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LIGHT

Shining out of

DARKNESS

O R,

Occaﬁonal Quenes

SUBMITTED

To the Judgment of {uch as would
Enquire into the Z7ue State of
Things in our Times.

The whole Work Revifed by the Author, the
Proofs Englifhed and Augmented, with fundry
Material Difcourfes concerning the Auiftry,
Separation, Infpiration, Scriptives, FHumane Learn=

ing, Oaths, Tithes, &c.

With a Brief Apology for the _Q_mm s, that
they are not Inconfiftent with z‘lﬂzg:ﬁmq

By an Indifferent, but Leamed Hand
The Thitd ¢dition.

| London, Printed and Sold by 7. Sewle, in White-

HartsCavrs in Graciows-Street, 1699,




T HE

Auwthor's Preface

T O, T HE,

Second Edition, in 1659.
Reader,

Know not whether I injure the

former Editioner, by reviewing
and. gugmenting a Book, in which be
bad too great a Jhare, that I fhould
call it mine: et is it true, that moft -
of the Queries, as to their fubftance,
the whole Defign and Preface were
Jfrom 'me; and many of the Proofs, .
tho’ feveral of the latter were inferted

by him, and feveral, which I bad put

!
iL.

downy omitted or tranfpofed, and that

Jo difadvantagioufly, that they might

feem either falfe or impertinent ;

be fucles that,they were imperfeltly cited
of ten, Jo asnot to yield fatisfaltion to
any, who had not the Books at hand.
AR i But

AR
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The Author’s Preface, .
But in this Edition Ithink the Reader
will not be at any lof5, but what the

| Printer’s Errors may create bim.
| Some Queries are wanting Pere,
which were in the former, as that of
Toleration ; which, with the wery
ame Citations, is more largely and
| convincingly handled in the Defence
E of the Good Old Caufe, publifhed
| by H. Stubbe of Ch. Ch. in Oxon
which Treatife I muft recommend to
thy diligent perufal.”

An Advertifement to the Reader.

THis Difcourfe was writ by an Extraor-
dinary Perfon, and has lain too lon
out of Print. Its Learniag and Ufefulne(s Chal-
lenge a place amongft tite Beft Traéts extant,
E. where Primitive Chriftianity and Proteftancy
, have their due Credit. It’s Short, but Fudl ;
& and feems the Contents of thofe Ages in
which Z7ath thined with {o much Lufter.
Read, Think, and then Fudge. .
Adieu.
OCECASIONAL



OCCASIONAL

QUERTIES,

SUBJECTED

Tothe Judgment of fuch as would Er-
quire into the true Stare of things in
thefe Our Times.

I, ether there be anmy certain or pecubiar
Name in the New Teftament thar
fignifies a Miniffer? Or any Name

whence an Officer may be convincingly inferred 2

If there be mor ((as there 4 juft caufe to doubr )

whether the prefent Minifters are not to blame,

owbile they pretend to an Office and Fundtion
grounded upon Divine Right, which hath no other

- Foundation, thanthe Hay and Stubble of Humane

Conjecture 2

The words ufed in Scripture to fignifie

a Minifter, (as they are vulgarly applied)

are AIA'KONOE, ‘and “YIIHPE'THS, and AEIL-

TOTPIO'Z. Now none of thefe determi-

nately fignifies an Officer, but any one that

-performs fuch or fuch a Work, - whether

out of Duty or Charity. Miniffer Executor

-merus_eft, {ay the Civil Lawyers: asdrorG-

figuifies cither a Deacon or Church-warden,

' Alts
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Ads 6. or elfe it may be taken in as large
2 Senfe as tath been fpecified, Philem. v.x3.
Ya vl o8 dianeyi pory” that he may minifter
to me in your ftead. Was this an Office 2
So the Cwil Magiftrate is callcd 21dxv@- © &,
the Minifter of God, Rom.13.4. and 1 Cor,
3¢5, Who is Paul 2 Who is polle 2 aAn’
Fiduoot 1 By emiseoare, but Miniffers (orln-
fruments) through whom you have be-
fieved. Ard Satan (though he be a great
Imirator of Chrift) is not faid to have a
conftituted Miniffry by way of Office for his
Seyvice, yet he hath Minifters, 2 Cor, 11.15.
Garan is (aid to transtorm himf{cf into an
Angel of Light.  Ov péya Tv e % of Judnyor
2UTE ys'ra;{'lsy;cvﬁ;io,"ml ds Judrovor Sinetogumg’
theréfore it is no great thing if his Mini-
flers be transformed as the Minifters of Righ-
seoufnefs. This is rot meant of any peculiar
Funétion or Office, but a general Perfor-
mance of any thing,accordingly as an Officer,
Serzamt ot Minifter would.  1n like mannes
is aeTepyds uﬁ:d' in that general fenfe: Ma-
gi/}rat(}s e fald to be AeTyp of @gi}"’ G'Od’S

Minifters, Rom. 13. 6. Ard Paul {aith of

Epﬂ‘t’b‘r'odl.tﬂ!: that 'h'e Was ceTupydy & ypass,
he did minifferto bis wants, Phil. 2. 25. yet
was not he his (72l Offecr that we know.
So. ganpians 15 taken alfo, Ats 13. 5. Fobn
was the G@perms, or Mimniffer, or Sexvant of
Paal and Barnzbasi Yet doth ic not appear
thar he was {0 by Duty, but Refpeét, fece Aéls
20. 3. und Atis? 424 s it not then pro-
babie, (andthatis all that is dgfirgd at pre-

fent)
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fent) that there was no diftin& Office, be--
caufc there isno diftin€t Name for Ainifers?
And is it not evident, that {fuch an Qffice
cannort be proved thence, the places being
equivocal, and capable of a different fence
than what is ufually put upon them?

The Name of Miniffer hath been much
quartclled ac before any Civil Wars in Ey-
g/am{: Bithop Andrews was offended ar it,
as being a Newelifm, in his Letters to dy
M.alin, {aying, (Ep 1.) The Name of Mini-
fter u altigether uiknown 5 wlich the Aspci-
ents would never bave underffood to be foken of
any but a Deacon ; s it 15 devived ind.ed fram
no other Fountain but the Greck Jidrovor, ™ pys
we muit pardom you ; you mult fjesk rhe
Language sf your Church, which Aath »p
Bithops 5 ancther kind of Presbyters [Elders
they call thew] another kind of Deacons 5 and
1 add, another kind of Calling than cver the
Ancient Church acknowledged. [Calling 4
Jonctimes ufed for the Office, for Ordination
‘mever, {uith that Prelate, nor doth du Moulis
deny it] Ard in his third Fpiflle to dJy
Mouliny be faith, Ir s frange, how it became
lawful for Frenchemen to put upon a Presbyter
that name, which neper any amongst the Anci-
ents ufed, but fur 5 Deacon. | [peak not this
otherwife, but that ¢xin among s too, that bad
Fathion &5 taken up, of calling them Minifters
and Paltors ton.  But thefe words were brought
in by thems, who best relifh any upftart Fafhion;
but againsi their mind who reverence Antiquity ;
andy as they may difclaim thefe Ufages.

B2 1L Sup-«



would not fuch a

Every one of the Names fignifyinga
Minifter, is attrituted <0 the” Apo-
{ties, sidro@- 2nd Simraviz, A&S T
17, 25. AES 6. 4 Rom. 11.13. (and
to Anaels, Heb. 1. 13.) Aef M3,
Rom. 15. 16. (and ©0 Aancels, Heb. 1.
t4.) Conpimes, Als 26 16. yea Paul,
Apolloand Cephas, as they are called
Ardwivi, 1 COTe 30 - Who then is
Paul? and who i Apollo? and who
is Cephas? but Minifters [a‘l‘dluvf:}]
by whom w2 believed? SO likewife
are they called Sompbras. U Cov. 4. 1o
7+t @ Man_[o account of s as of the
Miaifters Caecmnpivac) of chrift. In
fine, if thcre be ditferent Miniftries,
as there are I Cor. 12. 4. dianiseic
Srensniy 88 ‘There are differences ol
Afiniftrics. How comes it ro pals then,
that there ate rot {o now, but the
nameis appropriazed to one?

+7¢ Paftors, or Teachers,
" ceed them who awere their Contemporaries,
or deferted their Stations ?)
dors from the moft High, to

aever refigned up

- Qrdinary Embafla
affisme a Name of grearcr

L4l
11. Suppofing there

Name be more general than

were [uch a Name, yet

that of Apoftles 5 and com-
vebend not only them, but
Prophets, Evangelifts, Pa-
ftorss and all fuch as [hould
Labour in the Work of the
Miniftry of the Gofpel?
And is it not an Atk of Ar-
rogance in them who would
be the Apoltles Succeffors in
ordinary, (thoughby the way
it was [omething extraordi-
nary that made an Apoftle,
and if that was wanting »
then the Perfon was not an
Apoftle , but [ome other
Officer :  Befides, how did
or Presbyters fuc-
and

Latitude than that

of Apoftle o Embaffador Extraordinary ¢ Or

at leaft,
fhould affum: the

i it not as abfurd , as if the Ant
[ingle name of Animal, and

+he Lacquey that of Servant ?
Not only the High-Priefts among the

Jews , bur the

Prophets and Levites, upon

whom the Office of Teaching lay, were

called by the Name of Pafters,
Fer.10.21. & 22.22. & 23. 1, 2 Ezek.34.2.
Zach, 10. 3. and (faith
Ji Moakin, Ep. 3.) ¢ He that fhall accurately |

Ifa. 56, 11.
Bithop Andrews to

_‘ con-

Y. e o o



Ls]

¢ confider will find Princes in the State, and
¢ Magiftrates often, nay oftner a greart deal,
¢ to be called by the name of Paftors, than
¢ all the other put rogerher. Yet do we not
¢ call Princes by the name of Paftors. Nor
¢ do I think, that at Genewa, he is called a
¢ Paftor who is chief Magiftrate.

II. Was not the Name of Minilter brought
in by the firit Reformers , wmany whereof were
Private Chriftians, who did affume that Title,
either becaufe they found themfelves not rankable
under the Name of any other Evangelical Offi-
cers; or inoppofition to that Romifh Hierarchy
and Priefthood, whence the- Modern Epifco-
parians and Presbyterians derive their fucceflive
Ordination ?

- Whether Martin Luther were the firft who
affumed the Title of Miniffer, and gave it
unto others, I am not thoroughly informed :
It is not to be denied that there is mention
of the Miniftry and Minifters, bur that was
not (before'histime, I think) a diftinguifh-
ing name of the Office and Officers, bur
did exprefs their Work; for they were
called Pricfts, and were ordained by the
Papiftical Bifhops amongft the Bobemians ; but
Luther being degraded from being a Priest,
and an Univerfity Doélor of Diwinity, by the
Papal Authority, he (left he fhould be de-

ftitute of a particular Appellation) aflumed fatfo nomin.

the Title of Ecclefiaftes and Miniffer of God's
Word ar Witeberg. This account he gives

inter. op.

of himfelf in his Book againft the Order$ ! 2

B3 0

2f. 206, ¢. 2.
£ 3
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of Bifhops, falfely {o called, which begins
thus: ¢ Murtin Lurher, by the Grace of God
¢ Ecclefiaftes ( or Minifter of the Church ) at .
¢ Witeberge, unto the Popifth Bithops, Grace
¢ and Peace and Repentance in Chrift.

¢ My Lords,

¢ F it feem unto you Folly, and a ridicu-
¢ 1 lous Vanity in me, that I call my {cIf
¢ by fo high and magnificent a Title, as thar
¢ of Ecclefraffes (or Minifter of the Chyrch)
¢ by the Grace of God; know that I do not
¢ wonder thereat at all.  For it is no new
¢ thing for you to condemn the Gofpel, to
¢ condemn the Minilters of the Word of
¢ God =i~ Behold {that you may no longer
¢ igiore it) Icall my [elf Ecclehaltes (or Mi-
¢ niiter of the Church by the ‘Grace of God ,
“and I have honoured my (elf awith thss Title,
¢ whom you with an Infiniiy of Revilings
¢ call Heretick, and (that you may not be
¢ ignurant thereof) I do afjume unto iy _/;/f
¢ thar Title, out of dcﬁaqqc and costempt of
¢ you and Satan. Ardif I fhould name my
¢ {clf Evangdlift by the Grace of God, 1 am fure
¢ I could foouer juftific my {cIf therein, than
¢ you faiisfie auy of your being Bifhops.
¢ For I am fure Chrift himfelf doth /o nasme
¢ me, and reputes me for an Ecclefi+ffes (or
¢ Minifter of the Church) he (7 izy) who
¢ is the grear Mafter of my Doétrine, and
¢ who, 1 doubr not, will bear me witnefs

£.307: ¢ at the day of Judgment, that this Do&trine

~ ‘“is pot mine but God’s, and his Spirits.—---
¥ ) ' -~ *For



[71]

¢ For {o much as I, thorough the Wrath of
‘ the Pope and Emperor, am -deprived of
¢ all my Titles, and the Charaéter of the Beaf?, £3
¢ mentioned in the Revelation, is by feveral };‘:r"f,f‘D".'
¢ Bulls taken away from me, 1) as that I winity the
¢ amno longer {tiled Dcéfor of Diwinity, or gk ofhe
¢ any fuch like Humane and Papifiical Crea- "
‘ture, I am not much appalled at the lofs
¢ of fuch Honours; for [ was always a-
¢ fhamed before God ; by reafon of fuch
¢ Couferage and fuch Perfons; for I.wasas
¢ you are, a Blafphemer, Hypocrite—but
¢ God having enlightned me thorough his
¢ Meycy, and revealed unto me the know-
¢ ledge of this Son Chri{t Jefus, fo asthar I
¢ thould preach the Gefpel wnto cthers, and in-
¢ fructed me in his ways, that I am afcer-
¢ rained of my Docliines, that they are the
¢ pure Word of God, it did not become me to
< be deftitute of a Tule, whereby I fliould
¢ commend and fet off the Word, and the
¢ Miniftry thereof, unto the which I have
¢ been.called by God, and which I have not
¢ yeceived from Men, but by the Gift of God,

¢ and the Revelution of the Lord Chrift.,

The like is related by Sleidan, in his Hi-
ftory of thofe Times at the Year 1522,where
he fays, that Lather wiote a Book againft .
~ the Order of Bifhops, falfely {o called, in the

Preface whereto, ‘he did affume unto bimfelf
the Title of Minifter of the Church * at Witte-
* berge [in Prefatione fumit fibi tituluny Eccle-
¢ fiafte Wittehergenfisy— ait cognomen hoc
$Ecclefiafte [ibi impofille ipfum ——~e* quo-

R 4, ¢

Cniam
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¢ niam 3 Deo [ibi demandatum it Evangelii do-
¢ cendi munms, aquum effe ur & ipfe (ibi titulum
¢ fumat, cim falfi doblores ejufmodi fucis aded
¢ [efe venditent—]

IV. Whether the Name of [uch as officiated
in the firft Centuries were not Presbyter, an El-
der ; and in after-ages,Sacerdos,a Prielt? And
wheiher that change were only of Names, or of
the Nature of their Office, through the working
of the Myftery of Iniquity, aggrandifing him-
felf and turning the Lord’s Supper into an
Oblation ? If the latter be true, where 35 Suc-
cellion? How [hall it be revived? Is it not in
this cafe, as in the-Adoption of Children, awhere
a Lineage fails 2 Is it a Succeflion, where there

- bath been "an Intercifion and Difcontinuance,
or rather a Similitude and Refemblance2
. Thofe which officiated in thé Primitive
Churches (for the Apoftles, faith Salmafius,
under the name of Walo Meffalinus, p. 19.
are not to be recounted amongft them: It
being inconfiftent with the Apoflefhip, 10 fix
in any City or Province 5 and teach in a [etled
awaj the People, without circuiting the World,)
by way of Minifters, were ar firft called
Preshytersor Elders; and afterwards, either
out of a Compliancé With the Fewifly Hie-
varchy, or to allay the Objection of the Hea-

thens, thar the Chriftians were Atheifts, .

having neither Priefthood , Temple, or God,
they were ‘advanced ta the Dignity of
Priéfts, though thereality thereof was the
Prodg'& of after-times, .accordingly as the
~.< . . ! » /e . - . - x b OPI~

PR e —
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opinion of the Lord’s Supper, ‘being a Sacri-
fice, did rake root. ¢ The Waldenfes did not
¢ own any Priefthood at all; and that joft-
¢ ly (faith Salmafius O Walo Meflalinus,p.379- "
¢ &c.) there being no fuch thing as Priefts
¢ and Priefthood 1o be found in the Gofpels
¢‘or Apoftolick’ Writings. Not. the Apo-
“ files, not thofe whom they fer in the
¢.Churches to Rule, neither the one, nor the
< other are fo called, but Bifhops O Presby-
¢ sers. Where there is not 10 much as the
¢ Name recorded, why fhould we imagine
¢ the Thing it felf to have been. = Yea, the
¢ Apofiles who firft of all divulged the Go-
“{pel, feem to'have made it their work, 1o
& abolifh the '‘Name and Memory of Jewifh
¢ Gacrifices in the Places they converted ?
¢ Where there-were no Sacrifices,there ought

¢ to be no mention of a Prieft or Priefthood. * -

¢ The name of Alrar Was Dot heard of in
¢ the Primitive'Church eftablifhed by the
¢ Apofiles: It was aTable not Altar, where-
¢.q¢ the Lord’s Supper was celebrated and
4 difpenced.  Since ‘therefore it is not read,
¢ that Chift ; “or’ his Difciples , who firft
< planted the new Religion, did afcribe unto
¢ the Minifters, or Propagators thereof, the
¢ Appellation of Prieft ,- but 'of Bifhop and
¢ presbyter; ‘it is not likely that they would
¢ 3nroduce of fix a Priefthood, however di-
.« fringuifhed in Model from thar ' which they
¢ went about to abolifh. - They were con-
¢ yerted’ from being Jews, whofe Laws and
¢ Ceremonies Chrilt did antiquate. In that
U ¢ Religion
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¢ Religion there. were Prigfs | High prieffs
< gndbLeruires, whofc Office apd Migiﬂry :
< was fo annexed to one Tribe, thar it could
¢ not pafs into another. They of other
* Tribes werc called Laicks and private Per-
¢ fons, and were therehy diftinguithed from |
¢.the Progeny of Aaron ; from amongt thofe |
¢ Laicks were chofen the Eldors of the Peogle
- mpesfuTepe; T4 agé which were together wich
“ the Doétors and  Mafters in, Yrael (which
“iwere not Jimited to be of 3 Levitical Def-

¢ cent) ro make up the Rulers of Synagogues’

¢ or Aflembly of the People. Ny where-
¢ as Chrift might have conflityed his Dif-
¢ ciples according to the Jewify Model, 1o
¢ be Priefts; and 10 t0 be cyjleg » as who
¢ were 10 offer up the Sacrifice of his Body;

toer% ™ & yer he did not do it. He made no Higj-

or né

Priefinood © Priefls nor other Prieffs, whofe Service he

a0 Tythe.

¢ might ufe in the Propagarion of the Go-
* dpel. He celled them dpoples, or fuch as
¢ were fent: An Appellation o unknown
“to the Fews, but given to fuch as being
¢ Minifters of Synagogues, Were fent by the
£ Patriarch o colleét "Monies fiom {everal
¢ Synagogues, which they were (o bring
“unto him, Cod. Theod. Ieg. 6 1, g4, Fudeis,
¢ The Fews term them by Selichizs. -
“That the Apoftles of the S¥nagogues had
‘under their Patriarchs fuch ap Employ-
 ment, Epiphanins manifefts in hijs accoune
© of the Hiitory of the Ebimnires, where he
¢ [peaks of one Apoftle Foleph, who was
¢ fewit into. Gilicia by the Patriarch, to C(:"E&
the
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¢ the Tenths and firft Fruits. By this general
¢ pame, and which was ufualiy- artribured
¢ in Fudea to fuch like Mfingers, OF Mitten-
¢ dary, as the more modern Latinifts did
¢ word ir, fent Chrift his Difciples. He called
¢ them Apoftless DMWY, 4 medeft and
¢ bumble Title. Nor would he call thofe
¢ his Nuncio’s,or Minifiers of the word,Priefs.
¢ Firt, becaufe in the ncw Law there was
¢ not any need of Sacrifices, which were
¢ requifite in the Old. And then again, be-
¢ caufe that Name was too ftately and mag-
¢ nificenr, and no way agrecing with the
¢ cordirion of {uch as he had cleted for
¢ Difciples, being of an inferior Rank, even

¢ Fifhers. But amongft the Fews, as alfo the
¢ Grecks, but efpecially the Fews, the Prieft-
¢ hood was an ennobling condition; {o that
¢ only the Priefis were the Nobility, the reft
¢ were efteemed of only as the Commonalty

¢ and private Perfons. . S0 Fofephus in his
< Life, As amongit all other Pecple there s
¢ fome peculiar Charalter - of the Nobility 5 fo
© amung$t s that of the Priefthood # received.,
¢ Hence Clemens in bis Epiftle to the Corin-
¢ thians, when he had recounted the feveral:
¢ Orders or Degrees in the Fowifl Hierarchyy

¢ made up of High Fricfts, and other Priefts
¢ and Levites, he terms alk the veft Laicks.
"¢ The fame Clemens, whenhe comes O fpeak
¢ of fuch as officiated in Chyiftian Aflem-
¢ blies, he calls nor them Prieftsy Chief Priefis,

¢ or Levites, but Deacons, Bifhops and Presby-

¢ persy [Puanoves & e "67“;‘11108&%960‘&72,98;

¢ pominat]
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¢ nominat.] for which Names he feelss an |
“Qriginal in the Old Teftament, in Ifaiab, |
¢ where they are mentioned. But he did |
¢ not think thefe Names or Employments
¢ had any affinity with the Fewifh Priefhood, |
“For as Chrift did fend his Difciples ro |
¢ preach unto the Nations by the Title of
““Apoftles, ‘a Name borrowed from the
¢ Jewifh Synagogues; fo the Apoltles, in their
¢ eftablifhing of Churches, fuch as they fet
“ro Rule therein, they-ftiled Elders or Pres-
¢ byters, which Appellation they borrowed
¢ from the Fewifh Presbyrery or Elderfhip. As
¢ theJewith Synagogue had its Presbyters and
* Mafters or Doltors, {0 the Apoftles placed
¢ in their Churchesf{uch an Elderfhip,where- |
¢ in the fameé Mould be Paftorsand Teachers;

¢ to-tule and inftru& the People. As the

* Elders and Doétors of the Fewswere Laicks,

“nor had any affinity with the Priefts and
¢ Levites, {0 the ‘Chriftian Elders and Bifhops,”

¢ being no Prieffs, had 10 Sacerdps 4] Aéts, or

* Dignity, whereby to be diftinguithed from

“the Laity. The Adminiftration of the two
¢ Sacraments ‘appointed by Chrift, did not
¢ render them Priefts : For Baptif, might of

¢ old be adminiftred by Deacons, who were

“no Ecclefiaftical Officers 5 {o P"Jilz'p baptifed

¢.the Ewnuch, and {o for a long time did that’
¢Caftom continue in the Church. Yea 745~
“men might Baptife in cafe of neceflity, if
¢ N0 Presbyter or Deacon were prefenr.  This
“is evinced by an eminent paffage in Zer-
‘ ro ='5B00k-of Baptifm, which runs thzu_;i

: ¢ The

Y e — — —— 7—Iﬁ

{
|
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The Chief Prieft or Bifhop bath right to admi-
niffer Baptifm 5 and after bim, the Presbyters
and Deacons but yet not awithout Astbority
; received from the Bifhop, out of regard to the
. Honour of the Church , which being preferved
 entire, things comtinue peaceable. Otberwife
_ [that is, faith Pamelins, if we fet afide Con-
. fiderations of ‘the Honour of the Chuich]
even Lay-men may Baptife by right 5 For that
S awbich is equall] received, may be equallj comi—~
< unicated, [of the fame Judgment is ferom)
¢ unlefs [ome Bifhop, Presbyter, or Deacon may be
< bad, fince the Word of the Lord ought mot to be
¢ concealed from any. Wherefore Baptifm, which
< js equally the Treafury of the Lord, may be ad-
< miniftred by all. {Mark this, that in his
¢ Judgment ail may preach , as well as
¢ Baptife ; and that it is but Church-refpect
¢ that limits them, not any Gofpel Precept
¢ or Inhibition.] But boaw much more oughs
¢ the Laicks to be modeft and difcreet bereim,
¢ fince even the greatest are probibited to u(urp
““the Office of @ Bifhop? Emulation is the Mo-
 ther of Schifms. The Holy Apoftle (aid, all
¢ things were lawful, but not. expedient. Let is
* [uffice then , that in cafe of neceffity you may
¢ Sufe it, according as the Circumftances of Time,
¢ Place, and Perfon, require the pnfmmff-
¢ You fee how it is lawful for Laicks tc Bap-
¢ pife in cafe of neceflity, when none in
¢ Orders are prefent. 1f this were an A&t
¢ peculiar 10 the Priefthood, as it is a Prieft-
¢ hood, it could never be legitimately per-
¢ formed by a Laick 5 it having never been

_ ¢ law
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¢ lawifal for a private Perfon to difcharge |
< any fuch A¢Ct as was properly Sacerdss,; 3
¢ nor could neceflity ever excufq fuch Al |
¢ tempts: Which is true according tq the |
¢ Rites of the Gentiles, as well as Fews. But
¢ a Bifhop or Presbyter, yeaand Deacon of thé
¢ Chriftian Church,in that they adminifired
¢ the Sacraments of Chrift,  they did jr not !
©as Priefts, but as Lay-men, chofen our of
¢ the muliitnde to perform fuch and fuch
¢ Duries. Thus a Magiftrate may do fomé
¢ things, which a private Perfon may nor.
. Baptifm ({aith Tertullian ) as it is the Trea:
¢ fary of God, may be adminifived by any body.
~ ¢ Bur thar Schifim, Emulation and Diforder
¢ might be taken away, or prevented, fome
‘out of the Commonalty were eleted to
‘fuch Performances. Yetr were not they
¢ thereupon made Priefts, [or equivalent o
* them] nor were they reputed for fuch
¢ after they had been created by the Apo-
“ftles: For they did not propofe to them-
“ felves the Fewifh Priefthood for a Pattern,
¢ much lefs that of the Genriles, Asthe Ma-
¢ giffrate is o diftinguithed from the Popy-
¢ lacey as to'be alfo difiin® from the Prief-
“ bood, he being bur a more honourable
“ Member of the Multitude: Such was the
¢ Condition-of the Prim tive Fresbyters of the
¢ Church;, who were ordained by the Apo-
“Ailes: The Ewnchariit or Lord’s Supper  is
‘.another part ,Of the Trmﬁ;rfv of ihe Lord,
¢ that roo'was in procefs of timy. {o admi-
¢ niftred patticulaly by the' Presbyrers, . as
' ¢ they
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¢ they were Prefidents in the Church, and
< not Priefis. . Of this the fame may be faid,
¢ which Tertullian avowed of Baptifm, Viz.
€ As it is the Treafury of the Lord', it may be
< difpenced by any body ; and indeed fo it was
¢ in its fu{t Infticution: And 'afterwards,
¢ when ‘that Cuftom was aliered, if the
¢ Presbyters were abfent,” Lay-men did di-
¢ furibute ir, andconfecrate ir, and that law-
¢ fully. Hence in the firft Ages, according
¢ to the original ‘Preferipe, it was celebrated
¢ after Supper, and that too by each Mafter
¢ of tle Family in his Houfe.  Tertullian re-
¢ cords it amorgft fuch Rites as had been
¢ introduced by a Deviation from Primiiive
¢ Cor{titutions, that in his time they re-
¢ ceived the S.crament from the hands of
¢ the Presbyiers or Prefidents. In his Book
¢ De Coroma, he {aith, The Sacrament of the
¢ Eucharift being enjoyred at Supper-time, and
“ unto all, bythe Lord 5 cven in onr Affemblies -
¢ before day break, dowe receive, and that from
50 other band®thon the Prefidents. In the Cod- Afric.
¢ African Church, that there might continue “™*"
¢ fome Memorials of the Ancient Praétice,
¢ anniverfarily on a certain day after Supper,
¢ they did communicate, and did in reality
¢ celebrate the Lord’s Supper.’ In many places
¢ of Egypt, faith Sozomen, they affembled to-
¢ gether on the Sabbath in the Church,
¢ and did parrake of the Lord’s Supper, Tlaps
5 Aryunlicis &-TONARS @breqi-2 xeipais Tapd T
Rolyy adar vevoulouvery weds samipny md cabCdTe
euriprss ApisiaTes i 7R pvshpiey peTéxos. In
: ¢ feveral
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¢ feveral Towns and Villages of the Egyptians; |
< contrary to: the: Cuftom generally. received, in |
< the Ewvening of the Sabbath, t/.;e'.)" 6arw'ng ﬁ¢PPgd .
¢ already [{o Salmafins renders i, jam cenati]
< 'a‘[ﬁméye and_veceive the Sacrampens. The
¢ Laicks did alfo confecrate and difpence it
¢ to themfelves, if the Presbyter or Prefi-
¢ dent were not in the way.  Of this we
¢ have a pregnant Teltimony in Tertulliay's
¢ Exnortation to his Wife, which is bafely cor-
¢ rupted in former Editions: re sz 2 of
¢ the Laity Priefts? It is written, F, hath made
© us Kings and Priefts to God and. pis Father.
¢ The dz'ﬂ%rence betwixt Paftors an] People [in-
¢ ter ordinem & plebem] is byz 4 Conftitution
“ of the Church, not of any /J{gber authoritatiove
¢ Appointment, and an HO{lom- which owes it¢
¢ Sanélity to the Ecclefiaftical Seflion.  Wheye-

v fore if there be no E_:Cc‘le/l‘a/tical Order, Yok
¢ Baptife, you Communicate, and you are a Prieft
¢ wnto your [ilf alone. But wheve there gre Three,
* thereis a Church, tbw‘glz 9 Lay-men, Yea,
¢ the Name of Church is agtribured 1o the
¢ Aflembly of the Faithful,as contra-difting
¢ to their Paftors, even in the As of the
¢ Apofrles, and the Conftitutions of {he
¢ Pleudo-Clemens. In CllurChfpolity the Pres-
¢ byters and Laity [ordo & plebs] were fo di.
¢ ‘ﬁinguifh'd, as in the Civil Government of
¢ the Gentiles were [0’”4'_0 é‘ lebs] the Senate -
“ and People. - And this diftinétion berwixe
¢ the Governours and Governed, [inter ordi-
¢ mem. Eccle iafticum & plebens] was not, in
¢ the Judgment of Tertulfian, of Divine In-
. ‘ ¢ {titution,
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¢ ftitution , but the Appointment of thé
¢ Church, The fame Writer (as well as
¢ Ambrofe, Ferom and Auftimy in the fore-
« mentioned paflage out of his Book of Bap-
¢ tilm, avoweth that it was from the fame
¢ reafon that Bithops came to be fuperior to
¢ Presbyters, propter Ecclefie honorem; quo
¢ falvoy (alva pax ¢ff.  Thus it is his Judg-
¢« ment [who was one of the moft Learned,
¢ as well as Ancient Fathers] that the whole
¢ Ecclefiaftical Order was a thing not of
¢ Divine, bur Humane Conftitution. But
¢ however the Order of Clergy and Laity
¢ (for the Greek Councils term the Laity
¢ an Order) are not fo diftinét as Priefts
¢ and People, burt as Prefeéts or Rulers; and
¢ thofe thar are under Government. Doth
¢ Ordination, that is, Impofition of Hands,
¢ by which they are ordained, or ranked in
< order [in ordinein co-optantur] make them
¢ Priefts? No, not at all, ler them ralk
¢ what they will of a Sacrament of Order ;
¢ neither do they which confer ir, confex

© ¢ it as Priefts, nor are the Receivers by vers

¢ tue of {uch Collation made Priefts. There
< is nor any Sacrament of Chrift, the Admi-
¢ niftration whereof doth qualifie a Prieff,

¢ becaufe Chrift inftituted no Priefthood, not

¢ did he conftitute them Prieffs with whom
¢he iotrufted his Church. “He ordained
¢ Apoftles, and denominated them fo from
¢ their being fent.  The Apofles did after-
¢ wards ordain Presbyrérs or Bifhops to rule
® and inftrud the People. There was nd

C ¢ need

X
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¢ need of Priefts to perform the Sacred Rites
¢ and Solemnities, after the Jewifh Sicrifices (
¢ are abolifhedy and thofe of the Gentiles dif-
¢ ufed. Ordination is the A&t it felf, where- |
¢ by thorough certain Ceremonies and Rites, |
¢ one is chofenand eleted into an Order |
¢ Lordinem] to be a Member of that Order,
¢ Body or Colledge into which he is chofen. |
¢ An Order [ordo] is a certain number of
° Men which make up one Body or Colledge, |
¢ each one obtaining place in the faid Body |
: accordingly as hie was admitted ; he who
. Was firft chofen,being the firftywho fecond,
: fecond ; and who laft, being laft. Hence
. came the Appellation of Order LOrdo.]
¢ Nor is there any Body, Colledge or So-
ciety, which may not upon this account
® be termed an Order, [Ordd] or hath not
. beenfo. Bur fomerimes by way of Emi-
nence, x4’ Eoxiv, the principal” Order or
Colledge in the Republick, or City, was
€ ftiled the Senatorian Order, and fo diftin-
’ guifhed from the People. Thus in the
¢ Church, the Senate ot Colledge of Presbyters,
¢ amongft whom the Bifhop did prefide, was
¢ termed an Order, or the Order, as appears
¢ by that paflage of Tersullian already cited,
¢ inter ordinemn & plebem.  Otherwife all the
¢ Bifhops made up their own Order, after that
¢ they became diftin and fuperior to the
¢ Preshyrers : The Presbyters they conftirured
® the fecond Order: The Deacons they did
© alfo make up their Order ; and {o forth,
¢ even to the Doo-keepers. The People ll;a.d
¢ their
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¢ their diftin& Order from thefe other Ec-
¢ clefiaftical ones, they being one Body, and
¢ frequently ftiled in the Greek Councils, the
¢ Lay-order , Aewmd veypa.  The Prophets,
¢ whilft they lived in the Primitive Times,
¢ they made up the Prophetical Order, where-
¢ of mention is found 1n Ruffinns. From what
¢ hath been faid, it is manifeft to every one,
¢ how befusted they were, who from Ordina-
¢ tion introduced a Sacrament of Order, or
¢ Orders; whence proceeded thofe foolith
¢ and ridiculous Forms of Speech, To take
© or enter into Orders ; Exprelfions not to be
¢ found in purer Times, when Men were
¢ faid to be chofen, or admitted into the
¢ Order, or the like, at fuch time as they
¢ were Ordained, that is, admitted to a place

in this or thatOrder. Now all Ordinations,
¢ Civil or Ecclefiaftical, amongft Fews and

€ Heathens ,. were performed with certain

¢ Rites and Ceremonies : The Chriffians did
¢ derive theirs, which they ufed at the Or-
¢ dination of Presbyters or Bifhops, from the
. Jews: For they did ordain the Elders or
* Preshyters of their Synagogue, and the
¢ Doétors of their Law, by Impofition of -

: Hands, which was called 73200 Semicha,

thar is, Xeteodecia, laying on of Hands. This
®in the Old and New Teftament, was ufed
¢ for the conferring of the Holy Gholt:
¢ Impofition of Hands was likewife ufed for
¢ the promoting Men to the Degree of Rab-
¢ bines or Doftors: And at the Collation of
¢ Juridical Power..  From hence {prang that
C4 ¢ Cufton
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¢ Cuftom in the Church of Chrift, that
¢ when any were defigned to any publick
¢ Miniftery Or Magiffery in the Church, they
¢ were {0 defigned by this Jewith Semicha,
¢ or Impofition of Hands. And this Impofi-

¢ ton of Hands, howbecit it were of Diujne’

¢ Right; yet {uch as were defigned to a pu-
¢ blick Mugiftery or Miniffery, 10 teach, rule,
¢ or ferve in the Church, were not there-
© upon made Priefts. . In Fury it was per-
¢ formed by Three.. In Codice Sanedrin, Cap. 1.
¢ D"IP1 N3WAD. it is rendered Xetpoderia
€ mpzoluripay, the laying on of Hands of the El-
¢ ders, and is faid 10 be performed by Three.
¢ From whence it is, that in the Apoftolick
¢ Canons and Confitutions of Clemens, it is
“ appointed that 2 Bifhop be ordained by
¢ Three.  But the fourth Canon of the fift

- < Synod doth ena&., thar a Bifhop be or-

< dained at leap by Thiree, if all the other
¢ Bithops of the Province cannor be prefent.
¢ It is called in Codice Sancdring, "ExiSeqis
) 7eeouripar  or rhe laying on of the
¢ Hands of the Eldere, Pauly 1 Tim. 4.14.calls
ity ewidiois Y LDy TE apesCuregiv, the lay-
€ ing on of the Hinds of the Presbytery, or Elder-
© fhip, which isall one. Since thérefore that
¢ folemn Lmpofition of Hands among the Yews,
¢ when they created the Fldeys of the Syna-
¢ gogue, or Doctors, did nor make them
¢ Priefts, but oaly gave them Authority to
¢ Judge and Teach the People : S0 neither
¢ did the La]ing 073 of Hands which our of
¢ Imitation of them was ufed among the
- © Chriftians,

PN
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¢ Chriftians, to create Presbyters and Teachers,
¢ imprint on them a- Sacerdotal Charaéler.
¢ Even in the Old Teftament,as well as New,
< the Holy Ghoft was conferred by Impofi-
¢ tion of Hands: Thus Fofbua the Son of
¢ Nun was filled with the Holy Ghott,' after
¢ Mofes had laid his Hands on him,Deut.34.9.
¢ And other Examples there are in Scrip-
¢ ture. ‘The Name of Pries?, asit was afcri-
¢ bed to the Chriffian Presbyters, and that of
Chief Pricfts, 1o be diftinét from the Laity,
was inrroduced in the fecond Century,
and in the ‘Age after the Apoftles. For
when . many came over from Heathenifm
to Chriftianity, and feveral of the Fews
¢ were converted, both of which, in the Re-
¢Jigion which they deferted, had been in-
¢ ured to Priefts and Chief Priefts 5 it was eafie
¢ for them fo to accommoadate things, that
¢in their newly-cmbyaced Religion they
¢ fhould either find or create Priefts, elpe-
¢ cially in Name. And indeed they did ra-
¢ ther create them, for there were none at
¢ firft amongft the Chriffians. Nor was this
¢ change of Names oppofed by {uch as re-
:cci.Ved the Converts, that {o they might
. 3ain more and more upon the Fews and
. Gentiles, chiefly {eeing the whole Contro-
. verlie feemed to be but 2 Word or Name-
quarrel. They' did litcle think that fuch

¢ temporizing and compliance-in words,
¢ would at laflt beget an Alteration in the
¢ things themfelves. That which they then
< Galled a Sacrifice, Was not efteemed of as a
C ¢ real

o
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! ¢ yeal and propitiatory one: Whom they
¢ called Prieffs, then were not reputed zruly
¢ fuch, nor of a refembling Appointment. |
¢« to what was amongft the Fews. What
< they called Alrars, were not deemed pa-
¢ rallel ‘to whar the Heathenifh Rites and- |
¢ Sacrifices were performed at. In a word,
¢ after {fome fpace of time, as all things de-
<.generate, {0.Men'in the Chriftian Church
¢ began to think of real Alcars, real Sacri-
< fices, real Priefts, no lefs than thé Fews or
¢ Heathens. Thereupon the Impofition of
¢ Hands, whereby they were ordained
¢ Priefts, washeld asa grear Sacrament. The
¢ Priefts began{o-to be diftinguifhed from
“the Laicks, as the Priefts and Commonalty
¢ amongft the Fews. In the Time of Cle-
“ment, this diftinétion berwixt the Sacer-
¢ dotal Order and Laity, was nor intro-
¢ duced among Chriftians, being adiftinction

- “purely Fewifh, He tells them at Corinth,
“that the Apoftles did conftitute in the
¢ Church Bifhops and Deacons, and that not
“by any very extraordinary Difpenfation,
¢it having been long forerold in Scrip-
“lture, xerasioe T4 dricubmes b Miaio udns
€ s Mawhyss dyTidy Ev wisd, [ awill ppoint their.
“ Bifhops in Fuftice, ‘and their Minifters it

“ Faith. If there had been any refemblance
“ betwixt the Chriftian Bifhops,. and thofe
‘ of the Fews, he would have had re-
“.courfe to the Fewifh Hierarchp,” and not
‘10 thofe Bifhops.and Miniftérs in Ifaiah,
* thar had no: affinity with’ the former.
: s ¢ o 5 fThc

'_'FA-‘ ——
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'The Riflups and Presbyters in thofe days
. were {o far Laicks, as to be efteemed only
« the more honourable part of the People :
« And therefore it was, thar feveral Lay-
c men were chofen to be Presbyters and
¢ Bifhops, withour being promoted gradu-
¢ ally thorough the inferior. Orders. And
¢ that Cuftom did - gpnrinue long in the
¢ Church. Thus Awmehrofe.at Millain, Netta-
¢ rius at Conftantinople, vand {fome-body clfe
¢ in Syriaca, all which had been civilly em-
¢ ployed. And it is evident out of Leo’s
¢ Epifile, that this was the Cuftom in feve-
¢ ral places of Iraly, which he went about
¢ to.abolith——Thefe things being fo (faith
¢ Salmafius to Petavius) why do you een-
¢ {ure Luther and the Waldenfes, becaufe
¢ they denied all manner of Prieffbood, be-
¢ lieving, that an honeft believing Lay- ﬁfﬁi;‘ﬁﬁfﬁ?
¢.man might perform all thofe things and Luber was
¢ Ecclefiafrical Dutics in the Church of bereter
¢ God, having been impowered thereunto
¢ by -Impofition of Hands from the Pres-
¢ bytery, thatis a Lay-call and not Eccle-
¢ {iaftical Senate? Certainly Perer, by whofe
¢ Authority he proved his Affertion, did
¢ fay that all Lay-men were Prieffs : And
friles the Chriftians univerfally (allthar are
to be living Stones in Chrift) « Royal and
Holy Priefthood. .

From all this that hath been faid by the
moft learned Salmatins ( though even Bellar-
mine himfelf confefled that fuch as ferved
Chrift in the Miniftry of the Gofpel amongft

C 4 the
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the firlt Chriftians, were not of along time
called Priefts, but Presbyters) itis evident that
there was a change of Names, and that the |
aforefaid change of Names did introduce a ,
change in the fubftantial parr of their Fun: |
¢ion ;5 they who at firft were looked upon |
only as Lay-men, maintained by the free con-
tribution .of the Believers, whofe Offce was |
meerly a procuration, >hde a Dignity, Magiftra- |
¢y, OF Authority, Or -Power (as Salmafis |
proves ac large thoroughourt the fixch chapter

of Walo' Meffalinus : As alfo doth the well-

read Bifhop of Spalato, where he deprives

them of all Furifdiétion ) thefe afterwards.

became, as well as were termed, Priefts, as
were Aaron and bis Soys, together with the Le-
vites amongft the fews in the Temple; fuch spere,
and the [ame quality did the Bifhops, Presbyters,
and Deacons challenge in the Church : Yea after-
times gave them their Courss and Apparitours.
Tithes became claimed and granted upon a
Diwine Right, and they who before were the
Peoples Creatures, {uch as they did Eleét, and
could Depofe or Excommunicare, and who'
could perform no Church-a& withour then,
their employment being to overfee, not in 2
Soe e T Compalfive, bur Volun-

Petris omnehn jurifdi&ionem adi-
wnit. Epifcopis,ubi offciim eorum vult
effe 75 emicdoxéiv, Sn drayuasis,
oA Exucins, boc fit v lentibus prae-
sipiendo quod eis canducat, 19 con-

fudendo, non jubendo quod Iibeat int- v

peranti, nec cogendo nolentes. Fu-
Tifdi&io ompis aveyrasy eft, Yvalo
Meflalio, ¢, 6. p. 460." * - : ‘

tary Way,1 Pet.s. 2. Dig-
#iLyy Authority, Magiftra-
tical Power,were fo much
infifted on, as if he that
defired a’ Bifhoprick, had
not defired a Work, agood
Wark 5 but an office with
N - Farfdittion:
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. Furifdidion: And the People were totally
deprived in their right in the Governance
of the Church. After that things have conti-
nued in this pofture rqoc Years, for Men
to ftart up, and withour any new Power
collated on them, to pretend to re-eftablifh
the primitive Presbytery, is {uch an artempt
as could not enter into the thoughts of con-
fidering Men. There may be a refemblance
betwixt the Altar at Damafcus and that at
Ferufalem, but they are not the fame. The
example of the Levites in Ifrael, if they re-
form from Idolatry, avails not here; becaufe
the Priefthood t0 them was a Birth-right,
and did not depend upon Inftitution : The
Défcendants of Aaren, though confecrated
Priefts to Moloch or Baal, did not ceafe to
be Levites; but it isnot fo with Presbyrers:
Or, fuppofe it were fo with them who had
been once rightly conftituted, What is that
to them who never were {o? Can they give

a power which they never had ? Can they -

exercife apower which they never receiv'd 2
If out of Scripture it be proved that Mafs-
Priefts fhould be Presbyters 5 out of their Officialls
itis clear that they are not fo: And confe-
quently, in order to the difcharge of {uch a
Fun&tion, they are private Perfons : And it
they who ordained them were fuch, the
Ordained could receive no other Inftitution
than to be the equivocating Generation Of equi-
wocal Pavents. But if we muft have primi-
tive Preshyters, what means the claim for
Furifdicion? Where Is the power of the
- People
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People to Ele@ ? Where is their volun-

Beza againlt Seravia ( animady.
inc. 11.) atthe nameof the clergy
erycth out, Zuam jflum in Egcelefiis
veformatis Clerum nunc effe defini-
emus? Nam aliquam eorum turbam,
qui ex Papiftici illivs Cleri, ac pra-
fertim ex Sacrificulorum, quos falfo
nomine Presbyteros appellant, fens
tina emerferint 2. VVhom ‘hall we
call the Clergy among the reformed
Churches? s it that . Rabble-rouf
which came over from that Popifh
Clergy, and the number of thyfe
Pricfts whoare falfely termed Preéshy-
ters ? . ;

ch. 44 V' Id Ir
wites ( who ;

’12’137'4'7
. were fuch by Birgh, and nor

tary Maintenance ¢ What
do we with an enforced
Maintenance - of Tithes 2
Which, if they are due
by the Law of Nature to
the Priefihood, Whata,
vaileth this them whoare

~none? Idefirethem, who

allow a {ycceflion dedu-< |
ced thorougly Popery, to
confider what God fays
by the Propher Ezckick,
15,56, The Les

perfonal appointment ) 1, are gone away

far from me,

jrom e, when
went aftray after their

frael suent aftray, which
Ldols, they [ball even bear

their Iniquity,  7Yeor they (ball be Minifters in my

Sanftyary, . baving

Houfe, and winiffring
Sy the Bumt’o']féring,

charge ar the Gates of tbe
to the Hoyfe : They (hall
and the-Sacrifice, for the

People, and they (hal] Fand before them to mini-

- [ter unto them. |
oefore thejr IJyls
2o fall into 'Ihigz_rit]

nof come near

Becanfe they miniftred ynto them
» and caufed 1he Houfe of Ifrael
| Y s Therefare have 1 lifted up-
wine hond agaiuft them,
and they (hall bear their Iniqujty,
uato me to Jy

[aith the Lord Gad,
. Auvd they [hail
the office of 23931tk

unto miey MY 10 come ey #uto any of my Ho{}f
Things, in the moft Holy Place - But they (hall

bear their SZ)/IF//’B,_ and theiy

Abominations which

they bave committed, Byt [ will make thems

keepers

of the charge of the Houfe for all the

fr-

wice
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wice thereof, and for all that [hall be done therein.
But the Priefts, the Levites, the Sons of Zadok,
that kept the charge of my Sanétuary, when the
Children of Ifracl went aftray from me, they [hall
come near to-me to miniffer unto me, - and they:
(hall ftand before me, to offer unto me the Fat,
and the Blood, [aith the Lord God. They fhall
enter into my Sanctuary, and they fhall come near
$0 my Table, to minifter dnto me, and they (hall
keep my charge. Conformable hereunto was
the pratife of good Fofiaby 2 Kings 23.v.'9.
Afier that he had extirpated Iddlatry, and
re-eftablifhed the: worfhip of God. °- The
Priefts ;)f the High-places ( notwithftanding’
what of plea our Minifters {uggefts for them,
and whereof Fofab could not be ignorant )
they came mot up to the Altar of the Lord inJe-
rufalem, bat they did eat of the unleavened bread
amang [} their Brethren. ' ;

Though, fetting afide this laft confidera-
tion, I never think of the Ordination by
laying on of bands infignificantly, continued -
now amongf the Presbyterians and Epifcopa-
" yians, but I remember 2 paffage of Aoun-

tague abous Tithes, €. 3. P- 438. ¢ How Her-14 P17

¢ Jes was enfranchifed amongft the Gods,
¢ and born by Funoagain, as Diodore relateth’
¢ (in fome fuch fore, as amongft us, the
< Children of Fobn of Gauns by Katharine
< Swinford, are faid to have been made legi-
¢ timate by AE of Parliament) by a folemn
ceremony, he coming from under 3!“”0'3
Clothes. '

V. WWhether
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‘V. Whether the prefent Mini.'ﬁry ( ﬁf;’[fq/z'ng
themn to be generally Presbyterians: gp Epifco-

arians ) do not pretend to be Minifters of the |

l

Church Catholick ?  1Whether there be any wmen-) |

tion of fuch a Church in Scripture, o 75 any

|

Ancient Creed of the firft Ages? And sphether |

Luther did not placeinficad thereof, iy pys Creed,

the Chriltian Church? Whether any body can.

tell what is the dcrcrmiqate 7?1erzfxing of that
word 8 Whether the O}'damCl’S and- Qrdained
now . a-days deal confciencionfly in giving or
receiving, and a@ing really by vy of &
POwer from and over tbe Catholjcl Church,
whilft the exiftence and fignificario, thereof s
Jo controverted amongft themfelves gy, others 2

- To fay nothing of the Eplfcopﬂz Dimines,
that the moft infupportable Presbyterian makes
this to be his claim, it is cvident not only
from Dr. Fobn Wallis _(Sub~Scribe‘ in the
Weftminfter Aflembly ) in  his Thefis of the
power of a Minifier out of hig parcicular
Congregation: But alfo from e Conteft
betwixt the Indcpendent Minifters of Suffolk,
aud Dr. Collins of Norwich, and Mr.. Pool of

<o London, who writes at the appointment of

the provincial Affembly there, “in Wholelie
Books, againft each other, this Queftion is
largely debated concerning Minisfers heipg
proximately related to a Catholick Church,
and with great advantage on the fide of the
Congregational ¥en in Sufulk,  Thar there
15'N0 ‘mention of a Catholick Church in Scri-
pture, it is clear, N0 Concordance hitherto
could thew it: And ir is very {trange that
' the
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the Holy Ghoft in the Scriptures (which
are able to make the Man of God perfect
unro every good Word, no lefs than Work)
thould not once mention this vifible Catho-
lick Church, neither direétly, nor by any
equipollent Terms: That in the good thing
which was committed unro Timothy, and in 2Tim-3:
that Form of found words which he had **'"
heard from Paxl, and which he was to hold
faft, there fhould not be any flight Intima-
tion or Record thereof, renders its Exiftence
very fufpicious: Efpecially Timothy (accord- 2Tim- =
ing to the Fancy of the Presbyterians) being his
a Minifter, and confequently participating
of thisDélegacy over the Catholick Church,
and his immediate and moft confiderable
Relation being thereunto, the Station he
held in Crete being only Secondary: That
Panl fhould tell the Elders of the Church at
Ephefus, that be had kept back nothing which ags 0.2,
‘owas profitable wunto them 5 That he had not 27,38
(hunned to’ declare unro them all the Counfel of
'God, and yet fhould only bid them rake becd
unto themfelves, and to ell the Flock (not
throughout the World, bur at Ephefus) over
owbich the Holy Ghoft had made them Overfeersy
10 feed the Church of God , which be had pur-
chafed with bis Blood : All which the enfuing
words evince to appertain to the particular
Church of Ephefus, whereof (and not of the
Catholick Church) they are called Elders,
v. 17.) This creates in me an Apprehenfion
that this Catholick Church, and Catholick-
" Church-Miniftry , is neither a part of the
. Counfel
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Counfel of God, ror profitable to be known,
That it is as little to be found in, the ancient
Creeds as in-the Scripture, you may not
only learn from Bifhop Ufher in his Treatife
of the €reeds, p. 8, 9, 12. in feveral Copies,
but more fully from Vuffius in his Difcourfe
of the Three Creeds, p.27. §, 39. ¢ The
* Aquilegian Creed hath not the word Catho- |
¢ lick, yer it is added thereto in the Edi-
¢ tion of Pamelius--but wrongfully, for the
¢ ancienteft Books read it otherwife. And
¢ if Ruffinns had owned ir, he had explained |
¢ it, for itis not a paflage of flight moment.
*But what. wonder is it if it be not in |
¢ Raffinus, {ecing Auftin had it nor> Who |
. in-his Explanation” of the Creed, when he
‘ comes to the paflage of Holy Church, he
¢ adds for Iluftration fake, 75 wir, the Co
* tholick.  And that is underftood by Holy, |
" there being none Holy, bur the Catbolick |
¢ Nay in the Apoftles time it was nor the
¢ Cuftomfor Chriftiansto be called Catholicks:
¢ As Pacianus wrote it in a Letter to Sympho-
¢ rianss , who lived in the lime of Ferom. |
* Whence [our Englifh] Whitaker, in his Book
¢ of the Church, did colle®, that the Ap-
¢ pellation of the Catholick Church, .was not
‘ ufed in the Apofiolical times, Yea, and
¢ Francifcns Picus did think that the Claufe -
‘of the Church Catholick was introduced
© after the Nicene Creed, by way of oppofition
¢ to the Hereticks and Schifmaricks : Who,
whatevef Tiur)) they held,” did not poflefs
(or were made o believe 10) thar Univer-

© fality
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fality of Mankind, whereunto the others
pretended. ~ Luther is charged by thePa-

pifts to have placed in-
ftead thereof the word
‘Chriftian, in his little Ca-
techifm, fol.1z. and in the
great Catechifm, fol. 64.
as it is in the Body of
the Dollrine of the Saxon
Churches , publifhed by

1t is acknowledged that Zuther
could not endure the Name of Catho-
lick, in fomuchas if that word were
found in his Writings with Appro-
bation, thc Book or Paffage was
thereupon fufpeced by his Scholars,
as not being his. See Collogu. Altem
berg. in refp. adaccul. Cor.2.fol.254.
as Brerely in his Pteteftants Apology

dothciteit. |
Fobn Willeam Duke of g L
Saxony at Fena 1570. the Heirs of Chriftian |
Rodinger printing it.  Repeating it Eine e
Heilige Chriftliche Kirche. Nor is this faid toclef. p314-
have been denied by Chemmitins, in Gerard's Spoudle}
‘Common places of Divinity , but that he re- fo. r.s. de
plied to that ‘Accufation, how Luther Was Ectlehat
1ot the firt who made that Variation, but g
that before his time the German Creed had
it ufually Jch nleube eine peilige Chi-
Tiliche Wivche, I believecie Huly Church,

“As for the fignification ‘or meaning ‘of ‘the
‘word, it is very ambiguous. Three prin-
cipal Grounds are given, why the. Church
fhould be termed Uwniverfal or Catholick :
Firft, From its Univer[ality of place, it being
diffufed throughout the whole Earth.  Se-
condly, From its Univerfality of Duratidny ‘it
being to continue unto the end of the- .
World. Thirdly, From the Univerfality of -
Perfons thereunto appertaining, of all Sexes, .
Ages and Conditions.  Other lefs material
grounds, are from its being Univerfally
known , fromthe Univerfal Learning thiat s

profeffed
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profeffed theréby , refpeCting God and the {

Creatures, things vifible and invifible, From
the Univer(ality of its Spiritual Care, as to all
manner of Sins. And laftly, From its re-
. [peltive Univerfality, in regard of the Fews
and Herericks ; the former being reftrained
10 Paleftine, and the latter being never like-
ly to grow o numerous, but that the zrue
Church fhall exceed them, though not in re-
gard of fome particular Country, yet in re-
Ipect of the whole World. The Univerfa-

1

P —

Zity of the Church upon the Papiftical grounds |

aforefaid, is audited by Balthafar Maifnerus,
in his Book of the Church, Seét. 4. c.3. whi-
ther I remit the Reader, being loth to
trouble my felf with idle Enquirics. I only
obferve, that fince words do not fignifie

naturally,” but by the Inftitution of Man, in

whofe Language God is pleafed to deliver

himfelf: Since we cannor know what the

‘meaning and intent of him or them was,
who firft impofed that Name, (which it is
evident we cannot, it being not known who
introduced it, or when itbegan to be ufed)
all that we can do, is to know how this
Appellation of Humane Qriginal, if it muft
be retained, may be verified. The general
meaning of the firt, Reformers was, That
zuber d2 _ the Catholick Church of Chrift was made
‘f,f;f;_}iin;'u of his Eled, that had been, were, or
f,. witte- fhould be, to the end of the World.. Hence
keret2-L 7 ther faith, the Holy Church in the Creed
is invifible, and hid in the Spirit, and only
believed,  nor feen, So the Learned and

Judicious

s DI o N
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Judicious Sadecl againft Tirrianas's Sophifms -

(p. 566. Oper. in Fol.)  *-We, by the Name fl”l‘:sr_’ﬁg‘;r_

¢ of one Catholick Church, underftand the wm de k-
¢ Invifible Church of the Eleét, whofe Head is E_";ff“’p'_‘gi“

¢ Chrift; and we prefume upon cetrain &

¢ Teftimonies in Scripture, Colof. 1. Ephef. 4

¢ and 5, &c. ' And, if we will fpeak pro-

~ ¢ perly;, then will the Church Catholick be
¢ compleat, when Chrift fhall cometo judge
¢ the ‘Quick and the Dead.— And\in his

‘Animadverfions upon -the Arricles’of the
Monks of Beurdeaux, he {iith, The Catholick
Church confifts only of” the Faitliful and
Ele&, and that it is Invifible; as compre-
hending‘the Saints in Heaven.  Fot do not
they belong to the ‘Catholick Church? " If
fo, then you muft either make two Catho-
lick Churches (contrary tothe Nicene Creed,

' of one Catholick and Apnﬂolick C/_m;tcb) one Vi- .
fible, the other Invifible; or confefs that that
which is one, is invifible. He tells us there.
antd' elfewhere, that particular Churches are
one only by Religion, -and Profeflion of‘the
{ame Do&trine, they are otherwife Indivi-
duals,- of which the Name‘of Church is pre-
dicated, as the Church of Corinth, “Ephefas,
Philippi, &c. Thefe, he faith, are” vifible
Churches, becaufe they tetain the exterior
Order and Face of Churches; ‘they "are
made up of Believers and Unbelievers, and
are called Churches of Chrift, only from the
mixture of the Elect, and their Profeffion of
‘bim. - In the Controverfie, now in England
on foot, befides the terming the Cliyftian

AT e D Chuich,

Antort. S&-
deel; p.523s
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Chuych, Catholick, in oppofition to the Fewify
Church, which was confined to Palefine,
whillt this may fubfit any where. " (In
which fignification Catholicifm may be atrri-
buted to Paganifm or Mahometanifm ; and
Chriftian Catholicifm to any Church, Socinian,
Popifls, Anabaptiftical , or otherwife opinio-
nare% profefling Christ, ina way which they,
do avow for Truth, though others eall it
Herefre) or taking it for the Univerfality of l
Chriftians {cartered over the face of thé
“whole Earth (in which fenfe Carholick is
terminus minuens 5 Or a term which over-
throws- the fubject upon which it is predi:
cated ; for fince a Church is, by general ac-
knowledgment, a Congregation” of Men thus
- and thus regulated 5 a Catholick Church, in the
Sence fpecified, is #o Church, bur one that is
fcatzered and unchurched ; and a Minifter of
fuch a Church, would be like a Few in Am-
Jrerdam, who fhould pretend to Je, or ordain
an Officer for the Ten Tribes, carried into.
Captivity no body knows where. Befides
thefe Acceprations, there are fv0 more com-:
monly infifted on; Zhe one, that the Cathoe
lick Church is an univerfal Term in Logick,
and- the Minifters are Minifters of fuch a |
Church. This is the Judgment of Dr. col-
lins of Norwich, in his Difcourfe of the Mi-
niftry, as ir-is reported by his Antagonifts
of Suffolk, in the Defence of their Preface
t0 the Preacher Sent. But as this is denied
and refured by them very well, {o it is re-
iected by Mr, Hudfon, a Presbyterian, as thf:(y
likewile
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likewife fay. However it is Non-fence: For
if the Church be fuch an Univerfal,and fuch
Univerfals do only fubfift in Particulars,
(being, aut nibil, aur quid pofterius ) the Pres-
byrerians do very ill to ordain Minilters of an
Univerfal Church, that they may be after
preferred to Particular ones, for they ought
rather to ordain Minifters of Particular
Churches, that fo they might be found
within the compafs of the Imaginary Uni-
verfality , which is cither rothing but 2a
word (and fo they only Nominal Minifteis)
or elfe only an Effential Similirude or Re-
_femblance betwixt one Church Particular
and another ; and {o they who are no Mi-
nifters of a Particular Church, participate
not of this Catholicifm : And likewife they
" who are Minifters of fuch a Particular
Church, have no power beyond that Church;
by vertue of their Miniftry , which is not
Catholick, though their Churches be. Ano-
Lther acceptation of the word amongft us, is,
That the {everal Churches profeiling Qhriﬂ,
make up one Body of Chift, of which he
is Head, and they his Stewards, a&ually
confined to one Church, but authoritatively
defigned to all: So that every Presbyterian
Minifter is by his Ordination conftituted 2
Pope, an Univerfal Minifterial Head of the
Church, by way of Divine Miffion ; but by
way of prudential and Humane Condefcen-
fion, they are content to admit of a Go-
vernment fhut up Wwithin Parochial Pre-
cin@s, Butif this befo, if by verue of
D2 thar
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than the Book of the Harmony of the- Con-

| L 361 |
that Delegation, As the Fathor fent sme, fo
fend I you 5 they have fo univerfal a Miffion
every one to the whole Body of Chrift, I
do not fee how .in Confcience they can fit
down with thefe narrow Boundaries (they
being able to extend their Preaching fur-
ther, asoften as the ufual Allotments do not!
afford fufficient Maintenance for their Luxe.
‘ury ; which js vifible in their Pluralicies,
and Incorporations of Parithes) fince Chrift
feems to argue them into another Pradtife,
Luke 4. 42, 43, 44 And when it spa; day be
departed, and went into a defert place - And |
the People [ought him, and came unto bim and

[tayed bim, that he (hould nor depart from them. |

And be [aid unto them, T MUST preach tha
Kingdom of Godto OTHER Cities alfo: for
THEREFORE am [ Jent. And he preached |

" in the Syragogues of Galilee. Byt to proceed:

It is evident that all this Ppley s meel |
Coufenage : For firflt, It is not imaginable E
what Union intercedes betwixr the {everal |
Churches profefling Chrift upon the face |
of the Earth: It is not known how far E
ther¢ is a Doctrinal Union or Confent among
them, and if it were, yet would nor that l
render-them one vifible Body | 1o more !
[¢fjivirs of the Reformedl Churches, doth embody
them ;  for Identity of Laws, or way of
living, doth not make two Republicks to
be one; fince Norim[:erg in Germany is faid
t0 bave fent to Valenciennes in Flanders, and
r0 have derived its Platform of Government
thence;,
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" thence ; yet did not it thereby incorporate
it {elf with Velenciennes, no more than Rowe
became a part of Greece, when they ferch’d.
thence their Laws of the Zawelve Tables : .So
{everal Colledges in Oxon, have the fame
Statutes and Form of Government, yet do
~ they not thereby become obe Colledge :
Nor in any of thefe cafes is it faid, that the
Officers chofen here, or there, are Univerfal
Officers, or Officers to the feveral Parties re-
fembling. A common Meeting of all Chri-
{tians at the Throne of Grace, is as weak a
Proof to the effe&ing of ad Union, as of a
Vifibilicy : For he who fhall confider (not
only that-this is an invifible Meeting, and
only of the Eleét the Expreflion is war-
rantable from Scripture, bur) that.in the
difference of Climates, varying accordingly
Nights and Days and times of Worfhip, it
is impoffible there fhould be any joynt
Meeting at the Throne of Grace, of thefe
{everal Churches in feveral Situations, will
never grant_fuch parcel Meetings to be an
univerfal Affembly; much lefs that this is
the A& of an Organical Body, it not being
done by any mutual Entercourfe, Corre-
{pondence, or Appointment, no nor Know-
ledge of each other : Now it iscertain, that
in an Organical c(or indeed any Integral)
Body, the Parts have no determinate parti-
cular A&s of their own 5 no.part doth this,
or that, but the whole doth this or that by
the part. Aciones [unt Suppofitorum. And
when any part is in fuch a Condition, that
| D 3 its
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its own, Archezus (as I may call it ) doth
form its Operation ; then it Is bar equivo-
cally a pare, no though joyned to the Whole|
by Colligation, as ina rorten Bough, or
gangrened Leg. Tna word, fince the Uni.
verfal Church pretended » hath'no Officers
ating in an'Univerfal way , nor is vifible
in it {elf by any Univerfal Actings, 1 leave
thefe conceited Minifters of an ideated
Church, to. perfwade us (for there is g5
good reafon ) thar all the Kingdoms of the
Earth are one Univerfal Kingdom, and that
the Kings of Spain, France, &C. are Prima--
rily Kings' (or what name clfe they will
afford them ) of the Unijverfy] Kingdom,
d@hd Secondarily of the Kingdoms fpccified.
He that will further enquire into this Con-
troverfic, may fatisfic himfelf in the Suffolk:
Minifters Preacher Sent, and their late De-
fencé theteof. Bur ir is further confider-
able; thar 4l particular Churches are only
Churches of Chrift by Profeffion , not by
any relation 1o him, as Spoufe, Fleck, ot Body:
Thefe ate Aflemblies of 2 mix’d Nature,
Fields in which the Tares 8row up with the
orn, Bodies whercin corrupr (however
difguifed) Humours and Excrements are
" containéd; and fome whereof fhall never
have any parc in thar Church which is
(according to God’s Predeftination apd In-
tent) withour Spot, and withour Wrinkle.
Their Combination or right of Aflfembling,
is foundéd' i Nature, nor any new com-
mand ‘Of Chrift,” and hath no other lriﬁ?
T i i) : thai

i
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than the Heathen Worfhip had ; Examples
are no Inftirutions ; and thofe general Pre-
cepts, of doing all things according 10
Order, Decency, for the Glory of God, 530 > R iy
« fication of others, thefe are but the Diétates Eccl.l.2.c.6.

of Nature tranfcribed into the written ™ <=

wWord of God. For if it were otherwife
(to pafs by the Arguments ufed by the
Reformed Divines againft Bellarmine that
the Church, which is the Myftical Body of
Chrift, confifts only of the Predeftinate)
however conjugal” Relations, or the like ,
fhould not multiply in Chiift, yet would
it be undeniable that fuch a number of par-
ticular Churches would increafe to a mul-
titude of Spoufes, Bodies, &c. Yet doth the
Scripture never mention more Myftical
Bodies,¢rc. than one,though many Churches
be mentioned, as Corinth, Epbefus, and thofe
others in Afia.

VL Whether Ecclefia (which i a word figni-
fying a Church) be not @ Law-1erm deduced
from Free-States, i which Common-wealths
the [upreme popular Alfembly acled and oga-
wifed by the Archon and Proedri (as aChurch
form’d_and Preshyterated by a Minifter and ,
Elders) awhich did mot Rule but Prefide ?
(a) Whether any other fenfe but that, can be
o Foundation of Argument ? fince no Term caz
be the [ubject of @ rational Difcourfe, whofe
meaning i mot agreed on 5 bur of @ figurative
Speech, no Man (mome but the Spirit that gave
it out at firft) con determine [atusfatlorily 10

_ D 4 othersy
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othérsy bow far the Analogy extends 5 how far
the Cords may be firetched, and what i5 the juft
and full Scope of. the Holy Spirit there,

~ (a) This is{o cvident, that he muft not

~have converfed in any Greek Story, who .

denies it.  They who have nor read '7hu-
cidides, 0O Ariffophanes, may fiitisfie them-
felves abour it our of Sigonius de Rep.
Athen: - and Ubbo Emimius vetys Gracia Ijjy-
fratd, -

VIL Waether fuch a Senfe of the Wiy Ec-
clefia, or Church, doth w0t Un-Churcly af 1, Pa-
rochial Churches in England,ang Un-Minifter
afl their Minifters? :

As for the Unchurching the Parochial .

- Churches, it is no fuch ftrange thing, the

Tudepeydents have done it over and over ;
particularly Dr. Owen inhis Bogj of Schifim,
where he thewcth them 1o b oF Eiymsie
Inftitution , and calls (if we may beljeve
Mr. C.i'}w;ﬂ’j) their [1/11'711:/116’?!, Pm'.{ﬂ)-P;.i(ﬁS:
He overthrows their Succeffion, as it is de-
tived from or thorough the Papacy ; and
acknowledgeth them to be Minificrs of Chrift
upon anorher account only, than they will

.Own; iz, The Call of fome of theiy Parifl,

10 whom only they are (in his]udgment)
Pafors, and 1o the others byr Leéturers. One
would have thought this Man {Lould not
have of late contended {p carneftly in the
behalf of Tjehes -apd, Tythe-raking Miniftry,
againlt whom he had fo vigoroufly dif-
puted ; it had not become hini-to conaive,
St SR
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in the Sration he is, at the Cheat of a Na-
tional Miniftry of Clwist, (for, according to
his Principles, it is'a Coufenage, they being
only Minifters of Christ objective, and as they
teach him; not conftiturive , and by his
appointment ) but to have undeceived the
Magifirates and_Army herein. . It is true in-
deed, fome Independents do retain a Commi-
nion with,, and own the Presbyterians for true
Churches in England, becaufe they fuppofe
them to have been once gathered rightly :
And they fay, they need only to be rectified,
and nort eftablihed a-new ; they are like a
Garden full of Weeds, which 3 not to be new
contrived o \but weeded. 1 muft confefs this
fort of Men to deal much with Similitudes ;
and after a confident Affertion, the Confir-
mation is but an Allegory out of Scripture,
or aSimile. But here it is very grofs -(if
they deceive themfelves only,and not others)
to think the Churches in England now are
true Churches and rightly gathered (for it
is that, and not Profeffion of one common
Do@&rine,, that makes a Church) as to Sub-
fance, becaufe Simon Zelotes, or Fofeph of
Arimathea did convert fome in Scotland
1600 years ago : But whether he ever were
there, or whether his Preaching thiere doth
infer an Eftablifhing of a- Church, I muft
. have better PYOOF than Legend‘s Ecclq/iaﬂical.
As for Auftin the Monk , it is ungueftion-
able that he did not gather Churches as to
Matter orsform, 1n fuch a way as the I»-
dependents call right. But fuppofe they were

: once
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once gathered rightly, which the moft

fond Suppofal cannot extend beyond a few
Churches 3 Can any tell where they were,

that were {o gathered 2 And were they not

Churches of Perfonz , not Churches of Places?
If {o, What is this to Parochial Churches ?
And if they were fo gathered, whar. ne-
ceflity is there they fhould have continued
fo in fubftance till now? If thefe Men
were to write Poliricks, they would prove
to us, that notwithftanding the alteration of
the Saxon Heptarchy to Monarchy, and all the
Changes brought in fince by the Conguest,
and after-times, even this prefent Conftiru-
tion of a Republick, that we were ftill the
fame Government, and the {ame Model un-

der accidental Changes only. 1 fpeak fins' |

cerely, that upon the moft Impartis]l En-
quiry that I yet could make into Chuych-
Conftitution, which is thoughe (by them)
to have been introduced by the Apoftles ,
and the variation brought abour by Popifh
Ulurpation , together with the Pofture of
things under Queen Elizabeth, and later
days, I cannot but think the Civil Changes
that have happened amongft us and our
Predeceflnrs to have been the lefler, and yet
I have not feen that Man, who efteemed

the Change in the Common-wealth to be but - |

2 Change in Circumflances, an accidental
Alreration, like to the over-growing of
Weeds; nor do I think there is any who
could excufe now to the Srate, his endea-
vours to- re-citablith a fingle Perfon, byl a

- Plea

l
(
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Plea of not fubverting or altering the Go-
vernment, but only weeding the {fame Re-
publick. A Garden may in time be fo over-
grown with Weeds, as to ceafe to be a Gar-
den, though it thould be ftill our of doubt
thart it once was one.

VIIL, Whether the Minifters do well to de-
rive their Succeffion unto Chrift by the means
of Antichrift? Whether they can in any reafon
deduce themfelves from the Popifh Clergy ,
fince they do met ordain Minifters of the Gofpel,
but Mafling Priefts, with whom to preach, and
that publickly, ,is »o Minifterial A&, though
the main A of our Minilkry ? Whether the
Reformed Divines from the f[everal parts of
France, rhe Palatinate, Swirzerland, and Ge-

Phids bemg fbl-emnl] ”‘”t Buger alfowas of the fame Judg-
to C‘mﬁr at Poifly b‘ffo"e ment, d4s we may gather out ot Sa-
the King and Nobility of  deeldewoe. Minjter. il
France, did not rejed uch oo o A oot
Ordinaiion ? As alfo Mar-
tin Luther, and Anthony Sadeel ? (a) Whe-
ther ours do not ill .30 impofe upon them a Call
and Ordination which they difowned?2 (b)

At Poiffy there was a Conference berwixt
the Papifts and Proteffants, whofe Delegates
there, were Auguftinys Mayloratus, Francifcus
@ Pauli Fano, Fo. Raimon-

dirs Merlinus,FoannesMalo, D Sermes, in his Hiftory j’(’«;ith‘
I ' Nic.Tobi there were there Twelve Mimiters,
Franc.M()?‘L’lluI ) Nic.Tc ‘af5 and Twenty two Deputies of the Pro~

Theodorus Bezd, Clandins  teftant Churches, ad. ann. 15808
Bofferius, Fo. Boguintis, Fo.
. ~ . N . .
Viretns, Fo. Turrivs, Nic.Gallacins, Fo. Sp:;;ad,
an
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and Peter Martyr-of Zurich, thefe being de-
puted and met ‘at Poiffy to confer about
Religion, being asked (as it is ufual now a-
days) our of Zertullian, Qui estis 2 Unde weniftis 2

Quid agitis in wincd med2 Who are you?

Whence come you? What. do ye in my:

Vineyard? A Queftion which the Papiits
would not ask, if they had fent them:
The Proteftant Delegates ( for I no where
read thar any of them did-diffent ‘from Bezaz
who gave the reply ) did avow their Call
not to have been from the Papists, who

were there ready to difprove any fuch an-’

{wer, but Exrraordinary. The whole Story:
is thus reccorded. by Thuanus Histor. t. ».

Beza 'was appointed by common
conlent to reply, as Anton. Faius re-
ports it inhis Life, p. 23. edit Ge-
neva. 1606, 4te. the Minifters did not.
only come “from  fewveral parts of

Fronce, but Peter Martyr was fent ,

from Zurich, and Micbael Dillerus,
and Pefrws Boguinws from the Pala-
tinate: So thatcit isto belooked on
as all cheir Judgment, Anton, Faius
in vit. Bez® p.22. & 40.

L. 28. p.:45. Which I
fhall fec down ar large,
that the good People of
this Nation may fee out
of whofe Quiver the Ar-.
rows.arc ferched where-
with they are wounded ;
nor is there an Argument
or Reply in the whole

Controverfie about the Call of the Miniftry,
as it s Judicioufly managed on both fides

in England, which is not to

be found in the

Popi/h and Proteftent Writers neay the time

of the Reforination.

¢ Claudins E/;)emzem, a learned Man, and
¢ peaceable, being commanded to fpeak by
¢ the Cardinal of Lorrain ——-1aid, That he
* often ufed to admire by what Authority,

¢ and
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<ipto the Houfe of God, by a way neither
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“and Call, the Proteftants became’}Miniﬂ'm;
-« and fince they did not alledge any [ mark
< 25 to matter of fa&, the procedure of the

¢ proteftants’ in thofe times, 1§61.] from
¢« whom they had received impefition of Hands,
< how they could be efteemed of as lawful
Paftors, it being manifeft thereby that they
were deftitute of any other ordinary Calls
and feeing that the performance of Mira-
cles was neceflary to evince an extraordi- . .
¢ pary Call, and that the Proteftants dia P4 4
¢ not atchieve' any, it did by necellary
< deduétion follow that they were entred

o

¢ ! - 4 . The fame
ordinary nor extraordinary. Bezadid J Gor'or

¢ hereupon reply, That as 1o a legitimate Bezais re-
¢ Call, the Frmpofition of Hands wasno neceffary g{f?ﬂ;";}:_’
¢ note thereof ; the Chicf and Subftantial ron. Faiss,
CTokens thereof, were good Life, found ™ 38

¢ Do&@rine, -and EleGtion of the People:

-Nor was it any wonder if they had not

< received impofition of Hands from ithe Or-

¢ dinary [ab i qui vulge ordinarii appeliantur)

¢ For how could that be, vthey being.to

¢ reprove their corrupt Life, - Superftition,

¢ and falfe Doctrines? Or could %t be -ex-

< pected that they fhould ever be allowed

¢ of them, who were Enemies to the Truths

¢ which they defended ?» Neither on the

" ¢ other fide were Miracles neceflary 1O an

¢ extraordinary Call ; - as he proved by the
¢ Examples of Ifaiab, Daniel, Amos, Zacharias,

¢ and Paul. Thus Thuanus.

As
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