your
<c
meaning be that it muft be there fet down in whole, or in
" Parts. For if wholly, fhew what one form of Policy ever was
" fo your own to be fo taken out of Scripture, you'l not af5
" firm, neither do you deny that in part even this , which you
" fo much oppugn is alfo from thence taken. Again, you
" mould tell us whether only that be taken out of Scripture,
<c
which is actually and particularly there fet down ^ or elfe,that
Ci
alfo, which the general Principles and Rules of Scripture Potest-

itbi fupra.

ferted

,

The one way you cannot fo much as pretially contain.
" tend that all the Parties of your own Discipline are in Scripu
ture ; and the other way your mouths are ftop'd, when you
" would
cc

-

" would

plead againft

all

37 )
other Forms
I

befides your

own

;

fee-

" ing the general Principles are fuch as do not particularly
" prefcribe any one , but fundry > may equally be
confonanc

" unto

the general Axioms of the Scripture
After the molt imparrial Enquiry, this Lerned Man's Judgment about the Polit} of the Church appears to me to be thus:

That tho' Polity in general be neceffary to the Church 5 yet it's
not neceffary that any out compleat Form of Church
Be fides, us his conclufon, Sett. 10. p. 82.
Polity be in Scripture.

K That neither God's being
Author of Laws,
for Government cf his Church, nor his committing them
"unto Scripture, is any reafon iuificient, wherefore all Churu ches
mould fcr ever be bound to keep them without change.—

"

fC

Again, if we did fe^k to maintain that which moft advan•.
tageth our own Cauie, the very belt way for us and the
" llrongeft againft them , [viz.. The Noncons ] were to hold
u
even as they do, That in Scripture there must needs be found
" fome particular Form of Church Polity , which God hath
infiu
<{
tuted andwhkhfor that very caufe belongeth to all Churches ,
<c

y

" to all times. But with any iuch partial Eye to refpect our
" felves, and by cunning to make thole things ieem the true!},
" which are the fitted toferve our purpofe is a thing which
,

,

u we neither like nor mean to
follow.
Wherefore thari
" which we take to be generally true concerning the sputsihU
,

"

litp of Latos, the fame we have plainly delivered , as being
" perf waded of nothing mere than we are of this, that whe" ther it be in matter of Speculation, or of Practice, no Cti*
" trutt) can poilibly avail the Patron and Defender long, and
" that things mofVCruIp are likewife mod bew bovefuBy fpoken.
And to make manifeft Sett. u. p.;o,
<c
that from Scripture, we ofier not to derogate
" the leaf! thing that truth thereunto doth claim j in as much
" as by us it is willingly confefs'd, that the Scripture of God
" is a Storehoufe abounding with ineftimable TreaiuresofWi£
"com and Knowledge in many kinds
yea, even that mat" ters cf Ecclefiajhcal Polity are not therein omitted , but
" taught alfo , albeit not Jo taught as thofe other things befcre*
'mentioned.
For fo perfectly are thole things taught, that
" nothing ever can need to be added , nothing ever ceafeto
" be

;

" be neceffary Thefe on the contrary fide , as being of a far
" other Nature and Quality , not fo ftritlly nor everlaflingly
" commanded in Scripture, but that unto the compleat Form
" oiCburch-Polity much may be requifite , which the Scripture
:

"teachethnot, and much, whichit hath taught, become unreq ui^ Cite , fometime, becaufe we need not ufe it , fbmetimes alfo

" becaufe we cannot.

"

I fee that certain

In which refpecl: for

my own

Reformed Churches, the

part, altho'

Scottijh efpecially,

" and French have not that which beftagreeth with the Sacred
" Scriptures, I mean, the Government which is by Bifhops
" inafmuch as both thefe Churches are fain under a different

"kind of Regiment, which to remedy, it is for the one alto" gether too late, and to foon for the other during their preAffli&ion and Trouble.
He adds, "The Matters wherein Church- Polity
" is converfant , are the Publick religious Duties
P. 92.
of the Church, as the Administration of the Word,
**
Prayers, Spiritual Cenfures, and the like 5 To
Sacraments,
and
" thefe the Church fiands always bound.
* Laws of Polity, are Laws which appoint in what manner
Duties (hall be performed.
thefe
*f
" In their performance, the first thing in Polity required is
(t
a Difference of Perfons in the Church, without which diffe" rence, thofe Functions cannot in orderly fort be executed.
" Hereupon we hold, That God's Clergy are a State, which
<c
hath been, and will be as long as there is a Church upon Earthy
" neceilary by the plain WGrd of Cod himfelf.
Again, " where the Clergy are any great Multitude, Order
" dothneceflarily require that by Degrees they be diftinguifhed:
" we hold there have ever been and ever ought to be in fuch
"cafe, atleaftwifettpoybrttof Ecclefiaftical Perfons, the one
" fubordinate unto the other, as to the Apoiiles in rhe begin" ing, and to Bijhops always fince , we find plainly both in
" Scripture, and in all Ecclefiaftical Records other Minifters
" of the Word and Sacraments have been.
" Moreover, it cannot enter into any man's conceit to think
"it lawful, that every man which lifteth , ihoulcf take upon
" him charge in the Church ; and therefore a Solemn Admitu
tance is of fuch neceflity , that without it there can be no

sent

"

Church-Polity,

« Thefe

(

"Thefe

"

are the

5P

Pnw#*/ and

J

Perpetual

pms in Eeclefiaftical

Polity.

Thus much in the Third Book, w here he looks on ChurchPolity in the general and fome (pedal parts thereof, fuch as a
between Bijliops and Presbyters , and a Subcrdi-.
of the Presbyter to the Bifhop to be agreeable to the Word of
God, but no compleat form of Church Polity to be found in the
Scripture, neither are all the Laws of God concerning the Government of the Church Sntmutablc, and <£tocrtafting
muft
go to the Seventh Book for a more diftinct account of the
Office of a Bijhop, and the difference between him and a Presbyter where 'tis thus
" But to let go the Name rBiJliopI and to
z
come to the very Nature of that thing, which £j£ 7
r
4;
is thereby fignined in all kinds of Regiment,
" whether Ecclefiaftical or Civil as there are fundry Operations Publick fo likewife great Inequality there is in the
"fame Operations, fome being of gjincipal refpec^, and
" therefore not fit to be dealt in by every one to whom Pub" lick Actions, and thofe of Good Importance, are notwich" ftanding well, and fitly enough committed. From hence
" have grown thofe different Degrees of Magi (traces, or Pub" lick Perfons, even Ecclefia&ical, as well as Civil. Amongft
diftiniftion

:

-,

We

:

'

"

*

:

,

"

EcclefiafHcal Perfons therefore Bijhops being Chill ones, a
"Birhop's Function muft be defined by that wherein his

«

vltjieftp confifieth.

" A Bjfrop is a Minifier of God, unto whom with permanent c: ;" tinuance^ there is given not only Power of adminiflring the Word
M and Sacraments which Power other Presbyters have , but
" alfo a further Power to Ordain Ecclcfaflical Perfons, and a
,

"Power

"

Mien

of Chiefty in Government over 1 resijters, as w til as Layto be by way of JufifdUtion , a Paslor even to
;
~ors themfelves.
Thofe things incident unto the Bilhop's

A Power

"Office r which do properly make him a Bifhop, cannot be
" common unto him with orher Pa for/. Now even as Pays, ib likewife Bimops being principal ^aCtozs, a-eei" therat Large 3 or elfe with Restraint. At Large, when the
" (ubjedt of their Regiments is indefinite, and not tied cc
" certain Place Biihops with Keftraint^zrt the;
Regi;

" men:

ment over the Church is contained within fome definite local compafs, beyond vvtiich compafs their Jurifdi&ion reach-

cc
cc

fuch therefore, we always mean, when we fpeak
eth not
of that Regiment by Biihops, which we hold a thing mod
" Lawful, Dhine and Holy u\ the Church of Chrift.
But' what dci'A He mean by Chiefly In Government? In anfvver unto this, he tells us how far the old Noncons went in
the grant of an Inequality, and how much further He goeth.
w 1 hey which cannot brook (faith he) the SupeSe&. i.p.6.
" riority which Bifhops have , do, notwithftand" ing themfelves , admit that fome kind of pijfew rence and Inequality there may be lawfully amongft Minifters.
w Inequality touching Gifts and Graces they grant
Again,
u a Priority of Order they deny not,but that there may be, yea,
cc
fuch a Priority as maketh one man amongft many a Principal
" Acior in thofe things , whereunto fundry of them muft ne**
ceilarily concur, fo that the fame be admitted only during
Cfc
The Inequality they
the time offuch Actions, and no longer.
6<;
and Sacraments
the
Word
Minifter
Thatotfe
of
complain of is,

"

;

cc

~"

"

w

Jhould have a permanent Superiority above another, or in any fort
a Superiority of Power Mandatory, Judicial , and Coetcttoe
over other Minifter s.

fee how far the old Noncons could go, and no
and immediately after, he tells us how much farther
the Church of England at that time went 5 for, fays he, " By
w (Eg on the contrary fide, Inequality , even fuch Inequality, as
w unto Bimops, being Minifters of the Word and Sacraments,
* is grained a ^upetio^itp permanent above Minifters ? yea,
"a Permanent Superiority of Power Mandatory, Judicial and
w Co cr cite over them is maintained a thing Allowable, Lawful,

Thus you

farther,

"and

Good.

In two things Hooker differs from the old Noncons.
1. They make the Superiority, or Priority of Order to be
but Temporary : Hooker makes it Permanent.
2. They deny the Bifhops having a Power over other Paftors , that is, Mandatory, Judicial, and Coercive : Hookgr affirms

it.

There

is

one thing more to be enquired into,

Fie grants to Presbyters the

Pa ft oral

Office

?

viz..

He

whether

calls

them

Pafiors,

Paflors, and in his very definition of a Bifhop
makes the Bi(hop to be a Paftor of Pafiofs (and of Presbyters) and he calls
the Biihop but pzincipal Paftor, and makes him to have a
Chiefty in Regiment above Presbyters; as if he held that
the Presbyter had fome, tho' not fo great a mare in the Government and out d£Auftin y " That a Biihop is a Presbyter Suw perior, and in feveral places a Bijhopisofd. Higher Degree than
" a Presbyter. And altho' in his Third Boo^, he makes the
Epifcopal Oitice to be a part .cf Church Polity perpetual, as
tho' the Epifcopacy had been de jure Divino, and Immutable ;
yet in this Severn h Boo\, in clearing the fenfe of St. Jerom, he
is exprefly againftthe Immutability and Unchangeablenefs of the
Bilhop's Superiority; as if he held it to be Apoflolical \vl the
fame manner Biihop Downamedoth, of whom hereafter.
The words of St. Hierom* on which he puts his own Com,

•,

ment, are thefe. As therefore Presbyters do know, that the Qliiom of the Church makes themfubjetj to the Biihop, which is fet
over them ; fo let Bifcops know, that Cuftom rather than the
Truth of any Ordinance of the Lord's mak$th them greater than
the reft, and that with Common Advice they ought to Govern the
Church, To this Hooker replies " To clear the fenfe cf thefe
,

" words therefore

Laws, which the Church from the begim
" ning univerfally hath obferv'd were fume delivered by Chrift
:

" himfelf, with a Charge to keep them to the worlds End , as the
"Law of Baptizing , and adminiftring the Holy Eucharift 5
" fome brought in afterwards by the Apofiles, yet not without
* the fpecial Direction of the Holy Ghoft » as occafions did
<c
Of this fort are thofe Apoflolical Orders, and Laws,
arife.
" whereby Deacons, Widows, Virgins were firft appointed
"in the Church.
" This Anfwer to St. Hitrom feemeth dangerous , I have
"qualified it as I may by addition of fome words of reftraint 5
" yet I fatisfie not my felf in my Judgment it would bealtered.
" Now whereas Jerom, 'dqth term the Government of Bimops
" by reftraint, an Apoflolical Tradition, acknowledging thereby
"the fame to have been the Apoftlesownlnftitucion, it may
"be demanded how thefe two will ftand together-, namely,
"That the Apofiles by Divine Inltin<5t , fhould be as jerom
" confefTeth, the Authors of that Regiment, and yet the c«-

G

"flora

"ftom of the Church be accounted (for foby Jerom it may
" Teem to be in this place accounted.) the Ctritfed prop
that
" upholdeth the fame ? To this wc an/ber, That as much
as tire
"whole Body of the Church, hath Power to S&'gcHl with
" general con fen t, and upon r.eceflary occafions, even
the Po'
litive Laws of the Apoftles , if there be no Commandment
" to the contrary, and itmanifeftly appears to her, that
change
" of times have clearly taken away the very reafon of
God's
" firft Mitution as by fundry Examples may
be mod clearly
proved ; what Laws the Univerfal Church might change,
and doth not 5 if they have long continued without any alte'ration; it feemeth that St. Jerom afcribeth the continuance
of fuch Pofitive Laws, tho' inftituted bv God himfelf, to the
* Judgment of the church. For they w hi
.c ablogatt a
ilato, and do not, are properly Cr.
to Uphold, toEtfa•

I

forbiddeth
ti

it

came by the

to

be changed, He might imagine both that it
by very Divine Appointment at the

Apoftles

firfand notwithstanding after a fort, faid to f.aud in force
rather by the Cnftom of the Church, rhoofing to
continue
jit, than by the neceflary confiraint of any
Commandment
from the Word , requiring Perpetual Continuance thereof.
Thus Hooksr , who a little after fays, " Birhops albeit they
may avouch with Conformity of Truth , that their Autho" rity hath thus defcended even from the very A
poftles them-

"

selves 5 yet the afcfolutc anD GEtoerlalttng continuance of
" they cannot fay that any Commandment of theLord

it

doth in-

oy
And therefore muft acknowledge , that the Church
Vci ?'r,
hath Power by Univerfal Confent upon urgent
caufe to
take itatoar, if thereunto (he be contained
through
the
(
' Proud,
Tyrannical and unreformable Dealings of her Btihobs

Wherefore

left Bifhops forget themfelves, as
if none 'on
had Authority to touch their States, let chem
continually bear in mind, that it is rather the force ofCuilom
" whereby the Church, having Co long
found it good tocontinue under the Regiment of her veuuous
Biihops, doth

•;

fcarth

!

"Hill

* ftill uphold , maintain and honour them in that refpe<£t>
" than that any fuchw/e, and Heavenly Law can be (he weds
tl
by the Evidence whereof it may of a Truth appear, That
" the Lord himfelfhath appointed Presbyters for ever to be
" under the Regiment ofBifhcps, in what fort foever they
''
behave themfelves.
This Anfwer of the Learned Hooker makes it manifefr,
that tho' he held the foftitwio* of Epifcopal Superiority to be
jipoftolh-als yet he was not of Opinion that 'twas unalterable.
And altho' he held it Apoilolical, yet fuggeftsas if there had
been a Church Government inflituted before the Epiicopal
took place. "The Apoftles of our Lord (fays he; did ac*•
cording unto thofe Directions , which were given them
*'
from above, erect Churches in all fuch Cities as received
Cf
the Word of Truth
the Gofpel of God
All Churches
* by them erected, received from them the fame Faith,
the
*'
the fame Form of Publick^Regiment.
fame Sacraments
The
lt
Form of Regiment eftablimed by them at fitft was, That
*'
the Laity or People ihould be fubject unto a College of Ec4t
clefiaftical Perfons, which were in every fuch City appointed
" for that purpofe- Thefe in their Writings they term fome" time Presbyters fometimes Bifoops.
That in procefs of
"time the Apoftles appointed under them Biihops, of an Or" der Supertour above Presbyters the caufe wherefore they
{
*
did appoint under themfelves fuchBiiliops as were not eve" ry where at the fTrft, is laid to have been thofe Strifes and
u Contentions, for remedy whereof,whether the Apoftles alone
" did conclude of fuch a Regiment or elfethey, together
" with the whole Church, judging it a fit and needful Policy,
* did agree to receive it for a Cuftom , no doubt but beihg
ci
eftacliihed by them, on whom the Holy Ghoft was poured
" in fo abundant meafure for the ordering of Chrift's Church,
11
it had cither Divine appointment beforehand , or Divine Apu probation
,

:

,

,

,

;

,

afterwards.

This paflage of Hooker , moves me to think he very much
agreed with his moft Reverend Metropolitan , Archbifhop
Whitgift y who vehemently afterts an actual change of Church
Government in the Primitive Times, as well as the cbangeablenefs of it in all Ages of the Church.
There are other

G

2

intiira-

intimations in this Learned Author , which oblige me to conclude that the Church of England was not in his days come to
a fteady Resolution either about the Nature of a Particular
Church infim* faciei , or of the whole belonging to the

Epifcopal Office.
Touching the Nature of a Particular Church of the loweft
Rank, whether Parochial or Diocefan , was not much with
him h for fpeaking of the Diifimilimdes which in fome refpecls
are found to be between the prefent Bifhops, and the Bifhops
in the Primitive times, he grants that many
lib. 7. Sect, 2.
t hi n g S there are in the State of Bifhops , which
" That many
the times have changed, faying
" a Parfonage at tins day is larger than fome ancient Bifhopc&
To Men that have any part of Skill, what
ricks were.
w more evident and plain in Bifhops than that Augmentation
"andDiumiution in their Preempts, Allowances, Privileges,
"and fuch like, do make a Difference indeed j but no EfTencc
tiai Difference between one Bifhop and another.
But a
Learned Nonconformift afl'iires us, That he (I: all
TreAttjeofEpijtry among other things, whether the Name of a BiS
(hoprick. will makg a Parfonage and a Diocefs to be
P&&*49
Ejufdem fpeciei, and whether Magnitude do not
wake a fpecifick^ Difference between the Sea , and a Rivulet or a
And I may
Glafs of Water, or between a Ship and a Nutjhell.
,

^

'

add, that if there be noEffential Difference between a Biflioprick no larger than a Parfonage, and a Diocefan Biihoprick,
the Controverfie between the Church of England and generality ofNonconformifts, may touching Church Government,
be determined by fuch Condefcenfions made by the church
to the Diffenters , as are fhort of an Ejfential Alteration to
Epifcopacy. Let there be as many Biihopricks as there are
considerable Parfonages, or Parilhesindo wed, and a Provifion
made for the Presbyters who are to affift the Bifhops in the
Government of thefe little Churches, and a Superiority of the
Bifhop above the Presbyters, or a <Xf)tcftr in the Regiment
will be no longer a bone of Contention.
As to what belongs to the Epifcopal Function as Different
from the Presbyters, it's held by fome that Ordination, Confirmation and Jurifdiftion, are proper to it 3 Let us fee then
Hooker's

^4TT
Hookers Judgment for the firit Point, " There ...
4
"may be (Taith he ) fometimes very juft and ^Dg l'3 7
" fufficient Reafons to all Ordination made
" without a Biilicp. The whole Church Vifible being the
" trne~Original-Subjett of all Power, it hath not ordinarily al" lowed any other than Bifhops alone to Ordain Howbeit, as
" the ordinary courfe is ordinarily in all things to be obferved,
w fo it may in fome Cafes not unneceflary, that we decline
" from the ordinary waves. The Power of Ordination is appropriated to the Bilhop by the Churches Allowance and no
otherwife, and the fame Church allowing Presbyters to Ordain, their Ordination is Good , fo that Ordination is not profor it doth not Comenire to him
per to a Bilhop quarto wodo
femper&foli 5 and therefore he adds in the next Page, " That
" we are not /imply without Exception to urge a V lineal Defcent of Power from the Affiles by con- Lib- 7. Se<5t 6.

'

'

'

:

,

"
"

in every

tinned fitcceffion of Bifocps

Effeclud

P^-H-

Ordination.

" I make not Confirmation pare
For the fecond Point
" of that Power which hath always belonged only unto Bi" mops \ becaufein fome places the Custom was thatPresby,

might alfo Confirm in the abfence of a Bimop.
Touching the laft Point, How Biihops together with Presbyters have ufed to Govern the Churches under
,
„
7
them " It is by Zonara* (faith he) fome what t££ 7/
7
" plainly and at large declared, That the Bilhop
c
had his Seat on high in the Church above the Refidue,which
6
were prefent that a number of Presb-v ters did always there
"Mitt rnm, and that in the Oversight of the People, thofe
" Presbyters were after a fort the Bifhops Coadjutors. The
" Biiliops and Presbyters who together with him governed
" the Church are for the moft part by Ignatius joyntly menters

.

*

:

'

'

;

,

"

tion'd;They are Ccunfellofs and Aifiitants of the Bilhop.

Thus this great Man grants That tho'
neral be neceflary to the Church, yet no
:

Government

in ge-

one particular kind

of Government is fo 5 That the Scriptures do not make the
Epifcopai Government unalterable j That the Power of centring Orders, is not by a Divine Law fo appropriate to the
BiftoppBi that in

no

caie

an Ordination by Presbyters czn be
lid,

That the Church Vifible is the true-Originals ubjetl of
all Power, and can alter the Government of the Church ;
That Confirmation is not eflential to the Office of a Biihop-,
That Presbyters have a (hare in the Government 5 That the
Difference between the Bifhop and Presby cer
Decree,
the Biihop having a Chiefty in the Government, and "resbyters the Bifhops Coadjutors, Afliiiants, Advifers and Gounvalid

i

i

!

fellors.

The Learned
l?ri7e*J oUhe

cburcT
Epiftie

to

*'

the

Reader.

Bilfon, afterwards Bifliop-of Wwche&er, fpeaking of the Comroverfie between the Old Nonconformifts and the Church of England, exprefhimfelf in thefe words, " Thus far we joyn,

^

" That to prevent
" there muft needs,

DifTention and Confufion,

even by God's Ordinance,

w be a Prefident, or Ruler of every Presbytery
" which Conclufion becaufe it is warranted by

-,

" the Grounds of Nature, Reafon and Truth and hath the
" Example of the Church of God, before, Vnder and after the
6
Law, we accept as Irrefutable, and lay it as the Ground-work
,

w
"

But whether this Trejidemflnp did in the
of all that enfueth.
Apoftles times, and by tle r Appointment go round by
M eourfe to all the Paftors and Teachers of every Presbytery,
cc
or were by Election committed co-One chofen as the fitteft
cc
to fupply that Place fo long as He difcharged his Duty withw out blame , that is a main point betwixt us.
But more particu arly he adds, " In the Apoftles I obferve
M four things needfui for the firft Founding and Erecting
of
" the Church, and & ur other Points that muft be Perpetual in
"the Church of Chilli Thefe are the Dtfpenjing the Word,
66
Adminiflring the Sacraments , Impofmg of Hands, and guiding
:

!

w

the Keys to fmt or open the Kingdom of God.
The firft two
muft be general to all Paftors and Presbyters of Chrift's
M Church but lb donee Ue other two.
1 have largely dew bated and made it plain, as well by the Scriptures
as by other
"Ancient Writers paft all Exception, there have always been
" felected fome of greater Gifts than the Refidue to fucceed
6i
in the Apoftles Places, to whom it belonged , both to moderate the Presbyters of each Church, and to take the fpecial
44
Charge of Impofition of Hands, and this their Singularity in
c*

;

1

w Succeeding,

TTTT
* Succeeding, and Superiority in Ordaining, have been obferved
" from the Apoftles times as the Peculiar and Subfiamial marks
" of Epifcopal Power and Calling.
" The Power of the Keys, and Right to Impofe Hands (by
which he always means the Power to Ordain Minifters, and.
Excommunicate Sinners) belong unto the Btfhop^diftinguilhing
" him from a Presbyter.
" What the things are, which muft abide for cbap.n.p. 20 8.
Ci
ever in the Church I (hewed before it fhall
w fuffice now to rehearfe them namely, Power to Preach the
" Word , and Adminifer the Sacraments , the Right ufe of the
" Keys, and Impofition of Hands.
Thefe four parts for Brevities fake, I often reduce to two Branches , which are DoM Urine and Difcipline, comprizing in Dotlrine the Dividing
of
" the Word and Difpenling of the Sacraments, and referring
C5
the reft, I mean, the Publicly ufe of the KeysY and Impofition
" of Hands to the Difcipline, or Regiment of the Church.
w The Difcipiine and Government of the
M Church, (I mean the Power of the Keys, and cb. ia. p. n^.
ct
Impofing of Hands') are two parts of Apo" ftolick Authority , which muft remain in the Church
M for ever. Thefe Keys are double, the Key of Knowledge,
an-.
" nexed to the Word, the Key of Power referred to the Sacra-.
M mems Some late Writers by urging the one, abolifh
the.
*
other; howbeit, I fee no iufficient Reafori to countervail
-,

;

>,

;

"

the Scriptures and

fi

The Key of Knowledge muft

Fathers, that Defend, and Retain both.
not be doubted of, our Sa-.

" viour in exprefs words nameth it. Wo be to you Interpreters
w the Law for ye have taken away the Key
of
of Knowledge.
M The Key Power ftandeth in thefe words of Chrift
of
to Peter y
u / will give thee the Keys of the Kingdom
Heaven
,

of

.

whatsoever thou Jhalt bind on

" ven, &c. And

Earth

{hall be

,

likewife to ail his Apoltie.% What"foevcr pc bind on Earth , Sec
—It reitech in this
" place to be confidered to whom thofe Keys were

—

""committed, whether Equally

to

and

bound in HeaP. 218.

dl Presbyters , or (Orieflp

" Paftors, and Biihops. The like muft be done for
" of Hands, whether that alfo pertain'd wdtfferemly
" Specially to Bifhops.

to"

Impofition

to all,

or

This

the State of the Point in Controverfie ; namely ,
Tower of the Keys, and that of Jmpofition of Hands
(Squall?
and BBnDiffccentl^ to all Presbyters, and Bibelong
they do not belong chiefly and fpecially to
whether
or
fiops ;
Bimops : But whether the one or the other be affirm'd,

This

is

Whether the

unavoidably follow, that thefe Powers in a fenfe belong to both. Thus much is fuppofed in the "very ftate of
the Queftion, which is not, whether thefe Powers do not at
all belong to Presbyters , but whether they do belong fo
much to Presbyters as unto Bimops, fo that the holding them,
to belong chiefly and fpecially unto the Bifhop , implies, that
They
they do, tho' in a lefler Degree, belong unto Presbyters.
Equally,
Presbyter
Bimop,
but
and
not
the
to
both
appertain
Conform hereunto
to the Bifhop chiefly and fpecially.
the Learned Bilfon faith, " The Bimop then,
w or Prefident of the Presbyters (for I and not on
Ck. 14. p. z9ift

'twill

Now

w Names , while I difcufs their Powers ) is by
w ChrifFs own Mouth pronounced to be the Angel of the
w Church 3 that is, the (Rjtef Steward over God's Houfhold,
" and Overfeer of his Flock. — And touching the

—

"Presbyter's Power, He adds, That at firft the
p. 319.
." Presbyters fate with the Bifhop as Ajjeffors , and
" Confenters, before Synods undertook iuch Caufes , But after,
w when once Councils began to have the Hearing of Grievan" ces, then fate the Presbyters with the Bimop only, as BehoU
" ders and Advifers of his Judgment The Private ufe of the
"Keys in appointing Offenders upon the Ac" knowledging their Sins, for a time to forbear the
p. 317.
u Lord's Table, we deny not to Presbyters.

—

However the Ambiguity of the Name of Bifiop, and Community of many things incident, and appertinent both to Bifhops and Presbyters, urged him to lay down certain Peculiar
Parts of the Bilhops Office, whereby they are alfrom Presbyters, and never Confounded
Diftinguiibed
ways
with them, either in Scriptures, Councils or Fathers. " There were many Prerogatives (fays
ch. 13. p. 144.
''he) appropriate unto the Bifhop, by the Au11
thority of the Canons and Cuftom of the Church, fuch as
" Reconciling of Penitents , Confirmation of Infants , and Others

Marks and

" that

"that were Baptized, by Laying on their Hands, Dedication
" of Churches, &c But the things Proper to Bifhops , which
"might not be Common to Presbyters, were Singularity
" in Succeeding, and Superiority in Ordaining. Thefe two, the
" Scriptures and Fathers referve only to Bimops, they never
cc
Communicate them to Presbyters. The Singularity of one
<c
Paftor in every place preferveth the Peace and Unity of the
" Churches and ftoppeth Schifms and DhTentions,
" for which Caufe they were firft Ordained by the
246.
w Apoftles. This is a certain Rule to Diftinguiih Bi**
the Presbyters were many in every
fhops from Presbyters
" City, of whom the presbytery confided. Bilhops were al" ways Singular, that is, one in a City, and no more , except
" another intruded (which the Church of Chrift counted a
" Schifm) or elfe an Helper were given in refpect of extream
" and feeble age in which cafe the Power of the latter
" ceafed in the prefence of the former. And this Singularity
" of one Pallor in each place dtkended from the Apoftles
" and their Scholars in all the famous Churches of the
" World by a Perpetual Chair of Succejfion , and doth to
" this day continue ; but where Abomination or Defolation,
The fecond
"I mean, Herefie or Violence, interrupt it.
" afTured fign of Epifcopal Power , is Impofition of Hands to
" Ordain Fresbyters and Bijjjops, for as Pastors were to have
" fome to afOft them in their Charge, which were
u Presbyters, fo were they to have others to ftttcccD P. 248,
u them in their Places , which were BiJJjops. And
" this Right by Impeding Hands to Ordain Presbyters and Bitc
(hops in the Church of Chrift ; was at firft derived from
" the Apoftles unto Bi(hops , and not unto Presbyters and
"hath- for thefe fifteen Hundred Years without Example or
" Inftance to the contrary , till this our Age , remained in
" Bi(hops,andnot in Presbyters.
Jerom,wheve he retcheth
" the Presbyters Office to the uttermoft, of purpofe to ihew,
" that he may do by the Word of God as much as the Bifhop,
c<
he excepteth this £Dne Point as unlawful for 1Piz$tyta$ by
u he Scriptures. Qmd facit Exceptd Qrdinatme, Epifcopus,
,

,

•,

;

2

yuod Presbyter non facit I

H

And

:

nanas was
that by
of
out
Chryfoflom,
anfwereth
he
Presbytery,
by the
be
undermuft
Scripture
of
place
that
in
Presbytery
word
the
ftood Bijkops, not Presbyters, becaufe Presbyters in the Apoftles time did not impofe Hands on a Bifhop.

And whereas us

objected,

" All that

we

1

nat impoiition or

can fay for the

Power

of Bifhops

" above Presbyters out of the Scriptures is this
P. 199.
" That the Holy Ghoft by the mouth of St. Paul
" hath given the Bifhop of each Place, Authority to Ordain
*
filch as be worthy, to examine fuch as be faulty, and Reprove
" and Difcbarge fuch as be guilty either of Unfound Teaching,
" and Offenfive Living. Thus much he faith to Timothy , and
" to The , and in them to their Succeflbrs , and ta all other
f
! Bifhops of Chrift's Church forever.
The Power of Ruling the People is not folely, but
P. 304.
chiefly in the Bifhop. "My meaning (fays he) is foon
" underftood. You eftablifh one chief in your Pre s" byteries by God's Effential and Perpetual Ordinance, to exe" cute that which you decree , whom you call a Frejidem.
"How far I joyn with you, you (hall quickly perceive. To
<£
avoid Tumults and Dijfentions , God hath Authorized One in
" each Place and (Church, Able, to have and maintain a Presbytery, who with Pafloral, and Fatherly Moderation, fhould
" Guide as well the Presbyters that affifl him, as the People that
cc
are SubjeB to him, according to the Laws of God and Man 5
" the Execution whereof is C&ttfl? committed to his Charge
" that is the Leader , and Overfeer of the reft whom we
<c
His Power I call a Moderation , and not a
call a Bifhop.
"Domination-, becaufe the Wifdom of God hath likewife
" allowed and provided Chriftian means as well to Bridle
" him from wrongs , as to Direft him in Doubts. And
whereas the Nonconformift tells him, that this is right the
Power which they give to their Presbyteries 3 his Anfwer is,
" Did you not put Lay-Men inftead of Paftors to be Presby" ters, and make them Controulers , where they mould be
" but Advifers your Presbyteries might have fome ufe in
,
<s
the Church of God; tho far lefs now than when they Grit
" began. And amongft the many ufes of Presby
teP. 307.
" ries, the Bifhop is Pofitive , " That at ftrft, left
" the
,

;

5

t

" the

51

;

mil fhould be the Rule of all tilings
" in the Church , the Government of the Church was lb
pro11
portioned that neither the Presbyters mould do any thing
" without their Bifhop; nor the Bifhop difpofe Matters of Im" portance without his Presbytery.
He diftinguifheth between the Private ufe of the Keys
in Refuting to give the Lord's Supper unto the Impeninent, and the Vitblkk. ufe of the Keys , whereby the obftinate Perfon is excluded from all Fellow/hip of the Faithful,
as well Sacred as Civil ; The hrft belongs to the Presbyter,
the laft was by the Church of God allowed always
" For
and only to Bifhops. So in another place.
P. 320,
" our parts, tho* we take the Power of the Keys to be
" Common to all that have Paftoral Charge of Souls, in their
"Degree, yet to avoid the infinite Showers of Excommuonly

Bi{"hops

<c

nication , which would overflow all Churches and Pa" rimes , and the intolerable Quarrels and Brabbles that
" would enfue
if every Presbyter might Excommunicate
,

" without the Bifhops confent and Licence , we praife the
t£
Wifdom of God's Church in fuffering no Inferiour to
" Excommunicate without the Bifhop s confent and Li" cence.
far this Learned Bifhop
who urgeth the regulaof Succefllon and Superiority in Ordination, to be the
Eflential Marks of a Bifhop, as he differs from a Presbyter, yet not diverting the Presbyter of all Governing
Power in the Church of Chrift. His Pleading for a Superiority of Power in the Bifhop, carries in it the grant
of a lefler degree of the fame Power, as belonging to the
Presbyter , and the denying Presbyters the Exercife of
this Power without the confent of the Bifhop, is but by
an Ecclefiaftical Conftitution , fuch as that which makes
the Reconciling Penitents , and Confirmation to be rather
Peculiar to the Bifhop for the Honour of his Calling, than
for any Neceflity of God's Word.
Thus I have gone through the Principal Writers about

Thus

,

rity

Church Government
namely

,

Alley

that

were

in

Bifhop of Exeter

H

2

,

Queen

Elizabeths

Piikington

Reign

3

Biihop of B*~
ref-me 7

Jewel Bifliop of Salisbury and Whitgift , Archbiffiop
,
of Canterbury who held, that according to the Scriptures
there was no Difference between a Presbyter and a
Bi-

refme

,

ijbpp, that in Scripture accounc their Office and
Powers
were the fame, and that the Apoitks did not leave behind them any one kind of Church Government
to
be obferved throughout all the Churches at all times
Tliefe were followed by Dr. Coffos , Or L
,
and

m

Bi-

fhop Bridges.

The Learned WWet

in his Synopfs Papifmi
,
a
,
three or four times in Queen Eliz*.
beths Days , and afterwards by King James
his Special
Command, doth in raoft things agree with the Bjjhops
but now mention'd , and being more particular than
the/
affirming out of Jerom, That Confirmation and
^Dtnatioit
were appropriated to the Bilhop , rather for the
Honour
of their Priefthood , and the Peace of the Church
than
by neceffity of any Law ; the fame he faith of the
Ju
nfdiblion of the Church 5 adding, That
anciently there
were no diftinct Confer at ions of Bifbops. The thin* w
here
in he may be fuppofed to differ from them is *
that an
Inequality amonglt the Presbyters , and the
PreMdency of
feme one above the other for Orders lake, he holds
to be
jipo&olical-i but herein differs not from the
Old

Publiihed

p^k

at lead

Noncon

formifls.

After thefe , I have given the Judgments of Saravia
Archbiihop Bancroft, the Judicious Hooker^ and
Bi/hop i?//
fan ; who affirm , the Government of the Church
to be
Apostolical.
Tho' formerly 'twas elteemed dangerous
to

Government to hold, that Church
Government
muft now be the fame twas in the Apoi'tles
days ; vet
its lookd on by thefe, as what ought to
be
The Go
vernment of the Church with them is a Divine
and Apoftolical Inftltution ,, but not Vnalterable.
Bilfon
I
the civil

v 2.
,
B.

^
M>
^owname
S'

,

lt

P^pe^al

con-

and yet Bifhop
, who moit willingly and
glad
t0 Con rent in J^gment
y P fef et
with
a l r f° r
Him, doth
iolemnly Declare
thefe words , " That
" although

VefenceofbisSermon, p. i6.

«

"?

.

^

,

.

m

,

prr
<c

he Voids the Calling of Bifrops in refped of
" their firlt Institution, to be an Jpoftoltcxl , anc io a Di" vine Ordinance , yet chat -he doth not maintain it to
<c

although

be Dlvlm

fms %

las intending

trfefeby* that it is Genesnd In mutably neceflary , as though
" there couid not be a True Church without it. And
within a few Pages after this, He declares his Opinion
to be the fame with King James's 3 \s ho doch fay , That
Christian Kirg
Prince , and Comit is granted to every

*

r«//j/

,

Perpetuity

'

,

.

wonvciAhh

prefcribe. to their Subjects , that Outward Form
of Kcilejiajikal E.cgin:cnt , which may feem beft to agree with
the Form of their Chill Government ; but fo as they fwerve
to

from the Grounds of Faith , and True Religion.
Dovrname , matttth not againft the GovernThis ,
Bilhops*
of
as I maintain it.—
ment
Tho* I hold the
Government- Epiicopal' to be of Apoftolical and Divine
Institution , yet not as Generally , 'Perpetually and Immutably neceilary
He doth not hold it neceflary in all Places , nor in all Ages , but to be changeable by Man
and if herein He and Bilfon accord , the Perpetuity Bilfon
is for, wiil admit of a Change.
not

at

all

.

faith

—

:

But whether Downame gives us BVfons Notion,
he

ftates

his

own

,

I

will not contend

,

nor

is

it

when
need-

fhould 5 It's enough to my purpofe, that the difference he placeth between a Biihop and Presbyter is only in Degree , that Confirmation , and Excommunication beful I

long unto Presbyters

from the Bifhops by

3

and that

Law

Bilfon

%

Biftidp differs

Ertabliihed than
conforming Pariih Presbyters.

more

horn the Non-

Bancroft profefles to agree with Robinfon , Reynolds^ and
who differed not from the Old Nonconforming and
Hooker never thought the Government of the Church to
be in all Places and Ages neceflarily the fame; nor did

Full^,

he look on Bifhopsto be of a Different Order h\m Presthe fame Order, differing only in
Degree , the Bifhop having only a Clueftp of Po^ er in the

byters, but to be of

Church

v

Church

;t

nor did any Great

/

Men of

the Church of
fyg:
Queen Elizabeths time, null the Miniftry or Church
State of the Reformed either in Scotland or beyond the
Seas; They held their Churches to be true Churches
and their Government to be fuch as agreed with the
,

land, in

General Rules of God's Word , and tho' fome efteemed
the Ordination only by Presbyters to be defective, yet did
not judge it to be Invalid, but admitted thofe who had
their Ordination only from Presbyters abroad, to Ecclefiaftical Promotions, on no other terms than their Subfcribing
the Articles of Religion, which concern the Faith, and
Doctrines of the Sacraments only.

Thefe Sentiments , which our firft Reformers entertain'd
about Epifcopacy are fuch, as would (if the Government of
the Church be at this time Fram'd accordingly ) contribute much to the Peace of the Church, and Healing
our
Divifions; and feeing they are moft admirably copied
out
UntO US in the Learned Archbi/hop V(hers Reduction
of Epifcopacy, I will with fome Notes prefent it to
the Reader's
more Deliberate Confideration-

CHAP.

CHAP.

VI.

Reduction of Epifcopacy with feme Motes
Archbifhop Udier's
on
"

it.

The
<t

"

unto the Form of Synodical
Redut~l'rjn °f Epifcopacy
the
Ancient Church ; propoin
received
rnment

G ove

the year 1641. as an Expedient for the premention of thofe Troubles , which afterwards did arife
M about the matter
of Church-Government.
ffJL in

'

<c

<l

«<

Epifcopal

and Presbyterial Government Conjoyned.

T>Y Order of the Church of England
Jj Presbyters are charged to admmifter

all

the

Dottrine and Sacraments^ and the Difcipline of
the Lord hath commanded , and as
^Chriftt
" this Realm hath received the fame ^ And that
tc

The Bool^of Ordination.

&

a they might the better underftand what theLord
" had commanded therein the Exhortation to
,

<{

ct
'l

*
^
11

the Church of EpheSt. Pm'-!, to the Elders of
read
unto them at the
be
to
appointed
Cu4 is
heed unto your
Take
Ordination
their
of
time

Ibid, ex

AB.

20.

27, 28.

•,

felves

and

to all the Flock

among whom

the

Holy

you Overfcers to Rule the ConGhoft hath made
negation of God, which he hath pur chafed with

" his

Blood.

fo

Hoi(j.aivn7

taken
2. 6.

in

Mac.

Revel. 12.

5.8c 19.15.

Notes.
Priefls and Deacons
it was in the Old Book, of Ordering
Charles II. there were fuch Alteraof
Reftauration
the
but on
Common Prayer and Ordering Bitions made in the Books of
as do plainly (hew, that tho' hereDeacons,
and
Priefis
fhops,
tofore the Presbyters had Power to Rule, yet now they have

Thus

-,

none,
j

,

n

'*
1 4 Car. 2. it is Declared,
That
(according
to
his
Majefty
King's
Declaration
the
of 25. Oliofor, 1660.) granted his Commiflion under the Great Seal of
England^ to feveral Bifhops, and other Divines , to Review

In the Aft of Vniformity,

ct

"
<c

4t

Book of Common

Prayer, and to prepare fuch SUttca-and £Wtftfon0, as they thought hi to offer : And af" terwards the Convocations of both the Protinces of Canterit bury
and Yor^ being by his Majefty -called arH Aflembled,
" (and now fitting) his Majefty hath been pleafed v> Autho'« rize and require the
Prefidents of the faid Convowj ons
and other the Bifhops , and Clergy of the fame, to iUvic^
" the faid Book of Common Prayer, and the Book of the Form
Ci
and Manner of the making and Confecrating of Bifhops,
4t Priefts and Deacons
\ And that after mature Confideration,
" they fhould make fflcjj a&Wtfotltf, and alterations? in the faid
"Books reflectively, as to them fhould feem meet and con" venient , And fhould Exhibit , and Prefent the fame to his
tl
Majefty in Writing, for his further Allowance, or ConfirtC
mation j fince which time , upon full and mature Delibe" ration , they , the faid Prefidents, Bifhops, and Clergy of
M both Provinces, have accordingly Reviewed the faid Book?,
" and have made fome alteration^, which they think fit to
ct be inferted to the fame, and have Exhibited and Prefented
c*
All which his Mathe fame unto his Majefty in Writing.
tl
jefty having duly confidered, hath fully Approved and Al-

tc

the

mt&,

*'•

lowed the lame , and recommended to this pretest ParliaJ* ment.
The Books thus altered, were by this Parliament confirm'd
2nd. eftablifhed , and the Alterations fuch as make the Office of
the Presbyter quite another thing than it was before ; for tho'
in the old Book of Ordering Bifhops , Priefts and Deacons,
the Reading unto the Presbyters at the time of their Ordination, Atts 20. 27, 28. did put it out of Doubt, that the Presbyters were vefted with the Paftoral Office, having Power giIn the new Book this Exhortation
ven 'em to Eule the Church
is removed from the Presbyters Ordination unto the Confecration of Bifhops , thereby manifeftly Evincing the Paftoral Power
to be taken from the Presbyter , and feated with the Bifhop
only, and accordingly the name tfaftor] which was in the
old

ct

•,

\ 59 J
old Book given unto the Presbyter , is in the new omitted,
and in feveral places the word [C'urate , or Priefi~\ fubftituted
and whereas, in the old Book, the Presbyter was
in its ftead
admitted [.to the Miniffry of Priefthood'] in the new it's to the
pD^er] and Miniftry of Priefthood , thereby making Priefthood an Order diitinct from thofe of Deaconflnp and Epifcopacy.
In the Confederating of Bifhops in the Collet?, to ihew whan
they mea* &y Bifhop more than formerly , it's added by way
•,

of Ey/7i icat i° rj t0 a *i B'flops [the Pajiors of thy Church"] and m
t \c Prayer for the Bifhop [Almighty God, &c.j in the old Book
'twas, Replenifli him fo with thy Truth— that He may faithfully
'

ferve thee in this Office to the Edifying of thy Church ; in the new
it is [to the well Governing thy Church. ~\
And when the Archbifhop and other Bifhops prefent, do lay their Hands on the
Elected, and according to the old Book, were to fay, [Receive

Holy Ghoft, &c.] in the new it's added [for the Office and
Work^ of a Bifhop $Jot9 committed unto thee by the Impofition of our

the

Hands in the Name of the Father , Sec]
Thus the Alterations by Law eftablfhed do

clearly (hew,
that both the Name and Office of a Paflor is taken from the
Presbyter, and transferr'd over to the Diocefan , who alone
hath the Power of Ordering Priefts and Deacons, and of Governing or Ruling the Church} whence it follows, that as
there is but One Paflor in a Diocefs, there is but one Church
\

ThaE

all Parifh-Aflemblies are

but parts

or parcels of this
One ilngle Church, under the Conduct and Government only
of the Diocefan Bifhop, their only Paftor That all Ordinations by Presbyters are of no greater Validity than thofe by
Deacons or Lay- men ; and therefore altho' Ordination is no
more to be repeated than Baptifm, yet thofe who have had
their Ordination only by Presbyters, muft be Ordained again,
or not admitted unto any Benefice , nor allowed the Exercife
of the Prieftly Office, nor be efteemed Lawful Priefts ^ fo that
-,

as there is a vaft Difference between Queen Elizabeth* $ Bifhops and Charles the Second's, fo between Queen Elizabeth's
Law, and King Charles's. " Q; Elizabeth's Act runs thus, That
tv every Perfon under the Degree
of a Bifkoy , which doth or fhall
" pretend to be a Prieft or Minifter of God's Holy Word and Sa-

"

craments, by reafon of anp Otljec
I

2

#0£M

of InJlmtion y Conftcra^tion*

:

At

w
"
il

Ct
4t

41

4t
<c

Form

now ufed in the Reign of our
or Ordering, than the
declare his Ajfent
flail
moft Gracious Soveraign Lady
and fubfcribe to all the Articles of Religion, which only concern
the Profeflion of the true Chriftian Faith, and the Doftrine
tion,

of the Sacraments, comprifed in a Book Entituled, Articles
upon pain, ^x. t\tty fuch P'trfon
Qviz. 39 Article 2r]
which flail not fubfcribe, flail be (ipfo fa<fto) Giprived
and
all his Ecclefiaftical Promotions fhall be void, as jf £ Q ^ a(|

—

&c.

been naturally dead.

King

Charles his

Law

is

thus,

tc

That no Parfon, who

i^. v

of any Parfonage or Beis Incumbent, and
« l
ncfice, and who is not in Holy Orders by Cptfcopal ®#iU
11
nation, or fhall not be before the faid Feaft-day of St. BarU tholomew, Ordained Prieft or Deacon, (hail have, hold, or enct
but fhall be utterly difablsd,
joy any Parfonage with Cure
*c
and ipfo fatlo deprived of the fame, and all his Ecclefiaftical Pro*
" motionsfhall be void, a* if he had been naturally dead.
Touching Perfons ordained by any other Form than the
Epifcopal,z Subfcription to the Articles was fufficientby 13 £//*,.
c, \i. to Qualifie them for Spiritual Promotion, andWhittivgham's, whofe Ordination was only by Presbyters abroad, was
efteemed good, and he enjoyed his Benefice to the day\of his
tl

in th'e PofTeffion

—

death, asTraverfe, in his Supplication to the Council, affirms
but tho' the Articles be fubfcribed unto by one having only an
Ordination by Presbyters, he muft be ordained by the Bifhop,
or not admitted to any Ecclefiaftical Promotion ; or if admitted, he is ipfo fatto deprived ; and whoever confults the Book
of Ordering Presbyters , will find that the whole of it plainly
declares, that the former Odination of the Perfon thus re-ordained, was invalid and null, and that till now he was never
of the Presbyters Office ; for the Ordination of one never before ordained, and the Ordination of him who was formerly
ordainM by Presbyters, is the fame.
Whether I am right in thefe my Sentiments , I appeal to
the Right Reverend and Reverend Bifhops and others of the
Dignified Clergy , who, with the greateft importunity, are
defired to declare their Judgments in this Matter.
To know what the Government of the Church of England
is,; that is by Archbijhops, Btflops ^ and what is the Office of a
Presbyter,

(61
Presbyter

,

what that of a

'^^BPBBasa

)

Bifhop, is a

matter of extraordinary

importance.
If it be the fame it was in Edward the Sixth and Queen Elizabeth 7 * days, which is the fame with what the Learned Archbijhop Vjher was for, the greateft Bone of Contention between
Every Parifhthe Cons and Noncons will be removed farther.
Presbyter will be granted to be a Pafior, vefied with a Right to
Rule tk*Chnrch, (from whence, faith the Learned Archbilhop,
tnP name of Rettor alfo was given ur.to him at firfl) and to
adwinifier the Difcipltne of Chrift, as .in 11 as to dtjpenfe the.Doand Sacraments, and the difference between the Bifljcp

tlrine

and

the Presbyter to be only in Degree , and not in Order , as this
Learned Primate ever held, as he faith in an Anfwer to an
u i have
abufive Report, that went abroad of him
ever del<
clared my Opinion to be (faith he) That Epifcopm
Pruct
byter grada tantnm diffcrunt , non Or dine , and confenuently
#

:

&

44

that in places where Bifhops cannot be had, the Oi motion
by Presbyters ftandeth valid; and Dv. Pernod in n: s Am*
" madverjions on the Archbifhop'S Opinion, afferts . That in
4t this Judgment he was not fingular
; Dr. Davenant, thdt Pious
4<
and Learned Bifhop of Salisbury, confents with
4<
him in it , produceth the Principal of the Determine. £.
Ct
Schoolmen, Gulielmus Parifenfu, Gerfon y Du. 42.
44
rand, &C. Epifcopatus non eft Ordo precise diu ftintttts a Sacerdotio Jimpljci, &c. non eft alia petefas Ordinis in
44
Epifcop.s qudm Presbyteris,fed ineft modo perfettiuri. And declares
44
it to be the general Opinion of Schoolmen, O-c. And where44
as the Primate faith, That in Cafes of Neceffity, where Bi41
(hops cannot be had, the Ordination by Presbyters frandeth
"valid: Bifhop Davenant concurs with him alfo, and prcdu44
ceth the Opinion of Richardus Armathanus (one of this Piia mate's PredecefTors, and one of the moft Learned men
in
u his time,) to be accordingly. To which divers others
might
44
be added , as in fpecial Dr. Field fometimes Dean of Glo44
cefler , in his Learned Book of the Church,
" where this Judgment of the Primate, and the Lib. 3. c, 39.
il
Concurrence of Bifhop Davenant 7 s, is large- lib, 5. c. 27.
44
But that Book Entituled, The
ly confirmed.
u Defence of the Ordination of the Minifters of the Reformed Chw44

;

&

44

ches

C

u
«

6i

)

Mr. Archdeacon Mafon
Defence of Epifcoct
pacy, and of the Miniftry of the Church of England) is fufw ficiently known, and i have been affurM it was not only the
«" Judgment of Bifhop Overall but that he had « Principal
hand
"intt. He produceth many Teftimonies, the Mafter of the
« l Sentences
and moll of the Schoolmen, Bonaventm*^ Thomas
,
•* Aquinas, Durand, Dominion Soto, Rich ar dm Armachanm^ jQm
iC

ches

beyond the Seas, maintained by

againft the Romanics

(who wrote

alfo a

Alphonfm a Cajlro, Gerfon, Canifim to have affirnM
the fame \ and at laft quotes Medina, a Principal Bilhop of
4t
the Council of Trent, who affirm'd , That Jerom , ^^>
4t
brofe, Auguflwe, Sedulim, Primafim , ^Chryfoftome, Theodoret,
flatus^

Ct

Hi

tc
4t

u
"

were of the fame Judgment alfo. In a word, if
the Ordination of Presbyters in fuch places where Bifhops
cannot be had, were not -valid, the late Bilhops of Scotland
had a hard Task to maintain themfelves to be Bijhops, who
were not Priefts, for their Ordination was no other.
Theophylatt

What
of the

Dr. Bernard mentions about the Archbifhop's

late Prerbyterians here in England,

is

diflike

not fo much againft

Power , as the Manner of their Exercife,
they did not add to the Impofition of Hands {Receive the Holy

their Exerciiing the

&c] nor fo much as thefe words [_Be thou a faithful
Difpenfer of the Word of God and of his Holy Sacraments,
Moreover in the Clofe to the Reduction the Primate and Dr.

Ghoft,

&c]

That the
may lawfully

Holdfworth aver,
Propofition,

Suffragans, mentioned in the fecond
ufe the Power both of Jurifdiction

Word of God and the Praof the Ancient Church, who yet are but the Chorepifcopi,
of no other Order than the Presbyters , as hereafter I (hall
prove. A Declaring therefore thus much, namely, That the
Presbyter is of the fame Order, Vefted with the Power both
of Order and Jurifdiction, and'an'entrufting them with the
Exercife' thereof^ as in the fecond Propofition, will contribute very much towards a well Eftablifhed Comprthenfion ; And
in Requital it's not to be doubted, but the LatitudinarianNon-

and Ordination according to the
ctice

conformiftyoi which there are a great

number

in this

Kingdom,

will rdadily yield to the Prefdency of one Presbyter, for the
fake of Union, to be over them,, and clofe with what the Arch-

bifhop further adds.
Arcbbijhop.

Archbifhop.
in common Ruled the Church of
Preftdent,
whom our Saviour in his
one
was
M Efhefw, there
u Epiftle to this Church, in a peculiar manner
4*
Revel, r.
fllletb f^c Angtl of the Church of Ephefns: and
ct

Of

the

many

Elders,

who

u

Jgnatim in another Epiftle written about
twelve yes^s after unto the fame Church, calleth the Bifhop
tl
thereof Betwixt the Bifhop and the Presbytery of that
« CbiT-< n , what an Harmonious Corfcnt there was in the Or" raring of the Church-Government, the fame -Ignatius doth
fully declare, by the Presbytery, which St. PW,
u undemanding the Community of the reft of the i Tim. 4. 14.
u Presbyters or Elders, who then had a hand,
l<
not only in the Delivery of the Doctrine and Sacraments,
u but alfo in the Adminiftration of the Difafline of Chrift
ct
for further proof of which, we have that known Teftinaony

u

••*

:

"ofTertul/ian in his general Apology
tC
for Chriftians. In the Church are ufid
4t
Exhortations , Chaftifcments, and Divine
f* C enfun ; for Judgment u given with
u great advice, at amqngft thofe, who are
** certain they are in the
fight of God, and

u
<;

<l

"
'<
««

"

it i$

the chiefeft foreftyewtng of the

ment which

is

to

Judgcome, if any man have

that he be banijhed from
Communion of Prayer , and of the
Jjfembly , and of all Holy Fellowjlnp.

Ibidem

etiaai

Fxhorta-

tiones, CafHgationes

,

&

nam &
cenfura Divina
}udicatur magno cum pondere, ik apud certos de
•,

Dei confpe&u,

fummumqj

fummum

tuturi

praEJudicium eft,
ita deliquerir, uc

Judicii
fi

a

quis

Com-

the

municatione Oracionjs, &
Conventus & omnis fanfti

The^tffjtomtft that bear'B.ult therein,
are certain approved &itV0, who have

probati quiq; Senioresjhonorem iftiunnoH
pretio , fed Teftimonio

fi offended,

"obtained this Hononr, not by Jftefciatd,
but by good Report , who were no other
a (as he himfelf intimates elfewhere)
" but thofe from whofe hands they uted
lt
to receive the Sacrament of the £#-

*'

" chanft.

Commercti reJegecunprsefiderK

adept!.

c

Tertul.

Apologet.

39.

Nee dc
quam

bus

aliorura mani-

Pr<£fideDtium

fumimus. JJ.deCvaoa Milint, c. 3.

tl

For with the Bifhop, who was the
" Chief Prelident (and therefore (tiled
" by the fame Tertullian in another
11

place

* Summus

Sacerdos for diftin-

pus, dehinc Presbyteri

&

* Dandi quidem Baptifmi habec

jus

Summus

Sacerdos, qui eftEpifcoDiaconi. Id. de Baptif. c. 1 7

"

ction

"

ft ion

fake) the reft of the Difpenfers

of the

Word

and Sathe Church
*" and therefore, where in Matters of
Ecclefiaftical Judicature'
" Cornelius Bifhop of Rome ufed the
re'
Omni aftuad me per- " ceivcd Form ot gathering
together the
Jato placuit contrahi Presu pr p<hvtp*-v nf-woh-ar ~ r
rf° nS that d
byurium.Comel.apudCypr.
M conllft
ct"*?
Cyprian fufficieniiy
'
Epift. 4 5.
declareth
" when he wifheth them to r ea( ^1
j
*' Letters to the flourishing Clergtt,^-^
Florentiflfimoillicclero
u there did Prefide or Rule with him
tecum praefldenti. Cypr. E*
rv^
tc

craments joyned

in

the

Common Government of

™ r£ ^

piji.

55.

^ Come/.

«• prefence

,

^

of the Clergie being thought

" to be fo requifite in matters of Epif.
^ copal Audience, that in the fourth
" Council of Carthage, it was concluUtEpifcopusnuIliuscau-

Cam audiat abfq-, prxfentia Clencorum foorum, alioquin lrntaeric fenten-

tiaEpifcopi, nifiCIericorum,pra?fentia confirmetur.

Cmcii. Carthag, iv.

Except. Egbern,
**ExceDt
Eeberti

K

nullus.

3 True

it is,

rg. ?. 7.

II

c
c.

&
4i

c<

ded , That the Bijloop might hear no
mans caufe without the Prefence of the
,« clergie, and that
otherwife the D,
B i(hop's
nat s
•.
r
.5
u Sentence
c
n
'i

•«•

•

/

*'

"

Jlwtld be void, unkfs it were
confirmed by the Prefence of the Cleraie
;
which we find alfo to be infertedMn-

° f * E& ben , *ho was
r«k. in the
times,
"and afterwards in the Body of the
" c«»o» Z-4IP it felf.
° ^.P 110 " 8
f
tc
Archbifhop of
£

||

that

in our

Church

"Government hath been long

difufed,

*l

W»

A

.

this

kind of Presbyterial

yet feeing

it 'frill

pro-

that every Pafior hath a Right to Rule the
Church
" (from whence the name of Reclor alfo was given at firft unto
"him) and to Adminifter the Dtfcipline of Chrift, as well as to
tc
Difpenfe the Dottrme and Sacraments, and the
Reftraint of
u the Exercife of that Right,
proceedeth only from the
fefffeth,

"

Cu-

ftom now received in this Realm, no man can doubt
,
but by
" another Law rif the Land, this hindrance may be well re" moved ; And this Ancient Form of Government by the
uniSuffrages of the Clergy, might be reviv'd
again; and
with what little (hew of Alteration, the Synodical
Cowrttiti"ons of the Pallors of every. Parift might be accorded with
C:
the Prefidency of the Bifhops of each Diocefs
and Province,
44
the

ted
'

Reader may quickly perceive by the perufal of

c<

the indifferent

"

the enfuing Propofitions.

" In every
" with

Parifh the Rector, or incumbent Paftor,

together

Church-Wardens and Sides-men, may every Week
" take notice of fuch as live fcandaloufly in that Congrega" tion, who are to receive fuch feveral Admonitions and Rect
**

"
*«

the

proofs as the Quality of their Offence fhall deferve : And if
by this means they cannot be reclaimed, they may be prefented to the next monthly Synod, and in the mean time debarr'd by the Paftor from Accefs unto the Lord's Ta-

"

ble.

Notes.

The Name

Reclor,

which

fignifieth a

Governour or Ruler,

was anciently given in common to Prelates, Bifhops, Abbots,
and Parilh-Presbyters, but chiefly to the Parifh- PriehVor Parfon that had Cure of Souls, as D V
Reftores Ecclefiarum
F RE S E obferves out of the
Lombardian Laws , and Charles the Praslaci, Epifcopi, AbbaGreat's Capitulars, and the Aim*.

N

MT^ESfl&g

Charter.

i

.

sett. 4 2.

tit.

1a.Stf.4J

In Capicularibus Carol. M.
Maxime Reftor Ecckfiae qui vuJgo Curio, feu Curicus,
lib.2,.th.T$.fyc.
ut in Charts AUman. 43. apud GoWd/fam.
Glof. in verb,

DV FRESNE

ReZlor.

Lindvoood alfo in his Provincial Conft it ut ion,
ell

and "* Cowour Common Law,

declares the fame

affirms

.

That

in

;

Communirer loquendo
[per ipforum ReOorum]
rc K as
d
£ *&9\*>™
i |
Ecclefiarum
Parochiahum.
Poteft eciam imellj { de

?

r>
ct
r
r
t>
„ri
iu
^
Reclor
Ecclef* Parochial*, 15 he that
or
Cure
of
Charge
a
Parifhhath the
Church ; qui tantum Jus in Ecclefia Parochiali habet, quantum Pralatus in Ecclefa Collet Thtt> Parfo* and Reflor
were anciently the fame So -J-» Bratlon,

ter, in Verb. Retfor.

Sciendum

f

•

:

1

:

quod Rectoribus Ecclefiarum
Parcchialium competit Ajjifa , qui u.ftitui
funt per Epifccpos
rce.

as

Lindvoood

he avers,

omni

Praelato

Ecclefi*.

Lindw. de Confu. c. nullus
vcr nulIus Re ^or, & ver.

/

^'Z^nl^r,
Lib. ^.TraZ}. $.ca.pri.

& Ordtnarios^

ut Perfoholds the fame: For,

That

in

aliquibus
locts
4

De Prxfump. c. ne LeP ra Seft quod fi. ver. Per>

lonatus,

-

oo

^

s

;

&ecCO?C0 Ecehfiarttrnwcantur Perform,
hac dittio Perfonse, eft vnlgare

is

as exprefs, that

& ponitur pro KettOJf*

Word

Perfonatns in Otho y s
in his Glojfary, obferving the
Confutations, delivered by Matthew Pa-

Watt

Henry the Third's day?, and in
v>*\r\o Innocents
/hm^phz-'c Letter
f t>tte*r
t-h*» aKKa?
*(
to the
Abbot of
Pope

in quK.'lTs rods omnibus accipfruf "pro Retfo-

fit -in

quam a Parfonage vo

ria,

fo he

Anglicorum,

m

St. Albans, aflures us,

camus.

that it fignifies a

and the Ttrpma, or Par/on, is
John de Aihon in his Comthe Rettor.
mentary on Othoys Conftitutiont on the

Rettory,

DeCoafeC

Perfonar,

S:,

Cleric. Qucd in qyodan.

Word Per[ma, ,faith, (J-e.)

ver.Perf&u.

Retlores

;

loqui-

tur enim [ecundum vulgare Anglicorum.
ll i$ alio clear

from Lmdwood

,

Vicars Perpetual were

that

be Rtclors or Govern oars of the Pathe Co n ft tut ion of Stint* Lang.
on
andtherefore
rifh-Crlurch'
ham, where it's Ordain'd, That Nulla
Retlor prefume to fell thofe Tithes of
Nullus Reftor, fugple
vel Vicarius, ubi eft Per
his Church not yet received , before
petuus De Cotifuet. c. Nulthe Annunciation of the BlefTsd Mary,
Reftor, ver. Nullus
fiis
it muft be underftood alfo of Vicars
Reftor.
And John de Athon is -very
Perpetual:
anciently acknowledged, to

i

*,

.

Credo refpeftu Refto-

rum Vicarium

dici Inti-

tulatum, refpeftu vero anominare debet
lior.
Reftorem. ConJtit.Otbi. de

m

Infiit. Vicarior. \er~b.

adVii

car.

It's

then very plain,

large in difcuding, and pofitive in deFor, faith he, out of /»termining it
nocenth Extrav. though if you coniider
a Vicar Perpetual , with refpect to his
:

Redlor, whofe Vicar he is, he is not
called a Reclor ; yet if compared with
others, he is a Retlor.

That

anciently every Parfon and Vi-

car Perpetual, were called Reclort or Governonrsv and why?
but becaufe they ware vefted with a Right to Govern their
Churches, notwithstanding which, it cannot now be inferr'd,
that thofe who ftill bear the Name of Retter, are Governours

For the ancient Conftitution of the Church
of the Church
not only altered, whereby Parifh Presbyters, Parfons, Rei
ctors and Vicars Perpetual , have loft all theirancient Power of
Ruling ; but by reafon of Impropriations, mere Laicks, ever fince
the Statute of Diflblution , that took away Appropriations
from
•,

i'67 )
from

the Church, have been Parfons and Rettors, but not Rulers
of the Church.
Sir

That

Henry Salman very Learnedly doth prove,
after the Appropriations, the Paribnage

ofTubes, c.

a$.

ftill continues Spiritual, as well in the Eye of the Common
Law,as of the Canon Law: for if it became Temporal by Appropriation, then were it within the Statute of Mortmaine and fory
feited by that Act ; and as it continues Spiritual, it mufl be
made to a Spiritual Perfon,and not Temporal, Spiritual Things
and Spiritual Men being Co-Relatives, that cannot, in Reafon

However, we fee that, de'faSio r Lay-men are
of thefe Spiritual impropriations, and thereby are become the Parfons and Rectors , and the Ecclefiaftical Incumbent,
who hath the Cure of Souls, is his Vicar, who, although acding to the Ancient Dialed:, might be catted fmfab when
compared with others, yet not with refpect to the Lay-man,
the Parfon or Rector of the Parifh: He that hath cine Parfonage
or Rectory, is the Parfon or Rector; and that is the.Lay-lmbe divorced.
poflefs'd

•

propriator.
Befides, according to
plain, tha:

what hathbeen offer \Un the

now no Governing Power is

'fir-fl:

Nere,

with the ParuhBe is not only denied the Exerclfe of fucha Power,
fresbyter
"but diverted of the Power it felf ; and if any of 'em have the
WUtid of Rdhr left 'em, it's vox Qr prat erea r,unl.
it's

left

;

If in thh

am

miftaken, the Fathers of the Church are
the World fo ; but .whether \ *m miltaken or no, the reftoring the Parim-PresbyterS to the ancient
Power of Rectors, and the Exercifs of it, wih.be a great ftep
towards the healing our Breaches, efpecially if what the ancient
Cbonpifeyi, whom I maft again mention, who were but Presbvters, enjoyed, may be allowed tkem : Of -whom, more in my
-Notes under the o&t Proportion,
I

humbly defnedto

tei)

.

II.

Wh^eas by a Sratute in the Six and Twentieth Year of
King H'nry the Eighth (revived in the Fhrft Year
tc
of Queen -Elizabeth^ Suffragans are appointed to. <<h. 14.
41
be erected in Twenty Six feveral places of
'" this Kingdom, the Number
of them might very well be conct

<l

formed

unto the Number of the feveral Rural Deanries, into

K

2

"which

(

"which every Diocefs
«'

is

68')

fub-divided

;

which being done, the

Suffragan fupplying the place of thofe

who

in

the ancient

*«
Church were called Chorepifcopi^ might every Month affemble
" a Synod of all the Rettors, or incumbent Paftors within the
* 4 Precinct, and
according to the major part of their Voices,
" conclude all Matters that (hall be brought into Debate before
u them.

Notes.

appointed to be erected in the Twenty Sixth
the
Year- of 'Henry the Eighth , were to be confecrated by
by
and
Suffragans,
or
Bifhops,
Archbifhop, afcd Two other
to
not
were
yet
but
Dignity
Epifcopal
\
them admitted to the
or
Power
Epifcopal
or
Jurifdiction
any
ufe, have, or execute
or
Diocefs
any
within
nor
Sees,
faid
their
Authority within
Dominions,
place of this Realm, or elfewhere within the King's
(hall be Ubut only fuch Jurifdiction, Power and Authority as
by a Comexecute
and
cenfed and Limited to them, to take, do,
Suffragan
a
he
is
which
^
miffion from the Bifhop of the See in
nor were they to ufe any Jurifdiction, Ordinary, or Epifcopal
Power otherwife, nor longer time than limited by fuch Commif-

The Suffraeans

Thefe were the Suffragans appointed to be erected by Henry
Ordained to the Ethe Eighth, who though Confecrated and
pifcopal Dignity, yet muft exercife no other Epifcopal Power
than was delegated to 'em by the Diocefan's Commifllon,
which was a very precarious arid uncertain thing. This Learned Archbifhop doth therefore move, that inftead of this fort of
place of the ancient
Suffragan, we might have men to fupply the
Limitations, tho
fuch
under
firft
at
not
were
Choreptfcopi, who
withoutEpifcopalConfecrations,they were veiled with the Powbe coners and Authorities of City Bifhops and that they might
if
which
motion,
A
Deanries.
form'd to the Number of Rural
touchdoubt,
no
would,
England,
clofcd with by the Church of
ing this part of the*Controverfie about the Government of
and the Church in her Condethe Church, heal the Divifion
an ancient Practice of the
unto
conform
would
fcention herein,
•,

•,

Church, recogniz'd by all to be common, at leaft in the Third
Century : For though Bifhop Parker will not admit them to have
been in the Church till the Fourth Century, becaufe no mention
of

\

oo

;

of 'em in any Record before the Council of Ancyra fat, which
(notwithstanding what Angelocrator avers, who would have it
be after the Council of Nice, becaufe Vitalise Biihop of Amioch, the firlt named amongft the Bifhops that fate in it, was not
made a Bifhop before the Year 331.) it's generally held to be
in the Year 3 14. And it's not ealie to imagine, that thefe Chorepifcopi could in fo fhort a time fpring out of Nothing, and arrive to that height they were at An. 314, or as others 308.
Be(ides^ there were feveral Choreptfcopi in the Council of Nice,
that was but Ten or Twelve Years after this j and Rabanm
Maunis Seven or Eight Hundred Years ago produced an Apoftolical Argument to prove, that they were as ancient as City
Bifhops " For (Tays he) in the Book which Damafus the firft
<c
wrote on the defire of Hierome the Presbyter, it's affirm'd,
" That Linus and Cletus, by the Commandment of St. Peter,
lt
Ordained Presbyters, who yet fucceeded him not in the A" poftolical Chair, Clemens being by the Order of this blefTed
* Apoftle, made his Succeflbr And ( faith Manrus ) from
tC
hence it is, that the Choreyifcopi, as 1 fuppofe, had their
" Rife, and have ever fince continued in the Catholick Church,
" who being Ordained by their own Bifhops, by their Com" mandment did Ordain Presbyters, Deacons, and other Inferi44
or Degrees, and difcharge all the other Offices belonging to
* l Priefthood.
So far Rabanns.
They were but Presbyters, and yet did Ordain and Exercife
:

:

Epifcopal Jurifdi&ion.
That they did at firft exercife Epifcopal Jurifdiction in the
Countrey, is clear from the 13th Canon of the Council of An,
cyra, which according to Zonaras and Balfaman is thus

m&ixla.

Exactly tranflated by Gentianus Hervetus, ChorepifcoDiaconos O rdinar e, fed neq; Vrbis
Presbyteros, nifi cum Uteris ab Epifcopo permijfum fnerit, in aliena
This, as Bifhop Parker confefTeth, is the moft corParochia.

pos nan

licere Presbyteros, vel

Copy » That it fhall not be lawful for Comtrey Bifhops to Ordain Presbyters or Deacons , nor yet for City Presbyters , without the

rect

permijfion of their Bifhop.

on [in another Parijh

Only he omits

or Diocefs"}

j

this material Exprefli-

which

Words do

greatly

con-

170

)

confound the Learned Archbiihop of Paris, De Marca, who
will therefore have the Greek Copy corQuid

reded

eft illud in alien*
fi

line luens.

*

De Marc.de

Canard. Satef.

&

What

:

is

the

meaning of thefe

words, C faith hej c# hi?* 'm^iyj* y in afc na paroicia} as if it had been lawful

Chorepifco*
pis libera efftt Ordinario
Presbyren " fua Paracu
Tartcia, ac

fh

J.

m s "tir

Imper.

C

{,

0?epiTcop | t0 Qrdain Presbyters

„

a

i

own Precincts, Without

i

,

the leave

He will therefore
of the City-Bifoop.
have it, w lugs] -myiiu*) in unaquaque
Panzcia, which agrees not only with the Tranflat-ion of Dionyfius Exiguus , but with an ancient Copy in
P. 140.
the Library at Oxford, as Thomdike of the
Ri*ht of the Church, reports, who can make no
4t
For , fays he, can the
Senfe of De Marco's Emendation
4C
y^t^im-mv
h h£,™ Tiu&nua.,
words,
laft
of
the
t$
Reading
4<
feem probable to Reafonable PerDns ? What Confequence
" of Senfe is there in faying, unkfs Licenfe be granted in CtJCCp

1.2.

c

14. Sett, i* 2.

:

u ^aufy

\\ hich is plain, when ft is faid, That the City?
Presbyters do nothing in the Pariih, that is in the Countrey
" or Diocefs, without Authority by the Bitot's Lexers. So
5 titr&s
far Thomdi!^, who is for the blottirg h it
w
Ix&sy
Oxford,
and
Balfa/ncn*s
Copy,
and

*j

jr^v to the
and who agrees with De Marca, in
be -.re the
Canon, and prefers Ifidore MercatorH Trr
Original Greek., and have it thus, Vicarihs Eptfcoporum, quos,
Grceci Chorepifcopos vocar.t, non licere Presbyttros itl Diacoms
Ordtnare, fed nee Presbyteris Civitatis, fine Eptfcopi Prtcepto,- amplim aliyiid Imper are, velfine Ant or it ate Liter arum ejus in unaquaque
:

parochia aliquid agere

;

Whereby, contrary to

all

Rule, by

Ad-

&c

they impofe a Senfe drreftly centradid ing the exprefs Words of the Canon ; which 15 "done in
fo grofs a manner, that Thorndtkehmdition, Mutilation,

Ri^bt of the
pag, 141, 142.

church,

was compeli'd to acknowledge,
That for his par* he doth not believe that
we have the true Reading of this Canon in

fclf

any Copy that he hath heard of or feen.
But why is Thorndikg, who is followed by

and Bifhop Parker,
\-4fc0pal Divines,

all

differing

from Queen

fo concerned to

Dr.

Hammond

Eltz.abetti>%

Old £-

oppofe the Urjiverfally Rcceiv'd

ceiv'd Copies of Zonaras and Balfamon,

but becaufe, do they
beeafily inflrr'd, that before the Council of Ancyra, the Chorepifcopi did ordain Presbyters, &c. that
afterwards. they might do it in their own P^rtjhej without Uaz-e a rni

what they can,

it

may

other Pariflies with leave, oratleaft in their own Parifhes with
Thus much is the Import of Zonara\ Balfaxon\ and
the Oxford Copies, one of which mult be received, notwithftandingany thing hitherto oppos'd unto hm. The whole that
Thorndike hath laid in againfl: us, narrowly look'd into, comes
to nothing.
The Reafons why our Copy is to be fufpected, faith he,
are thefe
l
< In an Arabitk Paraphrafe
1.
now extant in the Oxford Litc
brary, there is nothing to be found of that Chufe, 'A^<t pUrf
leave.

2. " Ifidore Mercator's Tranflation, which feems to be that
which was anciently received in the Sp^iJJj Churches, before
*4
Dionyfiits Exigiws, wherewith that Copy agreed which Herve"tus tranflated, as alfo Fulgtmius his Breviate, which Pope Alt

11

4C

drian the firft followed, hath only this, Vicar us Epifcoporum 9
quo? Graci Chore ftfcoposz'ccant i &.C ut fapra.
<l

the Reading cf the laft words, y$ y^A^^-mv h l&sf
feem probable, &c, ut fupra.
u Seeing this is that which is afterwards provided for,
4.
by the Council of Laodicea, Cap. LVI. in the fame Subject,
3

.

Can

Tmetixj*,
ct

"

that this mould be the provifion
it feems very probable,
which the Council of Ancyr.% intended, as all lgn.vuis his EM piftles, and other Canons Apoft.XL, AreUt. XIX. exprefs it.
To all which I reply,
i. The Greek Copy compared with Translations, having the
Reputation of an Original, is not to be neglected, though in
the Arabick^Taraphrafe the Claufe about City Presbyters is omitted j for it might be either negligently or willingly done
Besides, if this Claufe had never been in the Original, there (till
remains enough to carry our Point in that, as we mall hereafter prove the Chortpifcopi were but Presbyters, and yet by
the other parts of this Canon had power to ordain both Presbyten and Deacons, at leafl: with the permiffion of the City-Bi•'

:

fliop.

To

(

7i)

To the Second,

touching Ifidoreh Tranflation, which differs
from Hervetus\ and Dionyfms Exiguus\ as well as from every GreeJtCopy, cannot be of ftrength enough to invalidate
an Original, any move than the Vulgar, or any other Tranflation of the Bible, can blaft the Reputation of the Originals
either of the Old or New Teftament.
What hath been already urged about de Marco's difguft againft b>lrne^
O l and Thowdtke's quarrel with c* l^tr» m&Mjcfe,
For if the Cais a fufficient Anfwer to his Third Argument
non hath any meaning, be it U iii^, or oy ej^ry w^/m, or be
there an Omiflion of this Exprefiion, it cannot but be granted,
that before this Council the Chorepifcopi did Ordain Presbyters
and Deacons without the City-Bifhop's leave, and afterwards
with it.
To the Fourth, that the Council of Laodicea did many Years
after this make the fame Provifion, hath nothing of Argument
in it to prove, That the Council of Ancyra did fo, long before
y
Laodtcea s doing it now, feeing it's not by way of confirmation
of an anteceding Decree, is a fufficient intimation, that Ancy-

m

^

:

ra did

it

not.

will provoke us to confult this
$6th^ or rather $yth Canon of Laodicea, to it we will go ^
'On * aj b*
which on a diligent fearch we find to run thus
\jLnJ.\ fay fome,
Tttls myitis >y cv Tttli wept x«3isa&$ %hwx*<; ,

However, feeing Thomdike

:

Hervetus renders it thus , Quod
Epifcopos conftitui, fed PeriodeuDionyfms Ex'iguus , Qt od
tas \ hoc eft, «Circumcurfentores.
non oponeat in Villulis vel in Agris Epifcopos coxftitut, fed Vifitoticis Epifcores.
Jfidore Mercator thus, Non oportet in Villi s
pos Or 'dinari, fed Vifitatores ^ (i. e.J qui Ciraimeant, Conftitui:
No Bifliops ought to be appointed in the Countrey Towns
Neither of thefe take notice of the
or Villages, but Vifitors.
Various Reading: for it may be Qwj as well as [*^*], and
For the future there jlull not be Ordained
fo be thus translated
in Countrey Places any Bijliops or Periodeuta, or Vifitors^ making
the Peiodcnta andCounirey Bilhjps the fjme-, as De ALirc^,
though he obferves not this various Reading does, %)ndt Conftantir ajjerere audto euvdcm ejfe Chorepifcop/tm , & Pcrwdaitu/si ;
and as the fame De Mtrca further oblerves, thefe Periodic*

[m]

nm

fay

others,

oportet

in vicis

•mwhwri.u,

&

pagis

&

:

vOere

I'
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_

)

were only Presbyters, as in the 4/6 ^#*o» of the Council of
Chatcedon^ mention is made of Alexander y Presbytery and Periodeuta^ and in the ixth Attionoi Valentine , Presbyter ^ and Periodeuta
whence I infer, that it's clear from this and the follow5,

ing parts of the Canon, that till this Council, Presbytefs were
not fo very much under the Power of the Bimops , but could
act according to their own difcretion, without confulting the
The Canon is, T«< «V -m hf» n&i&TTtsttSir'mf
City-Bifhops.
Jiv

w

^dr^dv

yvufAMi

ctviv

<f* frhtrxjoTns <r»

by Hervetta, Eos autem
mente Epfcopi, qui

eft

cy Ty 7k\&,

and thus rendred

qui prius conjlititti fuerunt^ nihil agtre fine
C'witate , clearly enough infinuating,

m

that until this Council the Chorepifcopi , the Penodeuta , who
were but Presbyters> did act in the Country as they judged
meet, without confulting the Bilhop of the City ; and it's
well known, that their work was to Ordain Presbyters., Deacons, &c.

Thus much may fuffice to vindicate what we have drawn
from the Council of Ancfra to eftablifh the Power of the Chorefifcopi, who agreeably enough to the \%th Canon of this Counmight exerdfe Epifcopal Jurifdiction in their own
,
Precinct, without the leave of the City-Bifhop, and with his
Permifllon they might do fo out of their own Charge, even in

cil

the City.

To proceed, it's very clear that long after this time, yea,
long atter Dzmafas, this Severity againlt the Chortpifcopi> and
Leo the Third's Attempt to fupprefs and banifh them, when
Charles the Great fent Amo Itwavenjis to know the mind of
his Holinefs about them, they continued in the Exercife of
their Office, governing the Country-Churches, ordaining Pres1

-

byters, &c.
Ba.luzj.us in

And altho' Hincmarm, as
de Mure a out of Flodoardus
.

De Marc a deCencord.lib.

his Hiftory obferves , wrote bitterly
againft thofe City-Bifhops that had
'em in their Diocefes, yet Pfbanus

^ „„
J™**

Maitrns pleads as warmly in their Defence, and they were continued in France
Elpi'dins a Monk , was
and elfewhere.
,.
,_.
A
ordained Presbyter by Timothy aCcun^
Amalbtrtus^ a Choreptfcopus^
try Bilhop

Palladium,

•

,

lt-w

:

L

2

-

fifififc

Ulfl

'

*""'*

inWftorUarifiaca apod
c.

iz6.

Legi-

mus Elpidium Monachum

Pr^cerum

ordinannn a

Timotneo Cnorepilcopo.

C horepifcopo«
V acahtibus

to EcdeTiis

Hugo
governed

innuit

governed the Church of Vvrdun during
a Vacancy of twelve years, confecratecj churches, confirm'd Children, &c.

& BerEpifcop.
vcrdancnfium, n. 13. Port

¥Iaviniac an.
carius

in
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Hift.

hunc,Epifcopatus>usEc.

Uf

.

Rud[fhiiS his
bg f
f
J
per 12. annos va_ ,
, x
„j
r>
*y
De
Marca.
Maurus,
Rabanui
and
in
cmis elicit, fed quidern
fervusDeif Amalbertus nomine^ juxca moremillius ccmporisC horepifcopus faftus lpfam regebat Ecclefiae

clefiam.

•

For

all tbefe fee

Du FrefneV Gtofo,

ver.

Chore pifcopus.

That the &mefi$opi.4\<l-w*wWe the Epifcopal Power, altho' they were -but Presbyters, may plainly be feen in the Decrees that were againft 'em , interdicting their prefuming fo
to do for time to come. 'Twas this that
Vii. Epijl.$. Damafil.
frli'd the Soul of Damafus I. with fo
ProfperoNttmidisp/ims
tioQ
indig

SfAK^

much

re

"'

j

nft

.^

^

Vs, p^med

th£ y bein & but Pre * b
to
difcharge the Epifcopal Office
And
for this very reafon it was, that Leo the Third , in Anfwer
unto the Queftion mov'd by Charles the Greats condemn'd
*

:

may be feen in the felect Ecciefiaflical
Great,
where it's very clear, that tho'
JSikfilid* of
mitigated
fomewhat
of the Rigour of the
Prelates
French
the
Pope's fevere Decree againft them, yet concurr'd lb far with
him, as to Ordain that the Country- Bifhops do no more enter on the Execution of the Epifcopal Office, ita ut amplittg
nihil de (^plfCDpaU mmfteno prtfumerent ; and they decreed,
That no Country- Bifhop prefume, by Imposition of Hands, to
give the Holy Ghoft to any, or Confecrate any Prieft, Levite,
or Subdeacon. And tho' thefe Capitula do null and make void
all the Ordinations and Confecrations of the Chorepifcopi , Nicholas the Firft doth ratifie and confirm
them, as may be feen in his Epiftle to
Vide Epifi. 15. tiicbot. 1.
Radolfns, and thus he did for the very
Tu. 1.
Reafon, the Capitula as well as Z.fo and
Damafus, did damn them. Damafus fays, that they are the
them to Bamffiment,

a$

Chjcrles the

fame with Presbyters, besaufe they are inflituted according to the
Form of the Seventy Difciples , who were, never
vetted with Jura Epifcopali*, fo Leo and the fec.
Tit* 4.
3.
lqct Capitula of Charles the Great, the Chorepifcopi

(
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fcopi are not Chief Priefls, nor Bijhops, neither do any of the Epifcopal Rights belong unto them, feeing they were inft tinted according
to the Form of the Seventy , for which
Et ne alien talis Ordicaufe let no one fay* That when any of
vd G»firma io,anc
who have been Ordained by the Cho- "*"?'
thofe
J
Confecrano Reiteratio ellej r> j
r
r
j l
repifcopi, are afterwards Ordained by the
v jd eacur .
City-Bijhop, that they were Re-ordained,
S

.

.

hm

but

let

tio

non

-

i

attend that Saying,

finit,

Quod non often ditur geftum, raAnd Pope Nicholas I. gives

ut videntur iteratum.

The
this as a Reafon, why he judges their Ordination valid.
Chorepifcopi were fuch m the Seventy, fent out by our Lordjefus,
who without doubt were vejied with the Epifcopal Power,
But tho' thefe Papal Determinations are different, yet they
agree in witnelling to this Truth, That the Chorepifcopi exerDe Marca proves the fame out
cis'd Epifcopal Authority.
of the Arabian Canons, tranflated by Alfonfiu Pifanus , and
from the laft words of the Canon of Antioch. Dr. Parker himfelf makes no doubt of it \ for (fays
he) That thefe Chorepifcopi had the Cha- piker's Account, />. 154.
racier of Proper Bifoops ,
the tenth Canon of

from

appears plainly

Antioch,

that allows

them to Ordain the

inferiour Officers of the Church.

This of Bifhop Party doth exactly agree with the 55. Chap*
of Nice, as tranflated out of Arabicki by Turrianus the JeWhen the Chorepifcopus viftts the Churches and Monaftefuit.
ries under bis Power, let him gat her together the Elders of Caftles
and expound unto ''em the Holy Scriptures , and enquire whether they
have any Sons or Daughters, and give order that they be brought
y
unto him, that he may fign em , pray over them, impofe Hands
on 'em, blefs and infiitute Mmifters, that is , fay the Notes on
this Chapter, Letlores, Exorcifia, & Hypodiaconi.
And that thefe Chorepifcopi were but of the fame Order with
Presbyters, and were no otherwife Bifhops than as all other
Presbyters are, is as clear ; for their Ordination was by one Bifhop only, not by three^and when they entred on the Exercife cf
the Epifcopal Power, they had no new Confecration, as may
be feen in the 5+. Chapter of Nice, tranflited out of the AraEt debet Epifcopus [vid.
bick,t where Turrianm renders it thus
'

ter

:

L

2

Civita-

(
.

.

..

Chorepifdopus npn ordinabatur, fed per oratic-

nem

benedicebacur.
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)
recjtare

Civitatis]

fuper

eleclam

jTcil.

Chorepilcopnm] Orationem confuetam^
Bemdicere
jar€
„ omi „a Qm _
*
*\
_
-*.
r
n

m

&

mum

.

&

m

Monaftenorum qM
this
The
Notes
on
Chapter
have it, that
[nut;
ejus
fub Potefiate
anew
the
Office
of
a Countryto
confecrated
they were not
City-Bifliop
Daof
blefled.
Prayer
the
the
by
only
but
Bifoop,

mafus

i.

Ecclejiarum

exprefly affirms them to be but Presbyters, in thefe

Quod

&

Presbyteri, fufficienter inveniiff iidem fufit qui
\
exemplum feptuaginta invtmuntwr prins intury quia ad for mam
The fclect CapituLi q{. Charles the Great
ftituti.

words

&

concurring with Leo the Third , and fpeaking
of the Epifcopal Rights, fay the fame; Hac
U vel Chorepifcopis , qui, ambq twins forma effe
Presbyter
verb non a
Tit. 4. c. 3.

videntur.

\

wereTome.of the Ancient Canons, decreeing
that there mould be but one Bifhop in a Diocefs ; and he only
in the City, that made it necefl'ary for fome of thofe who anciently would have the Bifhops to be of an Order fuperiour
above Presbyters to hold that thefe Chorepifcopi y tho* they had
7
the n.anae of Bifaop given em, and were veiled with the Jnra
were but Presbyters ufurping on the Epifcopal OfEpifcopali.a,
Befides, fuch

fice

fo

;

Damafus, Lee, and many French Bifhops

in Charles

the

Great's days and it hath alfo put fome later Writers, fuch as Bellarmine y Boverius in his Par&netic Cenfure of de Dominis, ArchRep. Ecclef. and De Marco to phanfie,
bishop of Spalato's Book de
:,

that fome, made Chorepifcopiy were formerly Confecrated to the
Epifcopal Dignity, and that others were but Presbyters-, and
thus by diftinguiming the Office from the Perfon, they hoped
to extricate themfelves ^ but as Dr. Parker well
obfervesj This is precariohfty faid without any fliaPag. i«;8.

dow of Pretence for

it-,

but meerly to falve his

own

Hypothefts.

Others, fuch as Thomdikg, are driven to the
Invention of another Diftin&ion, u which is
6
*« between the Solemnity which an All is exec/tP- 1 ^
" ted with, and the Power and Authority by which it is done.
" And that it cannot be prejudicial to any Power to do that
u by another , which feemeth not fit to be immediately and
Thorndikeof

Kights of'church.
'

"

perfo-

(
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"perfonally executed by it.
Some Ads of the Primitive
" Church feem to require this Diftin&ion as the making of
u Presbyters by the Chorepifcopi, or Countrey-Bifhops,
mentioned in the ancient Greek. Canons, Which by all likelihood
«l
were not properly Bifhops, becaufe not Heads of a City-Church,
lc
which is the ApoftolicalRule for Epifcopal Churches.
Thus
Thorndike , who differs greatly from the generality of his Brethren, who hold , that though the Potefias 'Jurifdillionis may
be delegated to one that is not a Bifhop, yet the Potefias Ordinis cannot.
However, it muft be acknowledged, that there
is a great difference between a
Presbyter's Ordaini.g ether
Presbyters with the leave of the Bifhop, and hi- doing it by a
Power derived from the Biflop.
One veiled with a Pcw.:r, may*
not be able to exercife it without the leave of another
and yet
when he hath leave, he then exercifes a Power inherent in himfelf, virtnte officii.
The Bifhops themfelves cannot exercife the
Power of Orders without the leave of the Supreme Civil Magiftrate j and now that they do exercife it, 'tis with his leave
but it does not therefore follow, that the Power of Orders.'is
derived from the Supreme Magiftrate to the Bifhop.
lathe Council of
a it's not faid, That the Presbyter
fhall not Ordain Presbyters, unlefs the Bifhop delegates unto
him a Power enabling him fo to do \ but he fhall not exercife
this Power without the confent of the Bifhop, which was en-,
joyned. by the Canon, to prevent Schifms and Divifions in: the.
Church So that cannot fee how this Diltinction of Thorndike,.
fo applauded by Dr. Parker, can help 'em.
To prefs this yet further, Henry the Eighth's Suffragans
were confecrated Bifhops, and had the fame Power virtute officii,that any other Bifhop receiv'd at hisConfecration, but may not
exercife it unlefs by Commiffion from the City-Bifhop.
But
when they did exercife the Epifcopal Authority, was it by a
Power receiv'd at their Confecration, and inherent in them, or
by a Power deriv'd unto 'em from the City-Bifhop by Commiflion? 'Twasby the former, no doubt why elfe were they conIf then this Commiffion given by the City-Bi(hop
fecrated ?
to the Suffragan, limiting the Exercife of his Power, doth noc
infer, that the Suffragan did not act by a Derived Power, much
lefs can thefe Words, [Let not the Chorepifcopus Or daw Presby•,

.

;

•,

Amy

:

I

•

;

ters

'

(
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tersor Deacon* without the confent of the City- Bifiop"}

imply, that

the Chorepifcopm deriv'd the Power of Ordaining from the
The Bifhop of Lincoln can't Ordain Priefts or
City- Bifhop.
without the leave of the Dean of
Weftminjler-Abby
in
Deacons
Wejlminfter ; and yet when the Bifhop does Ordain any there
with the Dean's leave, it's not, I prefume, by any Power deriv'd from the Dean that he doesit, but by a Power inhe-

ring in himfdf ; and the Words c* iri?& 7m&i>>Jcf. import no other
leave than this.
If then thefe Chorepifiopi be conform'd to the Number of
Rural Deanries, and the Rural Deans allowed to exercife the

fame Power

the

Chorepifiopi

did

in

the ancient

Church

,

'twill afford great Relief to the Confciences of many Worthy
Proteftant DifTenting Minifters, without expofing the Church

of England to the Reproach of Novelty. To return to theArchbifhop's Reduction-, which continues the Second Propofition
thus.
Archbijhop.

u To

this Synod the Re&or and Church-Wardens might
u prefent fuch impenitent perfons as by Admonitions and Suf" penfion from the Sacrament would not be reformed, who if

"

they fhould ftill remain contumacious and incorrigible, the
Sentence of Excommunication might be decreed againft them
4t
by the Synod, and accordingly be executed in the Parifh where
" they lived. Hitherto alfo all things that concerned the ?<*-<
^rochial Mimflers might be referred, whether they did touch
M their Doth me or their Conversion, as alfo the Cenfure of all11
New Opinion, Herefies and Schifms which did arife within that
" Circuit, with liberty of Appeal, if need fo require, unto the
" Diocefan Synod.
ci

Notes.

not to be doubted, but that as foon as the Church of
England grants unto the Presbyter the Exercife of the Epifiopcd
Eights, they will be content that the Rural Dean, or Chorepifcopm hold his Synod of Parijh-Paftors or Rettors within the Precincts of the Rural Deanry, and exercife as much Power as is
It is

here defired.

III.

(
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III.
44
The Diocefan Synod might be held once or twice in the
4<
Year, as it mould be thought moll convenient.
Therei all
44
the Suffragans \j. e. Chorepifcopt], and the reft of the Rtttors,
tx
or incumbent Pallors (or a certain fdect number of every
11
Deanry) within the Diocefs might meet, with whofe Confert,
11
or the major part of them, all things
t4
'ewxot»j"7k ( i. e. )
might be concluded by the Bifcop or
" Superintendent, (call him whether you Superintendences
unde
m
E P ,fcop '
44
will) or in his abfence by one of the
J*£
%J^
" um e "* Huron* Epijt.
Li. c a?
u
u
a.
j
™ Suffragans , wiiom
he fliall depute in 85. ad-Evagrium,
14
his flead to be Moderator of that Af,

S

•

ii

4<

fembly.
44

Here all matters of greater moment might be taken into
conGderation, and the Orders of the monthly Synods revifed
"and (if need be) reformed; And if here alfo any matter
44
of Difficulty could not receive a full Determination , it
44
might be referred to the next Provincial or National Syt4

4tnod.

Notes.

Dr. Poynet, Bifhop of Winchester, pleads for the

Word

S«-

much

better than that of Btfiop, and it is a
word lefs offenfive to the Presbyterians than the other is
and perhaps becaufe the Archbifiop found it fo, he fpeaks fo in-

perintendent, as

•

Name ;

and to give Reputation to the word
: But it's to be hoped
that the wifer of all Parties, when they have concerted the
thing, will not quarrel about the Name, whether one or the 0differently

of the

Superintendent, refers us unto St. Hierome

ther.

IV.
44

The

Synod might confifl of all the Bijhops and
4t
Suffragans, and fuch other of the Clergy as mould be elected
<4
out of every Diocefs within the Province ; the Archbtfhop of
<< every Province might be the Moderator
of this Meeting, (or
44
in his room, fome one of the Bijhops appointed by him) and
44
all Matters be ordered therein by common confent, as in the
" former AfTemblies.
Provincial

SJ

This

(

«
ct

"
4t
4t

*"

8o>

" This Synod might be held every Third Year ; and if the
of a TrienParliament do then fit, ( according to the
mal Parliament) both the Archbiftops and Provincial Synods
of the Land might joyn together, and make up a National
Council: Wherein all Appeals from Inferior Synods might be
received, all their Alls examined-, and all Ecclefiaftical Conftitutions which concern the State of the whole Nation efta-

Ad

"Mjbed.
This Scheme of Church-Government

by this
, drawn up
Learned Primate, as it is admirably adjufted to the feveral
Tempers of Men of different Apprehenfions about fome things
in Church-Government, fo it is not in the leaft repugnant to
any thing of Chrift's Inftitution j for there is not afcrib'd
unto any of the Synodical Conventions a proper Jarifdidtion over any Parochial Church. That in Matters of greater
moment, care be taken, that all things be done in every Parifh by a general Confent, Concord and Agreement, is neand to this end, that the Parilh Rcttors proceed not
cefTary
to Excommunication until they have confulted the Dean Ruand that what is done by thefe Synods be examined
raPs Synod
by Bifhops in a larger AfTerably, and that by a larger again, un•,

•,

til

-

we come to a National, if the cafe fo require.
Though it be faid, Let the Sentence ot Excommunication

be decreed againft the obftinately Impenitent by the Synod,
yet it may beunderftood thus, Let the Rettor of the Parim confait the Synod, and there come to a Refolution and Determination with the confent of this Synod.
Whoever will confult the Learned Writers of the Church of
England, particularly Dr. Burnet, now Bifhopof Salisbury, mil
fee caufe to conclude them to be againft the Power and JurifdiThat they are rather for Concord than Regidtion of Councils
ment: That particular Churches, as to matters of Government,
are independent on any Convention or Colledge of other Bifhops or Paftors whatfoevtr ; that to this very end of fecuring
the Power of the Diocefan orCity-Biihop, the Diocefan Church
and whatever Power,
is made a fingle Church, Infima Speciei
a
particular Church ot
Authority or Jurifdiction belong unto
to
to the Diocefaa
belong
affirmed
Rank,
are
loweft
they
the
prove
to
to be inBarrow
endeavoured
Dr.
hath
which
Church j
dependent i
•,

maae FaScniaT^ or ot no farger extent than a Parifh-Congregation, and the Parifh-Minifter bs entrufted with Paftoral Power, to be exercifed as above-mentioned , 'twill of courfe follow, that what is now faid to belong to a Diocefan, muft be feaced in the Parity Church.
There is not fo much a Controverfie between the Powers,Preheminences and Priviledges of a particular Church, as about
Reduce the Bounds of a particular
its Bounds and Limits.
Church to thofe of a Parifh, and the Debate will be at an end as
to this point.
That the Primate
-

by

Chorepifcopi

means Presbyters veiled

with the Epifcopal Rights, is manifeft from what he and Dr.
Holdfworth in the end of the Reduction thus aflert :
<c

We

are of the Judgment , That the Form of Government here
and that
propofed, u not in any Point repugnant to the Scripture
* the Suffragans mentioned in the Second Propofition, may lawfully

tc

•,

*

u
H

ufe the
to the

Power both of Jurifdiction and Ordination, according
the Practice of the Ancient Church.

Word of Gody and

Ja.

Armachanus.

Rich. Holdfworth.

M

CHAP.

CHAP. VR
life Reaforiafolenefs of the
.

kg

Church of England^ condefcend-

to eflablijh the Government

VTher in this

proffed

Archlijhop

hy

Reduction.

F thenthe Government of the Church of England be deglared to be the fame held by the Firft Reformers, and by
.
the Renowned Archbimop VJIxr^ any Law or Statute to the con-

I

trary notwithstanding.
And the Svbfcrrpicnoi Submiffion be only unto the ChurchGovernment, as framed accordingly, there are many powerful
Preachers flf,not moft-of the Sober Godfy) amongft the Diffenters .wHi -cfreerfttlly enter into Parrfti-Churches, and be capacitated to exercife their Miniftry in Publick , whom the
Multitude "otherwife will never hear, nor be benefited by their

Talents.
The Allowance of this can do no hurt to the Bilhops, unleis
theeafing'emof an intolerable burthen, or difcharging 'em
of fuch Duties now incumbent on them, as are impoffible to be

performed by

any.

r

•

•

Bcfife, that hereby mail all the pious and confcientious Parifh-Minifters be put upon the attending thofe Paftoral Duties
which are enjoyned them by the Lord Jefus Chrift, in order to
particular Churches
the right Guidance and Edification of the
Cure.
their
committed to
And as hereby the Church of England will be enlarged and
DiflTenters,
ftrengthned by the Acceffion of many Proteftant
of
Diminution
leaft
the
great eafe given the Bifhops, without
Parifh-Paftors
all
Honours
*
their Temporal Emoluments and
Lord Chrift comaiforte&t* Exercife of their Fufo&ions, as the
hereby,
manner
manded them. In like
due to the Fir Reformers, that with their
i.

The Honour

fi

to the Truth of the
Blood, or other grievous Sufferings, fealed
I mult fay reReformation, fhall be maintained and reflored.
and
Government,
ftored, becaufe the altering our Epifcopal
ina-

the ACt or 'Uniformity in Charles the Second's Reign, hath made
it fo much another thing than what they held and defended, that
we cannot entitle them to be the Affertors of it, without ReThe Epifcopacy they were for, I
proach, or a Vindication.
fay, was but of the fame Allay with the excellent Moderation
of Archbiftop Vfier.
2 This Primitive Government Reftored, doth not in the
leaft interfere, or clafh with, but moft effectually fupport the
Ancient Regal Power in matters Ecclefiaftical.
But the Canonical Epifcopacy advane'd by Land* and in its Heighths of Divine Right, eftablim'd by Charles the Second, will on Examination be found to be held by fome of the Clergy, as unalterable, to the great Diminution of the King's Ecclefiaftical Supremacy, and the Power of Parliaments.
3. This Government Reftored, will give Countenanre to the
Proteftant Reformed Churches abroad, as well as to the Churches
t

of DifTenters at home, owning their MinUtry and Sacraments,
and holding Communion with them, as with true Gofpel
Churches of Chrift: Whereas the Epifcopacy Vnreftored y (our
Nobles and Gentry of both Houfes, having not been aware of
does

it)

null their

Church-State, deftroying both their Mini-

and as that very Learned, but herein
and Sacraments
more dangerous man, Mr. Dodrvell, will have it, puts 'em out
of the common way of Salvation, and into the fame deploraThey muft be faved by an
ble Condition with the Heathen.

ftry

;

uncommon

Prerogative, or not at

all.

the rather infift on this Particular, becaufe, fince his prefent Majefty, the glorious Instrument of our Deliverance, nath
been brought up, and continues in the Communion of thefe
Foreign Reformed Churches, we lye under a fpecial Obligatian of our declaring, that we hold Communion with them
And will it not be a furpr-ifing Confederation, (if there be any
who have not yet reflected on it J that our Church owns the Miniftry of the Church of Rome, and at the fame tiaie difowns the
1

Miniftry of the Reformed Churches, even of the Churches of
which His Majefty is how a Member i
4.

of

This Government Reftored
who cannot do

thofe Diflenters

will
ai)

remove our of the way

that

is

neceffary to their

ob-

Church of England.
The Reafon why

thefe DifTenters cannot joyn with the PaWorfhip, fo far as 1 can

rifh-Affemblies in the Eftablifhed
guefs,

is

not the bare ufeof a Liturgy, nor the neglect of Dis-

fome dilbrderly Members of their
becaufe the Specifick Nature of Chrift's Inthe Parifh-Minifters, who
ftituted Churches are deftroyed
were Gofpel-Paftors, depofed, and Church-Government made
impracticable, by the erecting Diocefan Churches, one of which,
compos'd of many Parifhes, under the Government of one on-

cipline, nor becaufe there are

Communion, but

•,

ly Pallor, call'd

the Diocefan Bifliop

,

is

made

a

particular

Church of the loweft Rank, and fubftituting in the room of
Parilh-Paftors a New Order of Sub-half- Presbyters, affirming
that have been baptiz'd and live within the Terriers or
Boundaries of the Diocefs, how ignorant or fcandalous foever,
to be fit Matter for an Inftituted Church of Chrift ^ and becaufe
of their fetting up Forms of Prayer in oppofition unto, and
fuppreflion of Spiritual and Free Prayer } the Corruptions in
the Liturgy
and impofing, as Terms of Communion, fuch Ceremonies as are, in their Confciences, finful.
If therefore thedefired Church-Government be fettled, the
Parifh-Churches will be eftablifhed as particular Churches of
Chrift's Inftitution, their Paftors Reftored, Government made'
practicable, Diforders amended j and tho fome things remain
in the Parifhes which thefe men can't conform unto, yet they
will own the Parifhes thus Conftituted and Reformed, for true
Churches, and admit their Members, if dented, unto Communion with them.

all

•,

THE

END.

ADVERTISEMENT.
PLain

:
Being a Moderate general Review of the
Scots Prelatical Clergies Proceedings in the latter Reigns.

Dealing

With a Vindication of

the prefent Proceedings in Church-AfPrinted for Tho. Parkhurft, at the Bible and Three
Crowns in Cheapfide 7 near Mercers-Chanel.
fairs there.
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