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TO THE

MOST REVEREND FATHER IN GOD,

THOMAS,

BY OIVINB PROVIDENCE,

LORD ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY,

Primate of all England, and Metropolitan, and one of Her Majesty\

most honorable Privy Council, ^c.

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR GRACE,

In regard to the emineney of your office and station in

the Church, which entitles you more than ordinarily to be a

defender of the present constitution, and a patronizer of all

honest endeavours that are used to support it, I do with

great submission present to your grace this following dis-

course ; which contains a modest vindication of the doc-

trine, worship, government and discipline of our Church,

from the chief objections of dissenters, and returns answer

to them upon the principles of the reformed Church of

France. The argument, I confess, is something singular

:

there being few that have trod in the same path before, and

none that I know of, who have set themselves purposely to

examine the French synods, with any design to justify the
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Church of England thereby. But I hope the rareness of

the argument will be so far from being a prejudice against

it, that it will excite the curiosity of those, for whose benefit

it is intended, to make a new search into these matters: and

when they find so exact an harmony and agreement betwixt

the French and English Church upon the chief points con-

troverted, that may perhaps induce them to lay aside their

prejudices and mistakes, and return to their ancient com-

munion again, from which, if the French Church may be al-

lowed to be judge, they have unreasonably departed. The

business of-lay-communion I have not very much insisted

on, because that dispute seems to be almost at an end : it

being confest by dissenters themselves, as well in their

writings as practice upon some occasions, that lay-com-

munion with the Church of Eng-land is not unlawful. But

that, which is now chiefly pretended to keep up the present

unhappy separation, is the difliculty of clerical communion
;

that is, the hard terms and conditions, which are required of

those that are to enter into the ministry: I have therefore

more industriously all along in this discourse set myself to

examine these ; and by stating things exactly, made it ap-

pear, that the terms of clerical communion are not more

difficult in the English Church, than they are in the re-

formed Church of France: and that if dissenters will allow

themselves to be determined and concluded either by the

opinion and judgment, or the synodical rules and discipline

of the French Church, they ought to submit to the settled
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rules and orders of the En<»lish Church, and put an end to

the present sei)a ration. The mischiefs ot division are so ap-

parently great and dangerous at this juncture, that they will

authorize any man to oiler an arg-ument in a rational and

peaceahle way, which may tend to put a stop to them. I have

done what I could towards this in the present discourse:

and therefore as I cannot doubt of your Grace's favorable

acceptance and approbation of it, so 1 will presume to hope

it may do some service to the Church and dissenters to-

g-ether, in promoting- the great ends of unity and peace,

wjiieii is the only thing- aimed at therein by him, who is,

With all due observance,

Your Grace's most obedient Servant,

JOSEPH BINGHAM.
I71X>.





THE PREFACE.

That winch first put tne upon compiling this work, and

furiiislioJ inc wiili the principal part of the materials for it,

was the perusal of a book entitled, Synodicon in Gallia re-

J'ormala, or, The Acts, Decrees, and Canons of the National

Councils of the reformed Churches in France
;
published in

two volumes in folio, Lond. 1092. by one Mr. John Quick,

who styles himself a minister of the Gospel ; that is, as he

elsewliere owns himself to be, a dissentinjr minister amonc

the presbyterians. 1 was the more inclined to make a

curious search into these Synods, because the title pag-e

tells us, the whole was collected out of the original manu-

script acts of those Synods ; being a work never before

extant in any language
; and that therein were contained

many excellent expedients for preventing and healing

Schisms in the Churches, and for re-uniting the dismembered

body of divided protestants. 1 considered that there never was

greater occasion for such expedients, than at this present

juncture; and that if these Synods afforded any such ex-

pedients, they were likely to weigh as much w ith dissenters,

especially those of the presbyterian party, as any other

argumeiils: considering 1st. That ihcy themselves have
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commonly made their appeals to the foreign Churches

against the Church of England; blaming her establish-

ment, and methods, and measures of reformation ; and

requiring her to be reformed in doctrine, worship, disci-

pline, and government, according to the example of the best

reformed Churches, which are the very words of the solemn

league and covenant. 2. That in all probability, they will

freely own the French Church to be one of the best re-

formed Churches, and let her authority be of some conside-

ration with them. 3. That the translator and publisher of

these Synods, being one of themselves, a professed dis-

senting minister, cannot by them be suspected to have tran-

slated any thing partially in favour of the Church of Eng-

land. If therefore it could be made appear to them out of

these very Synods, which are the most public and authentic

rule of the French Church, that the methods and measures

of reformation in the Church of England, are the same that

the French Church did take, or would have taken if she

could: that our expedients for preventing and healing

schisms in the Church, are no other than what are laid

down and prescribed in these Synods : that our articles and

homihes contain no other doctrine, but what is publicly

taug-ht in the articles and homilies of the French Church

:

that the obligations against our Liturgy and Kubricks, will

hold as well against the Liturgy and public offices that are

used among them: and finally, that our canons require but

the same things, or things equivalent to, what the canons of
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tliese Synods enjoin : 1 say, it" all this, or but the greatest

part of it, coiiM bo made appear; I was willing" to persuade

myself, that (he sober and peaceable nonconformists might

be broui>ht to entertain a better notion of the Eng"lish

Church, for the sake of its agreement with the reformed

Church of Fiance.

Now these Synods give us the greatest light in this

matter, of any thing that was ever yet piiljlished ; and

evidently prove, that the difference betwixt the French and

English Church, whether in principles or practice, is not so

great as some have studiously endeavoured to represent it.

In most things they are agreed : and in such things wherein

the French Church diff*ers from ours, she owns there is no

necessity our Church should be tied to follow her example.

For in some things, she freely owns our Church to be more

happy and perfect than herself: and in other points, wherein

they have different usages, that our Church's practice is no

more to be condemned than her own ; because every Church

has power in such things to prescribe for herself, and is not

bound to take her model from the example of any other.

Upon which ground, the F>ench Church resolves it to- be

unlawful to make a separation from the Church of England,

notwithstanding some different customs here, which are not

to be found in the French Churches ; or some customs

among them, which are not used among us : for these

things are not of that moment, us to authorize any man to

make a separation.
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If these things were duly and impartially considered, upon

the principles of the French Church, they would go a

great way towards healing our present divisions, and would

settle a more lasting peace among us, than is to be expected

from anv other methods: whilst men retain such notions of

things, and wrong principles, as are destructive of unity and

peace in all communions. The following collections will

shew, that the same persons, who are nonconformists and

dissenters in England, must have been nonconformists also

in the Church of France, had they lived there, and acted

upon the same reasons and principles that they do against

the Church of England. Therefore it must be worth their

while to consider what is here said, lest they act upon such

principles as would oblige them, if directly followed, to

separate from all the Churches of the reformation. The

Church of France is by their own confession one of the

best reformed Churches : and these national Synods are the

best authority of the Church of France: so that if these

Synods justify the proceedings of the Church of England,

and vindicate her constitution, it must be owned by dis-

senters themselves, that she has one of the best human

authorities on her side that any Church can boast of: and

how far that consideration ought to weigh with them, I

must leave to their own consciences to determine.

For my own part, I can safely say, I have had no other

ends to serve in this discourse, but the ends of truth and

peace : I am one of those who are peaceable and faithful in
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Israel : I could easily he content to sacrifice any interest of

my own, to re-unite dissenters into one communion
; hut I

cannot sacrifice truth to any interest or desig'u though never

so peaceuhle, without forfeiting the otlier part of the

character, of being faithful also. It is required in stewards,

that they be found faithful ; and I hope I have answered this

character, both in the general design of these collections

and the particular use and application of them. I am not

sensible that I have quoted any one passage wrong, or mis-

applied it to a wrong use. In citing the Synods I keep as

near as may be to Mr. Quick's translation ; and for the

other French authors I use, I quote their words from the

authors themselves, and in their sense, to the best of ray un-

derstanding. 1 have also purposely avoided all personal

reflections in speaking of adversaries ; and never pursued

their character, but only their arguments and their cause.

The principal person, whom I take objections from, and

answer them, upon the principles and grounds of the French

Church, is Mr. Ba.xter, in one of his last books, entitled,

Englisli Nonconformity, as under K. Charles II. and K.

James U. .stated and argued. 4 to. Lon. 1689. where he has

summed up the principal reasons of their nonconformity.

To these I return answers, either from the French Synods,

or their most approved writers, as the subject requires; and

having competently satisfied them, if there be any other ob-

jections not here answered in this book, it may be presumed

from the specimen I have given, that they are capable of
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g-ood answers upon the same grounds, and may he the

subject of further enquiry, according as men are disposed to

seek for satisfaction.

Meanwhile I heartily pray to God to g-ive all men sober

thoughts, and seasonable consideration, to perceive in time

whither our divisions tend : lest, as King James once told

the French Church, the sparks of dissention inflame us into

such a schism, as will consume us all. For there is an

enemy that makes his advantage of these our divisions, and

perhaps secretly instigates and encourages them, who hates

the very name and profession of the Protestant religion in

general.

If it bo said, that it concerns the Church of England to

prevent this danger, as much as the dissenters ; I freely own

it, and say, he is no true Churchman, nor true Protestant,

who will not contribute his utmost endeavour toward it: but

then I cannot think the true method of preventing our

dangers, is to make such concessions to dissenters, as will

shake or destroy the present constitution; but to reason

them into union upon such principles as are common to all

the Churches of the reformation : for such principles are

doubtless both the most proper, and most secure method of

uniting and preserving us against the common enemy, and

consequently not only the most reasonable, but the most

seasonable method also : and those are the only principles

I have insisted on in this discourse.

Now if an union could once happily bo effected upon this
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foot, or there were but a fair prospect and tendency towards

it, then perhaps it nuj;ht become the wisthjm of our eccle-

siastical Synods to consider, when they could do it freely , and

without any danger to the constitution, whether there be

any obsolete forms, or expressions, or rubricks, rules and

canons, which might be more adapted to the present state

and circumstances of the Church. But as this is none of my

concern, so I intermeddle not in it, but leave it to the wis-

dom and discretion of our superiors legally assembled, and

sufficiently authorized to proceed upon so important an

affair.
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CHURCH OF ENGLAND,

BOOK T.

OF THE GENERAL RULES AND EXPEDIENTS FOR
PRESERVING THE UNITY AND PEACE OF THE
CHURCH ; SHEWING, THAT THE SAME METHODS
ARE USED IN THE FRENCH CHURCH, IN ORDER
TO THIS END, THAT ARE USED IN THE CHURCH
OF ENGLAND.

CHAP I.

Of the Use and Expediency of Ecclesiastical Synods, to

preserve the Unity and Peace of the Church ; and of the

contrary Principles of Latitudinarians and Indepen-

dents, condemned by the French Church.

When wo discourse of the unity and peace of the

Church in general, there are none, who call themselves

Christians, of any denomination whatsoever, but will readilv

acknowledge both themselves and others to be under an

obligation to preserve " the unity of the Spirit in the bond of

peace :

' but when wo descend to particular enquiries, about

the proper methods and expedients to preserve this unity

;

VOL. VII. B



is THE FRENCH CHURCH S APOLOGY

here it is, that difference arises, and men are unaccountably

divided in their sentiments from one another.

The Church of England, as appears both from her consti-

tution and practice, has g-eneraliy thought the free use of

Ecclesiastical Synods one good expedient for preserving

unity : another has been the obligation arising either from

royal injunctions, or canons, or acts of uniformity : a third, the

obligation of subscriptions, and oaths in some certain

cases : a fourth, the censuring and silencing non-confor-

mists, and prohibiting separate assemblies : a fifth, the

denying separatists, the privilege of occasional communion

:

with some others of the like natiire.

Now these are ccmmonl}^ cried out against, as arbitrary

and tyrannical proceedings in the Church, by those who are

of different sentiments, or' different interests from her ; as if

these methods were but so many encroachments upon the

rights and privileges of Englishmen, and the singular

unparalleled impositions of the Church of England. But

if we can shew, that these methods are not so peculiar to

the Church of England, but that the very same methods

have ever been most strictly observed and practiced in the

reformed Church of France ; then at least the charge of

singularity will vanish, and either the English Church be

justified, or the French Church involved in the same accu-

sations. I will therefore compare the practice of the two

Churches upon these heads in this book, beginning with

the free use of Ecclesiastical Synods, which is the first

expedient for preserving unity.

Some there are, who resolve all Church-power into con-

gregational assemblies, and deny not only the authority of

Synods in determining controversies of faith, but even their

power to decree any thing that concerns external order and

discipline. This I take to be the avowed doctrine of the

independents. Others say, they do not think all Synods

simply unlawful ; but yet it is plain by their sly insinuations

and scandalous reflections on the practice of the whole

Catholic Church, that they intend to signify so much : for

they say, " It may reasonably be doubted, whether ever

the Church had such happy times, as that all the conditions
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rei|uisite in a friie Cliristiaii Synod, were ever ol>s«'r\ctl in

any one Synod, except that of the A[)Ostles ; and conse-

quently whether Synods liave not d(jn(» more harm than j^'ood

to tlie Churcli ; as the liistory of all Synods does manifestly

declare: and that it had been better tor the Church, if there

never had been any Synod called to decide any controversies

of faith." So Limborch,* and others who follow his Lati-

tudinarian princi[)les, with no other desig-n but to establish

their own errors, by enervating- and disgracing" that autho-

rity, which of all others was most likely to give a check

to them.

My business at present is not with this, or any otlier

foreig"n divine; though 1 could not but take notice of this

passage in transitu ; and perhaps it may provoke some
abler hand to examine his chapter dc Synodis, and lay open

his fallacious reasonings in it. The only persons I am con-

cerned with here, are those among* ourselves, who chal-

Iong"e the Church of England of usurpation, for using her

Synodical power as an expedient to preserve her own peace.

Now if this be any crime, it is much more imputable to the

Church of France, who reckon their Synods the main pre-

servatives of union and concord against heresies and
schisms ; and expressly condemn the principles of indepen-

dency, which tend to undermine the authority of them.

Their hook of discipline (which, I shall shew, all ministers

by their subscription and oath are obliged to observe) has
this Canon : cap. 6. art. 5. " Ministers shall inform their

churches, that our ecclesiastical assemblies of Colloquies and
Synods, whether provincial or national, are the bands and
buttresses of their concord and union against schisms,

heresies, and all other inconveniences; that so they may
discharge their duty in the use of means for the continuance

and upholding of those ecclesiastical assemblies.'"

Their very practice proves the sense they had of the

usefulness of them. For they had no less than twenty
nine National Synods in less than the space of an hundred

Limborch Theol. Christ. Iil>. vii. cap. 10. u. 4-.

b2
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years ; besides Provincial Synods yearly in every province,

where appeals were made^ all causes heard, controversies

decided, heresies and schisms nipped in the bud, and neces-

sary rules and canons made for the well-being and govern-

ment of the Church.

As to the contrary principles of the independents, none

can express themselves more zealously against them, than

both their private writers and Public Synods do. Monsieur

Daille in his answer to Adam and Cottiby, having occasion

to speak of them by name, says, " They were a novel sect

never heard of before by our forefathers or us, whose per-

nicious maxims several of our writers have publicly refuted
;

being such as would utterly subvert the whole order of our

churches, as well as the kingdoms and estates of the world."

Replique a Messieurs Adam and Cottiby. Par. ii. c. 21.

p. 127.

He says also in the title of the chapter, " We are re-

proached for dethroning kings, and putting them to death

by form of justice : but our answer is, that this is a mere

calumny of Mr Cottiby's, who falsely imputes to us the

action of some factious persons in England, wherein we had

no concern ; and who are of a religion also, which we do

not in any wise acknowledge.

By this it is evident, they not only disavowed those state

principles of the independents, which led them to put the

king to death by form of justice, but also their anti-Synodi-

cal principles, which tend to bring disorder and confusion

into the Church.

And that it was so appears yet more evidently from an

express Canon of the whole French Church, made against

the independents by name, in the 3d Synod of Charenton,

1644. as soon as ever the name began to be known among-

them. " Upon report made by certain deputies of the

maritime provinces, that there do arrive unto them from

other countries, certain persons going by the name of inde-

pendents, and so called ; for that they teach that every par-

ticular church should of r'xght be governed by its own laws

without any dependency or subordination unto any person

whatsoever in ecclesiastical matters; and Avithout being
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obliged to own or aiknowledg^e the authority of classes or

Synods in matters of discipline and order ; and that they set-

tle their d\vellin<;s in this kin<»doin : a tiling of great and

dani^erous consequence, if not in time carefully prevented.

This assembly fearing-, lest the conta<:^ion of this poison

sliould diffuse itself insensibly, and brine iu with it a

world of disorders and confusions upon us; and judging'

the said sect of independentistn not only prejudicial to the

Church of God (because as much as in it iieth, it doth

usher in confusion, and opens a door to all kinds of singu-

larities, irregularities, and extravagancies ; and barreth the

use of those means, which would most effectually prevent

them) but also is most dangerous to the civil state ; for in

case it sliould prevail and gain ground among us, it would
form as many religions as there be parishes and distinct

particular assemblies among us. All the provinces therefore

are enjoined, but more especially those which border upon
the sea, to be exceeding careful, that this evil do not get
footing in this kingdom ; that so peace and uniformity ia

religion and discipline may be preserved inviolably, and
nothing may be innovated or changed among us, which
may in any wise derogate from that duty and service which
we owe to God and the king." Synod of Charenton, 1644.

cap. xii. art. 9.

CHAP. n.

intformily required by the Church of France as well as
the Church of England.

It appears from the foregoing Canon, that among other
reasons which the Synod assigns against independency, this

was none of the least considerable in their opinion, that it

was likely to divide the Church into several sects, and
destroy that peace and uniformity in religion and discipline

which they think ought to be preseryod in every National
Church. And this one thing were enough to give us their
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judgment on this point, whether the governors of a Church
may not lawfully exact uniformity in Divine worship from

all those who are professed members of it ? But besides

this, which is only spoken by the by in this canon against

independents, the Synods are very frequent and express in

requiring" and enjoining" uniformity both in minister and

people in all their churches.

To this purpose we find a Canon in the Synod of Orleance,

1562, cap. iii. art. 4. " Whereas our brother, the Minister

of Varennes, doth usually administer the Lord's Supper

every month, the Council doth advise our brother of Mont-
mejor, to admonish him, in the Council's name, to follow

the g-eneral practice of our churches ; that so there may
be no diversity among us, and our uniformity may be pre-

served.'"' It seems they had so great a regard for uni-

formity, that they thought a singular practice even in a

good thing ; viz. holding monthly communions, ought to

give way to it : v^hich i^ something more than ever the

Church of England used her authority to require.

The Synod of Gap, 1603, cap. iii. art. 2, " commands all

the churches to observe one and the same form in ordina-

tion of pastors ; by which the person to be ordained shall,

during that action, be humbly on his knees," &c.

And in the 4th and 5th articles of the same chapter,

suspension is threatened to all preachers, who refuse to con-

form themselves to the established order about preaching

and catechising.

The Synodof St.Maixant, 1 609, made several decrees of the

same import. As that, cap. iii. art. 1, " It being represented,

that the different courses taken in divers provinces, about

the choice, examination, and ordination of ministers, brought

with it a world of inconveniences: this Synod judgcth it

exceeding needful to establish an express canon, to be ob-

served exactly, universally and unitbrmly, by all the pro-

vinces." Accordingly, they made a canon ; which is there

recited, and inserted into the body of their ecclesiastical

discipline, cap, i. art. 4 and 5, which they arc all sworn to

observe.

The same Synod appointed a form (^f prayer, to be used



lou riiK ciirucii ok icngland. 7

at ordiiiafioii ; ami adds, in the conclusion of (dl, " This

cnnon and f'oiin shall be unanimously observed by all the

provinces." Mtid. cap. 3, art. -1.

So again, cap. iii. art. 8. Ciiving orders about several

other niatters, the close is, " If any province act otherwise,

they are enjoined for the future to conform to this order."

Particularly, about the sacrament of the Lord's Supper,

cap. vi. art, 1-4, " That hereafter there may be a general

uniformity in the churches of this kingdom, in the adminis-

tration of the Lord's Supper; and all scruples (by reason

of dillcrence and singularity) arising" in weak but honest

iiearts, incapable of distinguishing between the substance

and circumstance of the sacred action, may be prevented ;

all pastors are enjoined to abstain from any new or private

methods of their own; as of reading' the words of institu-

tion between tho ordinary long prayer, and that a[)pointed

particularly for this SacramcMit, which ouglit indeed to be

read after: nor shall they uncover the bread and wine whilst

they read tho words of institution : nor shall they bring the

people up in ranks unto the table, there to sit or stand; but

make them come up one by one unto it: nor shall the cup
be given by tlie faithful, one to another; it being contrary

to the express letter of a canon of our discipline, which or-

dereth pastors to deliver It," &c.

These are some few of those Canons, which expressly

require uniformity in the French Churches: but 1 must tran-

scribe their whole doctrine, discipline, liturgy, and canons

of no less than twenty-nine National Synods, should I pro-

duce all that might be alleg-ed under this head out of them

:

for every canon and constitution among them, runs in a

style of authority, and re(|uires submission and obedience,

both in ministers and people, to whatever is prescribed by

them ; as any one that peruses them, will easily perceive.
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CHAP. III.

Subscription and Oaths required in ike French Church,

more than in the Church of England.

As to what concerns the ministry in particular, I have

this thing- further to observe, that they are obUged to con-

formity and uniformity, not only by the bare authority of

their Synods and Canons, but also by many personal obliga-

tions of subscriptions and oaths, which all persons make at

their entrance on the ministry, and frequently repeat in their

Synodical meetings, and on many other occasions.

One of the Canons of their book of discipline is this:

" Our confession of faith and Church discipline, shall be

subscribed by such as are chosen into the ministry, both in

the churches in which they are ordained, and in those unto

which they are sent. Book of Discipline, cap. i. art. 9

and 21.

The same is required by the canons of their national

Synods of Orleance, 1562, cap. 2, art. 2. Rochel, 1571,

cap. 3, art. 5. Privas, 1612, cap. iv. art. 2.

It is exacted also of all regents and masters of schools,

by their Book of Discipline, cap. ii. art. 2 ; and by the Synod

of Alez, 1620, cap. 5, art. 11.

As als:> of all Doctors and Professors of Divinity in their

Universities. See the DiscipUne, cap. ii. art. 3. Synod of

Nismes, 1572, cap. iii. art. 15. Synod of Gap, 1603, cap.

iii. art. 7.

All Elders and Deacons are obliged to make the same

subscription at their ordination. Synod of Vertuel, 1567,

cap. iii. art. 17. Book of Discipline, cap. iii. art. 1.

And in some cases it was required of private persons ; as

appears from a Canon of the Synod of Alez, 1620, cap. v.

art. 12. Where the question being moved, '• Whether a

person that was never called to the ofiice of an elder, might

warrantahly read the Word of God and the Common
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Prayers unlo the Cliurcli, in tlie ininistor's absence ; espe-

cially in lesser churche*; which liave no consistories, nor

any persons tit to read ( It was answered by the Synod,

that the Consistory had full liberty to clioose any person,

whom it conceived meet, to read the Scriptures and I'rayers,

although he be not in the eldership, provided he be ot suf-

ficient years and unblameable life ; and that he have sub-

scribed the Confession of Faith and Church Discipline."

But in their National Synods, the custom was for the

deputies of the provinces, not only to subscribe the Con-
fession of Faith and Church Discipline, but also to swear

to them. Thus in the Synod of Saumur, 1 596, cap. ii. art. I

,

" The Confession of Faith was read, approved, and sworn

to by all the deputies of this present Synod ; and the Dis-

cipline of our Church being- read, all the deputies approved

it, and swore to see it carefully observed." Ibid. cap. iii.

So again in the Synod of Gergeau, 1601, cap. ii. art. 2,

" The Confession of Faith being read, the pastors and elders

did all unanimously protest to live and die in the said con-

fession. And cap. iii. art. 50, the pastors and elders de-

puted,from the provinces unto this assembly, have sworn

and protested in the name of their provinces, to cause the

discipline ordained by this Synod to be used and observed

to the utmost of their power."

In the second Synod of Vitre, 1617, cap. 3, " The Con-
fession of Faith of these Reformed Churches, in the king-

dom of France, was read word by word from the beginning

to the end, and approved in all its articles by all the depu-

ties, as well for themselves as for their provinces that sent

them ; and all of them swore for themselves and provinces,

that they would teach and preach it ; because they believed

that it did perfectly agree with the Word of God; and they

would use their best endeavour, that as it had been hitherto

so it should be evermore received and taught in their

churches and provinces."

The like form of subscription and oath occurs in most of the

other national Synods. As that of Rochel, 1571 . Gap, 1603.

St.Maixant, 160!). Tonneins, 1 GU. Alez, 1620. Charcnton

1623. Castres, 1626. Alanson, 1637. andLoudun, 1651).
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I observe further, that they not only subscribe the book

of articles and discipline, but also promise to approvo and

submit to the decrees and resolutions of their National

Synods, even before they are made. For their letters of

deputation, which the provinces give to their respective de-

puties, when they send them in their name to represent them

in a National Synod, do always regularly contain a clause

promising approbation and submission to the decrees of the

Synod. Therefore in the second Synod of Rochel, 1607,

cap i. it being observed in reading the letters of deputation,

that those of certain provinces wanted that clause, which

promised approbation and submission to the decrees and

resolutions of the Synod ; they were thereupon admonished

in no wise for the future to omit it. The like admonition

was given in the Synod of Tonneins, 1614. cap. ii. And, to

cut off' all disputes that might arise about the different

Avording this form of submission, the second Synod of

Vitre, 1617. cap. ii. art. 1. agreed upon a precise form of

words ; which they ordered to be inserted into the letters of

commission, given to the deputies of each province :
" we

promise before God to submit ourselves to all that shall be

concluded and determined in your holy assembly, to obey

and execute it to the utmost of our power ; being persuad-

ed that God will preside among you, and lead you by his

Holy Spirit into all truth and equity by the rule of his word,

for the good and edification of his Church, &c." And this

form was required and insisted on by the next National Synod

of Alez, 1620. cap. i. art. 16. and never cancelled or revoked

by any of the following Synods. Now I believe it can

hardly be shewn, that ever any such form of subscription,

or oath, was required by the Church of England.

Yet these were not all the subscriptions and oaths re-

quired in the French Church. For, besides their subscrib-

ing their own liturgy, confession of faith, canons, and

discipline ; they were also obliged to subscribe and swear

to the decrees of the Synod of Dort, by their two great

National Councils of Alez and Charenton. The form of the

oath, as it is appointed to be taken by the Synod of Alez, 1 620.

cap. xii. is in these words. " \, N. N. do swear and protest,
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heforc God and this holy asscml)l\ . ih.it I do receive, ap-

prove, and cmbrac'O all the doctrines taiiolit and decided hy

the Synod of Dort, as perfectly ai^reeing- nith the Word of

God, and the confession of onr Churches. I swear and

promise to p(Mscvere in tin' profession of this doctrine during

tny wlioh' life, antl to defend it to the utmost of my power;

and that I will never, neither by preaching-, nor teaching-,

nor writing', depart from it. I declare also, that I condemn

the doctrine of the Arminians, because it makes God's de-

crees of election to depend upon the mutable will of man,

&c. It reduceth into the Church of God old ejected Pe-

lagianism, and is a mask and vizard for popery to creep in

among- us under that disguise, and subverteth all assurance

of everlasting life. And so may God help me, and be pro-

pitious unto me ; as I swear all this without any ambiguity,

equivocation, or mental reservation."

The next Synod of Charenton, 1623. cap. xiv. art. 2. en-

joined the same oath, only with this difference ; that whereas

they were informed by the king's commissioner, that

it was a thing displeasing to him to oblige any of his sub-

jects to swear to any decrees made in the city of Dort, which

was a dependance and member of a foreign commonwealth
;

they so ordered the matter, that the oath should be turned

into a new form, and taken without any mention or reference

had to the city or Synod of Dort. Hereupon they drew up

a body of canons and decrees in ninety-three articles, ex-

plaining and confirming the decrees of Dort
;
yet not as the

decrees of Dort, but as the doctrine of the French Church,

established in this present Synod, and inviolably to be ob-

served by all the Churches and Universities of the Kingdom.

At the close of which there is this form of subscription and

oath, taken by all the deputies then present in the Synod.
" We pastors and elders, whose names are here under-

w ritten, deputies for the reformed Churches of France, un-

to the national Synod of Charenton, do declare with all

possible sincerity, the articles and canons above mentioned,

to be grounded on the Word of God, and agreeable to the

confession of faith owned and received in the reformed

Churches of this kingdom , from which, in the presence of
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God we do protest, that through His Grace we will never

depart."

In succeeding" times, the business of subscription and

oaths still grew and multiplied. For by an act of the third

Synod of Charenton, 1645. cap. x. art. 8. All persons to

be ordained, were obliged to subscribe the confession of

faith, the liturgy of the Church, and the canons of Alez,

Charenton, and Alenson, and the act of that present Synod.

If now we inquire, why all this caution and strictness

was used by the French Churches ? They themselves tell

us, it was to keep unity and peace among them. " That a

strict conformity may be upheld among us," says their last

Synod of Loudun, 1659. cap. x. art. 25. "all classes and Pro-

vincial Synods, when they receive proposants into the minis-

try, shall not use, with respect to these points, any particular

forms ; but oblige them only to sign and swear to our Con-

fession of Faith and Church-discipline, and protest with

hands lifted up unto heaven, calling God to witness upon

their souls, that they do reject all errors rejected by the de-

crees of those national Synods of Alanson and Charenton,

about the doctrine of predestination, and grace, &c."

The Synod of Privas assigns the same reason for drawing

up that solemn oath, which they call the oath of Union, to

be taken by all the deputies in the national Synods ; the

tenor of which is as follows. " We whose names are here

subscribed knowing by experience that nothing' is

more necessary to preserve the peace and w^elfare of the

Church, that an holy union and concord, both in doctrine

and discipline, and their dependencies; and that the said

churches cannot long- subsist without an intimate union and

conjunction one with another ;—we have in the name of all

our churches, sworn, and protested to remain inseparably

united in that confession of faith of the reformed churches

of this kingdom, read in this Synod; swearing not only in

our own name, but also in the respective names of all the

churches of our provinces, that have deputed us unto this

Synod, that we will live and die in it. As also we protest in

our own and their names, to keep inviolably that ecclesiasti-

cal discipline, established in the reformed churches of this
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kint»-dom." Synod of Privas, 1012. cap. iii. art. I. See also

the same oath repeated in the Synod of Tonneins, 1U14.

cap. 15. Synod of Vitrc, 1617. cap. ii. art. 0. Synod of

Alez, 1020. cap. 3.

CHAP. IV.

^Subscription more difficult in the Church of France, than

in the Church of England.

If it be said, notwithstanding" all this, that snbscription in

tlie French Churcli is not so heavy a burden as it is in the

Chnrch of England: the trial of this will depend upon the

examination and comparison of particulars, which I have

collected and considered in the following- books. At pre-

sent I observe one thing, which in a great measure takes off

at once the main force of this objection, and very much
commends the moderation of the Church of England, that

her first reformers and compilers of her Articles seem indus-

triously to have avoided the determination of some points,

and nicer explication of others, on purpose to make sub-

scription easy (in things that do not so nearly touch upon

the foundation,) to men of different apprehensions. If we
compare the doctrines of the French and English Church
upon this head, we shall find the advantage lies on the side

of the English in this respect, that the French Church in

her Articles and Canons requires subscription to several

things which are not required to be subscribed in the Church
of England.

I will instance in two or three points, instead of many.
First, The doctrine of justification is explained with much
greater nicety in the French Confession, than it is in ours

;

and with such a nicety as lias occasioned some dispute

among learned men. For whereas the eleventh Article of

our Church says of justification, " that we are accounted
righteous before God, only for the merit of our Lord and
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Saviour Jesus Christ, by faith, and not for our own works or

deservinsfs:" which contains the substance of the whole

doctrine of justification, and which any orthodox Christian

without any scruple may subscribe : the 18th of the French

Confession goes much further, and requires men to believe,

that the obedience of Jesus Christ is imputed to them

;

which doctrine would not g"0 dow n with Piscator and some

other German divines, who asserted that man's justification

was only wrought out by Christ's death and passion,

and not by his life and active obedience. This occasioned a

long dispute betwixt them. The Synod of Gap, 1603, cap.

ii. art. 2. expressed its detestation of their errors in particu-

lar, who denied the imputation of Christ's active and passive

obedience unto us for righteousness ; and ordered all pro-

vincial S} nods. Classes and Consistories, to have a careful

eye on those persons who were tainted with that error,

whether they were ministers or private Christians ; and by

the authority of the present Synod to silence them ; and in

case any ministers persisted stubbornly in their error, to de-

pose them from their ministerial function." Letters also

were sent to Piscator from the Synod, to deal with him

to retract his opinion : but instead of that, he sent his an-

swer four years after to the next Synod of Rochel, wherein

he ofave them his arcruments and reasons for his doctrine.

Hereupon they reinforced the decree of the Synod of Gap,
" ordering all pastors in their respective churches wholly to

conform themselves in their teaching to the doctrine which

had been hitherto taught among them ; to wit, that the

whole obedience of Christ both in his life and death, is im-

puted to us for the full remission of sins, &c. Synod of

Rochel, 1607. cap. ii. art. 4.

And that no doctrine contrary to this might be preached

in their churches, the Synod of Privas, 1612. cap. iv. art. 2.

ordered all pastors in actual service, and all proposants, who

were to be received into the ministry, to sign this following

article. " I, whose name is here underwritten, do receive

and approve the contents of the Confession of faith of the

reformed Churches of this kingdom ; and do promise to

persevere in it until death. And whereas some persons
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contend about the sense of the 18th Artich*, which fr»'iits (»f

jiisfilicution ; I do declare, and protest hi'ibre Ciod, that I

understand it in the same sense in which it is received in

our churihes, approved hy our national Synods ; whicli is,

that our Lord Jesus Christ was ohvdient to the moral a'ld

ceremonial hiw, not only for our good, hut also in our stead;

and that his whole obedience, yielded by him thereunto, is

imputed to us; and that our justification coi;sists not only

in the forgiveness of sins, but also in lh(» imputation of his

active righteousness,—I ilo also promise, that I will never

depart from the doctrine received in our churches ;
and that

1 will yield all obedience to the Canons of our national

Synods in this matter.'

By this time the rumour of this controversy was spread

abroad in all Protestant countries, and the fame of it here

in FMigland coming- to the ears of king James; he took

upon him to be mediator betwixt the French and German

Churches; sending- his letters by Mr. Hume to the next

national Synod of France, held at Tonneins, 1(514. the

tenor of which was thus. " Sirs,—Having- received intel-

hgence that your assembly would be held in Gascony the

1st of May, in which some persons may bo engaged to re-

vive that controversy about justification; and to urge the

consciences of others to assent against their own judg-ment,

unto matters not sufficiently understood by them : we
thought g-ood to send you Monsieur Hume, one of our sub-

jects, and of your pastors, with this our letter ; to exhort

you in our name, not to suffer the spirits of your pastors

and professors to be embittered one against another, about

distinctions more subtle than profitable, more curious than

needful ; lest the sparkles of dissention inflame you

into such a schism, as will consume you all, &c." See the

King's letter in the Synod of Tonneins, 1614. cap. xix.

Together with this letter, he gave Mr Hume in charge,

by word of mouth, to advise the assembly as from him, " to

procure a firm union in points of doctrine, among the pas-

tors, professors, and other members of their own Church
;

without quarrelling with the divines of Germany, or any

persons teaching otherwise; who handled the point of jus-
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tlficatlon in a different manner from them/" Which message,

together with the king s letter, Mr. Hume deUvered accord-

ingly ; as is related in the Acts of the Synod, cap, iii. art. 5.

And thus far the king's mediation seems to have had its

eft'ect, that we find no further disputes between them and the

German divines : but as to the members of their own Church,

they took the same measures they had done before ;
" en-

joining all persons chosen into the ministry, to promise before

God, not to teach the doctrine of justification any otherwise

than they there explained it ; and charging all consistories,

classes, and Provincial Synods, to exert their whole autho-

rity to see this canon punctually observed ; inspecting their

ministers, and all other persons, that none act contrary here-

unto ; and to prosecute such as do, with all the censures of

the Church." Synod of Tonneins, cap. vi. art. 19.

The question now, upon the full relation of this contro-

versy, that I would ask any man, (without entering into the

merits of the cause betwixt Piscator and the French,) is

only this : whether the Article of the Church of England

about justification, be not less liable to exception, than that

of the French Confession 1 and may not more easily and

generally be subscribed by all Protestants, since it con-

tains nothing but what they are all agreed in ? He must be

very partial to a cause, that will have the confidence to deny

this.

Another instance, in which it will evidently appear, that

subscription in the French Church was for some time at

least more difficult than in the Church of England, is, the

doctrine of original sin, which has been variously explained

in the French Church. At first, indeed, it was exactly the

same with the 9th Article of the Church of England ;
which

says, " That original sin is the fault and corruption of the

nnture of every man, that naturally is engendered of the

offspring of x\dam ; whereby man is very far gone from ori-

ginal righteousness, and is inclined to evil; so that the flesh

lusteth against the Spirit." And the 10th and 1 1th Articles

of the French Confession say no more than this : for no no-

tice is taken of the imputation of Adam's sin at all. But

afterwards the French Church brought this also into the
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)u)lion .'»r ()ri<;iMal sin: lor when Mr. dc la r!;K-c IiimI [.iil.

lisliod a discourso of orii^inal siii, whcrriii !io as.sov(t'(i,

" that llio iiatiiro ol" il coiisislcd oidy in liisit coniintioii.

which is licrc'ditary to all Adam's posterity, and iuhortMil

originally in all men, and not in tlio irnpniation of his (irsi

sin;'' fho third Synod of Ciuironton, IGll, " condemned hi-^

doctrine for restrainini;' the nature of original sin, to the

sole hereditary corruption of Adam's posterity, to the ox-

iluding- of the imputation of that first sin by which he fell
;

and interdicted, upon pain of Church censures, all pastors,

])rofessors, ami others who should treat of tliis question, to

depart from the common received opinion of the Protestant

Churches. Also, all Synods and Classes, who siiould here-

after proceed to the reception of scholars into the ministry,

were oblig-ed to see them sig-n and subscribe that present

act of the Synod of Charenton."' Synod of Charent. caj).

14. art. 10.

Now that this determination was thought a little too se-

vere, we need no other proof than the subsecpicnt decree
that was made in tlie Synod of Londun fifteen years after.

For there it is said, " ti;at at the request of divers provinces,

demanding- with great importunity that the Canon of Cha-
renton might be moderated ; it was decreed, that for the

future, all pastors and proposants, who should ofler them-
selves to the ministry, should only be obliocd to subscribe
the fOth and 11th Articles of the Confession of Faith. Yet
still all persons should be forbidden to preach or print any
thing" against the imputation mentioned in the canon of
Charenton." Synod of Loudun, 1659. cap. viii. art. 11.

A third instance to this purpose, is their doctrine concern-
ing tlie call of their first reformers, which every one is to

believe not to have been any ordinary call from man or the
Church, but an extraordinary commission by an inward
powerful impnise from God. For so the Synod of Gap,
1G03, cap. ii. art. I. expressly words it. " This Synod doth
judge, that according lo the 31st Article of our Confession,
we ought to ascribe their authority for preaching* and re-

forming, simply to their extraordinary vocation, (whereby
they were, by an inwjird ]U)\\(>rnil iinpiils*. from God, raised

o
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up and commanded to exercise their ministry,) and not to

the relics of their corrupted call and ordination in the Ro-
mish Church.""

The following- Synod of Rochel, 1007, made some cor-

rections upon this, cap. iv. art. 3. " In that Article of the

Synod of Gap," say they, " which speaks of the call of the

first pastors in our reformed Churclies, those words, 'and to

teach,'^ which are found in some certain copies, shall be
razed ; and instead of ' simply,' shall be inserted ' princi-

pally
I
and that last clause, ' Not unto the small remainders

of their corrupted call,' shall be read thus, ' Rather than

unto the small remainders of their ordinary call.' " Yet
these corrections do not so clear all doubts, but that many
men would find themselves under great difficulties to sub-
scribe their doctrine in this particular also.

To these instances in points of belief, I will subjoin a few

more which relate to practice, and which make subscription

in the French Church rather more diflicult than the former.

It is one Article of their Book of Discipline, cap. xiv. art. 27.

" That all dancing shall be suppressed ; and such as make
a trade of dancing", or use to be present at dances, having-

been sundry times admonished, in case they prove contuma-

cious or rebellious, shall be excommunicated ; and all

Consistories are charged to see that this canon be most heed-

fully kept and observed." It is here to be noted, that all

ministers are sworn to the execution of this discipline ; and

consequently under an oath to excommunicate all persons,

who use to frequent dances without reforming. What par-

ticular reasons they might have in France for this severity, I

know not ; but certainly it would be esteemed a very ri-

gorous canon among us ; first to prohibit all dancing as a

thing' unlawful, and then oblige ministers by an oath to ex-

communicate all that used and practised it.

They have other Canons no less severe with respect to ha-

bits ; and ministers are equally bound upon oath to put them

* These words, " Ami to teach," arc in sense the same with " preaching"

in the Synod of Gap.
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in execution. The Synod of Rochei, 1581, cap. iv.;irl.21.

(loelures, " That .such habits arc not to he allowed in com-
mon wcarinj*", as cany with (hem evident marks ot" lasei-

viousness, dissolution, and excessive new-lanoled fasliions,

such as paintinr>-, shishing-, outtinii- in pieces, trimmin<;- with

locks jind lassels, or any other that may discover riiikcdness,

or naked hreasts; or fardin^als, or the hke sort of garments,

with which men and women do wickedly clothe and adorn

themselves. And Consistories shall do their utmost to sup-

press such dissolutions by their censures ; and in case the

delinquents are contumacious and rebellious, they shall

proceed against them, even to excommunication." See also

the Book of Discipline, cap. xiv. art. 26. Synod of St. Foy,
1578, cap. iv. art. 21. Synod of Montauban, 1594, cap. iv.

art. 45. Synod of Gergeau, 1601, cap. iii. art. 45. all to the

same purpose ; save only that in the Synod of Gergeau,
poincons and fardingals are excepted out of the number of

habits, for the use of which persons were to be punished
with excommunication.

By another of their Canons in the Book of Discipline, cap.

xiv. art. 28. " No mummings nor juggling-s are to be suf-

fered, nor wassail-days, nor keeping- of Shrovetide, nor
players at heypass, nor tumblers, nor tricks of goblets, nor
puppet-plays. Moreover it shall not be lawful for the faith-

ful to go to comedies, tragedies, interludes, farces, or other

stage-plays, acted in public or private." Some editions of
the Discipline also forbad the setting-up of May-poles. But
this was ordered to be razed out of the Canon, by the Synod
of Gergeau, 1601, cap. iii. art. 46.

Cards also, and dice, and other games of hazard, and lot-

teries, are prohibited under pain of ecclesiastical censure.

Book of Discipl. cap. xiv. art. 29. Synod of Gergeau, 1601,
cap. iii. art. 47.

All ministers are prohibited the study of chemistry, by a
Canon of the Synod of St. Maixant, 1609, cap. iii. art. 6.

" Classes and Synods shall have a watchful eye over those

ministers who study chemistry, and grievously reprove and
censure them."

And they are under oath not to practise physic, except out

c 2
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of charity to the neighbourhood, which if they transgress.;

they are liable also to sr.spension. Book of Discipl. cap. i.

art. 10, Synod of St. Foy, 11>78, cap. iv. art. 2. Synod of

Loudun, 1G59, cap. ix. art. 9.

Now I cannot but think that some of these thing-s at least

are as hard to be subscribed and sworn to, as any of the

Canons of the Church of Eng-Iand ; for we have no such

Canons as oblige us to excommunicate every person that

frequents dancing, or wears a fardingal, &c.

CHAP. V.

The French JJiscipline allows not of Nonconformity

Ministers, or separate Meetings.

If we enquire in the next place, what regard the French

Church had to such ministers, who had any scruples upon

them as to swearing and subscribing, and such as could not

conform; though it was the peculiar happiness of that

Church to have as few instances of that kind as ever any

Church had
;
yet when there were any, they were either de-

barred from entering- into the ministry at first, or else si-

lenced and deposed if they were in actual service: for their

National Synods never suffered their authority to be con-

temned, it is a Canon of their Book of Discipline, cap, v.

art. 32. " That if a pastor or elder break the Church's union,

or stir up contention about any point of doctrine or discipline

which he had subscribed, or about the form of catechising,

or administration of sacraments, and celebration of mar-

riage, and conform not to the determination of the classis,

he shall then be suspended from his office, and be further

prosecuted by the provincial, or national S^^nod.

The Synod of Montauban, 1594, cap, iv. art. 19. "allows

not ministers to make any alteration in the forms of public

prayers and administration of the sacraments, the whole
having been [)rudenlly and piously ordained, and for the

most part in plain and express terms of Holy Scripture.
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The Slime Synod has a sovorc Canon against all niinisfcrs

that ofllciate in interdicted churches, ca|>. iii. art. 10, " It"

any chvirches refuse payment ol" their contril)Utions, towards

the ilefrayinji" those expenses whicli are unavoidaljly con-

tracted hy journies, and attenth'.nce in Synodical and other

ecclesi;istical assemblies, kej)t and held for the common
•^•ood of all churches, they shall he tleprived of (he ministry

of the Gospel, and Ije reputed deserters of that holy union

which ouoht to he preserved amon<>- us.—And, N.B., all

mini.sters in such churches are interdicted the exercise of

their ministry, upon [)ain of being" denounced schismatics."

And this they order to be entered amou"" tlie Canons of their

discipline, which all ministers arc sworn to observe.

Here we see what authority they claim to themselves
;

first, in laying- contributions upon the churches upon neces-

sary occasions. Secondly, in interdicting the churches

which refuse payment. Thirdly, in depriving* the ministers,

and treating* them as schismatics, if they pretend to olliciate

in any of those interdicted churches. And yet this was but

a pecuniary matter at most, which affords ground for so

much censure.

Their Book of Discipline, cap. vi. art. 4. lays down seve-

ral rules for managing disputes with the papists about reli-

gion ; and particularly this, wJiich it backs with a most se-

vere sanction :
" Ministers shall not adventure upon any

general conference, without the advice of all the Churches

assembled in a National Synod ; upon pain of being declared

apostates and deserters of the Churches' union." See also

Synod of Gergeau, IGOl, cap. iii. art. 23.

The Synod of Gap proceeds in like manner, with persons

tainted with the prevailing errors (as it calls them) about

justification. " Be they ministers or private Christians, by

the authority of this present Synod they shall be silenced ;

and in case of a stubborn persistency, if ministers, be

deposed." Synod of Gap, 1G03. cap ii. art. 2. See also

cap. iii. art. 4 & 5. ».

It is a known instance, which Dr. Durel has heretofore

given of this Church's power, in the caseof Mr. Welsh a

Scotchman, and minister in the province of Xainlonge;
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who being- commanded by the Synod of St. Maixant, to

conform himself, both in his preaching and the exercise of

discipline, to the order and manner used in the Church of

France ; upon his refusal was obliged to leave his ministry,

. and quit the kingdom. See the Synod of St. Maixant, lb09.

cap. iii. art, 35. and DureFs Vindiciae, cap. 22. p. 243.

To this let me add that famous decree of the Synod of

Alez, 1620. cap. x. art. 22. where, upon advice craved by

some of the deputies, what course should be taken with

those, who took out prohibitions from the court of parliament

against the orders and censures of the Church: the as-

sembly enjoined ail Synods, classes, and consistories, to

proceed against such persons, as rebels, against the

discipline of the Church : and inflict upon them the heaviest

censure of excommunication. We find at the end of almost

every National Synod, a roll of deposed ministers and deser-

ters ; and yet we never hear of any of these setting up to

preach in separate protestant meetings. It was against

their rules there to preach, when silenced by the authority

of a national Svnod, where lay the last appeal: and there

fore, in all their Synods we scarce meet with three instances

to the contrary. The Synod of St. Maixant made a peremp-

tory Canon, cap. vi. art. 17, " If any deposed minister

shall presume to celebrate any public ordinances, he shall

be pronounced excommunicate immediately." They would
not allow such an one the lowest privilege of a private

christian, so much as to esteem him a member of the

Church.

They enacted other proper laws for the people ; that they

should not hear, or follow, or encourage any such, under

pain of censure also. " Forasmuch, (says the Book of

Discipline, cap. xiv. art. 12.) as that it is neither lawful

nor expedient to hear the popish preachers, nor any others

who have intruded themselves without a lawful call; the

flocks shall be hindered by the pastors from going to them
;

and such, as shall go, shall be called into the consistory, and

censured according to the nature of their oftence."

Now two things are to be observed in this Canon
;

1. That it is no more lawful to go to hear preachers, who
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itttriidc lluMnselves without n law (iil < all, than it is to g-o and

hoar popish proachers. 2. Tlial all persons arc intrnch.'rs aiul

have no laufiil call, u lio take upon themselves tlie ollice of

proachiiiii', contrary to the known rnles and onlersot" the es-

tahlisird Cluireh ; or else |)reach after tliey have been silen-

ced, suspended, or deposed by lawfulunthority. So tliat ifom

controversies in England were to be determined by this Canon

of the French Church, separation would ipiickly be at an end,

if men would but be once [)ersuaded to believe it unlawful

to preach, or hear others preach, without a lawful call,

and contrary to the rules and orders of the establisird

Church.

That this was the constant sense of the French Church,

ajipears from another Canon made in the Synod of Gergeau,

1(501 cap. iv. art. 22. in reference to the people of Mon-

tauban ; where it is decreed, " That because they sudcred

and encourag'ed one Girartl, a minister that had been sus-

pended by the Synod of Langucdoc, to preach among
them after his suspension, they should thereby incur cen-

sures themselves,"

The Synod of Alez also made a very good Canon to pre-

vent disorders of this nature, " Tliat whereas it might

happen, through the corruption of the age, that a minister

deposed in one classis or province, may intrude himself into

another, and take upon him to preach the Word, before the

meeting of the National Synod, by which all the churches,

of this kingdom may be advised of the said deposed person
;

this assembly doth exhort all pastors and consistories, not

easily to admit any stranger from another province into the

pulpits ; unless they be very well acquainted with him.

And as for apostates, the pastors of the adjoining cluirches

in which the revolted live, shall give speedy and public

notice of these apostates ; that so none of our churches or

ministers may be surprised by them."

We see all possible care was taken to prevent the

preaching, and hearing, of silenced and deposed ministers

both in separate meetings, and their own churches. And
this good i)iece of discipline was always observed in the

French churches, beino- instilled into them bv Bczn, and

their first reformers. For the judgment of Bcza against
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preaching', when silenced by aulhority, was peremptory,

and famous not only in the Church of Fiance, but Eng'land

also. For, being consulted upon this very point by some
dissenting- brethren m England, about the year 1568. when
subscription was pressed by the Queen's authority, he g-ave

them this answer :
" As to the silenced ministers," says he,

' if the pressing- of subscription continues, my advice is,

ratlicr to live privately tlian to yield to it. For either they

must act against their consciences, or else quit their em-
ployments. For as for the third thing which might be sup-

posed in tit is case, that is, the exercising their functions

against the will of the Queen and the Bishops ; we tremble

at the thoughts of it, for such reasons as may easily be

imagined, though I say never a word about them."" Beza,

Fp. 1-2. ad fratres Angl. p. 105.

This answer and resolution of Beza, to give it its just

praise, seems to have done good service in England, in

stopping the intended separation at that time : and proba-

bly might leave those useful impressions upon the minds of

our old nonconformists, which we find the sober part of

them were possessed with ; that if they were silenced for

not subscribing-, they ought to submit and live as private

Christians in the communion of the Church ; and not set up
separate meetings, and preach against the will of their

superiors. Which was the known judgment of Mr. Fox,

Dr. Humphreys, Perkins, GifFord, Rathband, Ball, Brad-

shaw, Hildersham, and Dod ; whose authorities have often

been produced by others, and it is beside my present pur-

pose here to repeat ; who am only concerned to shew what
was the judgment and practice of the French Church.

I will end this chapter with the 26th Article of the FVench

Confession of Faith. " We believe that it is not law ful for

any man to withdraw himself from the congregations of

God's saints, and content himself with private devotion
;

but all are jointly bound to keep and maintain the unity of

the Church, &c. And whoever separate themselves from

tlie established order, do resist the ordinance of God.*

Nole. That this last clause is iu 31r. Quick's translation, though it be not

hi some oilier editions.
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Ami in ease tlioy tlrixw others aside wilh tlicrii, tliey (li> m\

vrry in rveisely, and r.ie to be acconnted as nnoital plagues.'

Mr. Quick himself observes,* that discipline was always

strictly exercised upon delin<|tu'nt ministers in tin; worst lA'

limes: they were deposed and ejected, if they deserved it:

but yet he cannot say, any of these set up separate protes-

tant meetings; but they generally turned pa[)ists, and took

up for g'ood and all in the Romish synagogue. So eflcetual

was their discipline in silencing- delimpient ministers, and

yet happy in keeping- all that called themselves proteslants,

to one church and one connnunion.

CHAP. VI.

'I'/i(il flic French Church condeinns occasional Conformitii,

as much as the Church of En(/lantl.

The last c.vpediont of the Church of England to preserve

unity, was the censuring- of separatists, and denying- them

the privileg-e of occasional communion. I speak not now
of the late bills about occasional conformity, which have

been the subject of a warm debate amon^ those who are

professed members of the Church: for these not being- yet

enacted into laws, and being rather civil than ecclesiastical

acts, come not within the compass of this discourse: but 1

speak of such laws as are actually in being-, which all the

members of the Church must acknowledire to be laws : I

mean the Canons which arc in force, and may leaally and
with g-ood authority be put in execution. The 27th of these

Canons speaks to this effect :
" No minister, when he cele-

brateth the communion, shall wittingly administer the same
to any that refuse to be present at public prayers, according-

to the orders of the Church of England ; nor to any that are

common and notorious depravers of the Book of Common

Quick's Introducl. to the Synod, .sect. 13. p. oS.
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Prayer, and administration of the sacraments, and of the

orders, rites, and ceremonies therein prescribed, or of any
thing" that is contained in any of the iVrticles agreed upon in

the convocation, 1562, or of any thing contained in the book
of ordering priests and bishops ; or to any that have spoken

against and depraved his Majesty's sovereign authority in

causes ecclesiastical ; except every such person shall first

acknowledge to the minister, before the churchwardens, his

repentance for the same, and promise by word, if he cannot

write, that he will do so no more; and except, if he can

write, he shall first do the same under his hand-writing, &c."

The title of the Canon is, " That schismatics are not to

be admitted to the communion :" and it is agreed on all

hands, both by churchmen and dissenters, that the design of

the canon was to deny separatists the privilege of occasional

communion. For every minister, so far as he is obliged by

this canon, is under an obligation not to admit them to com-
munion, but upon the conditions specified in the canon.

Now the question is concerning the legality and justice

of this Canon. Dissenters say, it is simply and universally

unlawful, and give it as one reason, among others, for their

nonconformity. See Mr. Baxter's Engl. Nonconform, c. 29.

To which I say, that the same reason will hold for non-

conformity in the Church of France: for their rules require

ministers to use the very same discipline. Beza, in his Epis-

tle to the F'rench Church in London, passing- his judgment
upon certain articles drawn up by them, approves this

among' the rest :
" They that are either lawfully excommu-

nicate, or do unlawfully and with scandal withdraw them-
selves from any Church, ought not to be allowed the use of

the sacraments, till they have made legal satisfaction to the

Church." Beza, Ep. xxiv. art. 21.

The 13th Article in the same epistle says further, " That
whoever is lawfully excommunicate in any particular Church,
or unlawfully cuts himself off from it, does thereby exclude

himself from all the privileges of the Catholic Church, and
is not to be received into any other particular Church, with-

out making- satisfaction, &c.

Now 1 presume a legal satisfaction will at least imply an
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acknowledj'ment of the fault, and a promise of amondm<Mil

for the future. And if so; if the sanao conditions be retjuired

of separatists in the Freneli Church, before they are to be

achnittcd to tlie communion, wherein does their disei[)nne

dilfor from that of the Church of Eno hmd 1

Calvin says in general, " Of all such as fall off from the

Church, either through rigor of discipline, or scandal of the

cross, if they make an open separation from the Church, they

are by no means to be admitted to the holy sup})cr. Sin

palam discessionem ab ecclesia faciunt, ac eos Evangelii

piuht vel t(vdet, tiullo modo admittendi sunt ad sacrum coe-

namy Ep, to Menso Poppius, p. 205, 327.

If it be said, these are only private authorities; I answer,

they are such as are agreeable to the Canons in the Book of

Discipline ; one of which says, " Such as care not to come

to our public Christian congregations, but only upon those

days when the sacrament of the Lords supper is celebrated,

shall be censured, and admonished of their duty ; and to this

purpose, they shall join themselves to one certain particular

church."' Discipl. cap. xii. art. 12.

And the next Canon says, " They who make a trade of

hearing- the VVord of God in one church, and of receiving

the sacraments in another, shall be censured ; and by the

advice of the classis or provincial Synod, they shall be ap-

pointed to join themselves to that church which is nearest

and most convenient for them." Ibid, art. 13.

These Canons not only prohibit occasional communion to

such as absent themselves from the service of the Church,

but also to such as frequent not their own Parochial

churches. Which justilies another Canon of our Church,

which Mr. B. also excepts against; that is, the 28th can.

which says, " Ministers shall not admit strangers to the

Lord's table among others, but forbid them, and remit such

home to their own parish churches and ministers, there to

receive the communion with the rest of their neighbours."

I can see no diderence between this Canon, and that last

mentioned of the French discipline : and yet Mr. B. makes
this point also a sulKcient reason for ministers nonconformity.

Eng. Noncon. c. 30.
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He says, " Parish bounds are hut an liuman order I'or

conveniency." As if parish bounds in France were not the

same thing that they are in England ! " But the benefit of

an able faithful minister, and the choice and use of such,

where they may be had, is of Divine appointment." Then

at least the French Church sins as much as the Church of

England, in remanding every one back to his own parish,

afrainst a Divine appointment. " But some parishes have

ministers, that cannot, or may not, be suffered to preach."

And I shall shew in due time that this was the case of the

Church of France too ; which defect they supplied, by or-

derino- Calvin s Homilies* to be read: and yet they did not

think this a sufficient reason to allow men to go for commu-

nion from their ow n parish churches. But he says, " Every

Christian is related to all the Catholic Church, and as he

hath need, hath right to the communion of saints out of his

parish." There is no question but that both the French and

Eno-lish Church knew this as well as Mr. B. But what is

this to those that have no need to go out of their parish for

communion? Is there no difference between ordinary and

extraordinary cases 1 Then all ordinary rules may be broken,

because they do not bind in extraordinary cases. If men

have occasion to travel to other parishes or countries, it is

fittino' they should be allowed to communicate in those

places, whither necessity calls them : but it does not hence

follow, that it is unlawful to bind men by a canon to com-

municate in their own parish churches, who have no neces-

sity to do otherwise. And yet thus Mr. B. argues, both

against the French and English Churches ; though he de-

signed it only against the Church of England.

I observe two things further in the practice and discipline

of the French Church, relating to this matter; 1. That no

stranger can be admitted to communion in any church, w ith-

out testimonials from his own church ; which was an old

rule of the primitive Church, revived by the second Synod

of Paris, 1565, cap. xi. art. 26. which says, " Ministers are

* See below, Book II. chap. ,i. and Book I\' . chap. 10.
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advised not to receive the membors of any other tliiirchos

t(» the Lord's supper, williout a siilliiieiit. attestation pro-

(hicud by them, iiiuler the liands of their pastors or elders,

if it inav be liad." And Beza says, tliev observe a hl<(; ride

at (Jeiieva, unh-ss either the persons be otherwise snlheiently

known, or will submit to a private examination. Beza, Ep.

x\. p. 1-10.

The other thing- I observe in their constitution, is some-

thinii" more remarkable, being an instance of power tliat the

Church of Filngland could never yet lay claim to; which

was, that no protestant could enjoy any such civil ollices

among them, as were particularly specified by the edict of

Nantz, unless he was recommended by the public testimo-

nials of the Church. For so the Synod of Tonneins de-

creed, with a menace of excommunication to them that

should do otherwise. '•' This assembly ordained, that such

persons who get themselves preferred to the government of

our cautionary towns, or unto the office of counsellors in

the mixed courts, or shall obtain any other places granted

to gentlemen professing our religion, without taking the

necessary testimonials, according to the letter and import of

the king's writ for governors, and the particular articles for

counsellors in sovereign courts ; they shall be declared de-

serters of the union of our churches, and prosecuted with

all Church-censures." Synod of Tonneins, 1614, cap. viii.

art. 11.

The gfround of this Canon was the 49th Article of those

which are called the secret articles of the edict of Nantz
;

which says, " The vacant offices, of which those of the .said

religion shall be provided in the chambers of the edict, shall

be suppliei with persons capable; who shall bring a certi-

ficate from the Svnod or classis unto which they do belong,

that they are of the said relig-ion, and honest men." See this

art. in the 1 vol. of the Synodicon, p. 93.

This is a plain evidence, that to qualify men for those

civil offices, the testimonials of the Church were required;

and it is not to be supposed that they would give their testi-

monials to any that were not of their Church, or made a sc-

piuation from it. W'honce it appears, that they not only
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prohibited occassional communion, but had power to deny

those that were not of their communion, the privilege of

civil oflfices ; which none could regularly obtain, without

testimonials from the Church : which is somethino- more than

is now exacted in the Church of Eng-land.

If it be said notwithstanding- all this, that men had not

the same reasons for scrupling conformity in the French

Church, or separating* from it, that they have in the Church

of England : though 1 have already taken off the main force

of this plea in the fourth chapter of this book ; by shewing,

that subscription is rather more difficult in many cases in

the French Church, than it is in the Church of England

;

yet, to answer it more fully, I will proceed to examine the

several particular objections that are made against our

Church, relating either, 1. To her articles and homilies.

Or, 2. To her liturgy. Or, 3. To her ordinations, govern-

ment, and canons ; and shew, that all such objections may
be answered, and the things excepted against be fairly justi-

fied, upon the principles and practice of the reformed Church

of France. I will begin with the objections made against

the Articles and Homilies ; which shall be the subject of the

next book.
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BOOK II.

TIIK OIUECTTONS AGAINST THE ARTICLES AND
HOMILIES OF THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND, CON-

SIDERED, AND ANSWERED UPON THE PRINCI-

PLES AND PRACTICE OF THE REFORMED CHURCH
OF FRANCE.

CHAP I.

That approved Writers of the French Church, allow the

Articles of the Church of England, as lavfid to be

subscribed.

What is meant by subscription to the Articles of our

Church, is not exactly agreed by those that subscribe them.

Some take them only for articles of peace; and they by

subscription mean no more than this; that they will so far

own and submit to them, as not publicly to dissent from

them, or teach any doctrine that is contrary to any thing-

contained in them. This seems to have been the judgment

of archbishop Bramhall, bishop Fowler, and others. But
generally, subscription is considered in a stricter sense ; as

implying a declaration of our own opinion, and not as a bare

obligation to silence only : and this seems rather to have

been the intent and meaning of the Church. But now in
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tliis stricter sense, Beza professes in his letters to bishop

Grindal, that he knows no orthodox Frenchman, but who
eouhl as lieartily subscribe the EngUsh confession, as their

oi"wn. " For, says he, in one place, we believe your Cliurches

do in all points of doctrine tig-ree with ours." And in ano-

ther; " as to what concerns your faith or doctrine, received

by public consent, and confirmed by royal authority; I sup-

pose there is no man that thinks rightly of these matters,

but will embrace it as true and certain." Beza, Ep. 8.

& 69.

Peter du Moulin speaks much to the same purpose, in

his defence of tlie French Confession, against Arnoux the

Jesuit. " Our adversaries," says he, " under pretence that the

Church of England hath another form of discipline than

ours is, charge us that our religion is diverse : but expe-

rience confuteth this accusation ; for we assemble with the

English in their churches ; we participate together in the

holy supper of our Lord ; the doctrine of their confession is

wholly agreeable unto ours." Buckler of Faith, p. 345.

Mr. le Moyne says, " the English Confession has been

highly approved by all the protestant world, and that it

really deserves the praises of all good Christians. For there

cannot be any thing made more wise than that Confession,

and the Articles of faith were never collected with a more

just and reasonable discretion. Letter to the bishop of

London," at the end of Dr. Stinginilect's Unrcasonabl. of

Separation.

CHAP. H.

Of particular Exceptions a<jainsl the 39 Articles, and
Consent of the French Church in the controverted Arti-

cles, 3, 4, 8, cS-c. to the 20th.

Mr. B. in his Engl. Nonconform, cap. 21. professes, he

can subscribe all the doctrinal Articles as true; but he says,

" the words of them, in the obvious sense, are many times
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lial)Io to excoplion ; ami (here are many thiniis in (he Arti-

cles that g-ood men may scruple."' His (irst instance is the

third Article. lie says, " learned men dcuiht of Christ's

f>"oin<^ down into hell." Then sure tliey nmst douht of the

Apostles' Creed too : for it is an article of that, as well as of

the English confession. But I suppose lie would have said,

that some doubt of the exposition of that doctrine of Christ's

descent into hell. Yet this will not mend the matter : for

the Church g-ives no exposition of it in that Article; but only

says, it is to be believed that lie went down into hell. Now
who those good men are that doubt of this, and allow at the

same time of the Apostles' Creed, one would be glad tokrjow,

for their rare faculty of distinguishing- without a difference:

or if they doubt of the Apostles' Creed, as well as the Article

of the Church of England, the question will then be, whe-

ther they are g'ood men. The French Church says nothing-

in particular of this article in her confession ; but yet she

allows the Article, because she owns every article of the

Apostles' Creed ; whereof this is one. So that here is no dif-

ference between the two Churches upon this point : they

both own the Article in terms ; and our Church gives no ex-

position of it, but leaves men to a reasonable latitude with

sobriety to put their own sense and meaning- on it. So

much was Mr. B. mistaken, when he said, that learned and

good men doubt of Christ's g'oing- down into hell! This is

ominous to make such a blunder in his first exception; let

us see whether he was more lucky in his second.

2. He says next, that the doctrine of the 4th art. "that

Christ's body in heaven hath flesh and bones, is contrary to

t-,vo general Councils ; the •2d of Nice, and that of Constan-

tinople before it."* What follows hence ? That good men
may scruple this Article ? Then by the same reason they may

• The ancient Councils and Fiilliers generally maintain the doctrine of the

•tth article; " That the body of Clirist hatli (i.sh and bones in Heaven."

Pope Damasus, in his Confession of Faith, recorded by Theodoret, Hist,

lib. V. c. 11. uses the following ex|)ressions :
" If any one shall atVnm, that

Christ sits not in the flesh, which He assumed, at the right hand of God, in

which also lie shall come to judge the quick and dead, let liim be anathema."

D
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scruple the 28 art. which denies transubstantiation ; for the

contrary doctrine was established at least in two such gene-
ral councils, Lateran and Trent. We see any argument
will serve against the Church's Articles, though it open a

door for popery, under pretence of easing" scrupulous men.

But it is well the French Confession may be scrupled by his

good men upon the same ground. For the 15th art. of their

confession,^ " proves the truth and propriety of oui Sa-
viour's human nature, after his assumption into heaven

;

from that text of St. Luke, 24. 39." " A Spirit hath not flesh

and bones, as ve sec me have." It is the same thinsT with

them, not to have flesh and bones, as not to have a truer

human nature. So that if we deny, that Christ hath flesh

and bones in heaven, we might as well deny, the truth of

His humanity also. But the French Church never thought

fit to condescend so far to these scrupulous men, as in com-
pliment to them to drop the article, which asserts the truth

of our Saviour's human nature.

3. He says the 8th art. is scrupled by many conformists,^

because it requires the damnatory clauses of the Athanasian

Creed to be wholly received and believed. What kind of

conformists these are I know not ; but I have shewn else-

where, that their scruples would have been no less, about

these damnatory clauses, in the Church of France.

4. He says, bishop Taylor was against the 9th art. about

original sin. Then, I say, he was against the 10th and 11th

art. of the French confession. A private man's opinion is

no reason for the Church to throw away her doctrine : but

if he does bishop Taylor wrong, he must answer for it.

5. Many, called Arminians, are against the 10th art.

which says, we have no power to do good works without the

grace of God preventing us. It was kindly done of Mr. B.

to put the Arminians among those g'ood men, whose scru-

ples ought to be considered: but neither the assembly of

divines, who drew up the Confession of Faith to be presented

to the parliament in 1G46, nor the French Church, ever had

* See also Ca'.vin Adinon. uU. ml \Vt'st|i1ial. p. 7\i.
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any re^jaid \o siicli sciuplcs. For the form<'r dcorcod, " tlmt

iniin l)V his fall into a stale of sin, hath wholly lost all ahiliiv

of will to any spiritual i^ood aeeotnpaniy in<^ siiUalion: so us

a natural man heinj;- altogether averse from that };ood, and

dead in sin, is not able hy his own strength, to convert hnn-

self, or to prepare himself thereto." See the advice of the

Assemhly of Div. to the I'arl. cap. 9. Art 3. And for tlic

other, 1 liave proved before in the diapter about subscrip-

tion, that the French Church oblio-ed all her ministers not

onlv to subscribe, but swear to the Decrees of the Synod

of bort a^-ainst the Arrninians ; and made ahnost an hun-

dred canons of her own in one Synod to secure the same

points against them. Mow comes this then to be a charg-e

also ao-ainst the Church of England for want of moderation ?

6. But many conformists are against those words of the

11th art.
'•' We are accounted righteous before God only for

the merit of Christ." I doubt Mr. B. was mistaken in his

men, and does them manifest wrong; for 1 never yet heard

of any such conformists. But if any such there be, they

must be as much against the protestant doctrine of justih-

cation in all other Churches ; and particularly the 18th art.

of the French confession, which says, " we believe that our

whole righteousness is founded in the remission of our sins;

which, as David saith, is our only happiness. Wherefore

we do utterly reject all other means, by which men think

they may be justified before God; and casting away all

opinion of our virtues and merits, we do altogether rest upon

the sole obedience of Jesus Christ," &c.

As for Mr. B.'s reason, which he brings to prove, that

the conformists contradict this article ; because they say,

there is a subordinate righteousness spoken of in Scripture
;

Calvin has long- ago proved that to be a mistake, or rather a

sophism in arg-umentation. For things that are subordinate

do not contradict one another ; as he argues well ag"ainst

the Council of Trent. " We freely confess, that the g-ood

works of the faithful are sometimes honoured with the title

of riiihteousnoss. But forasmuch as all the whole worth of

such works Hows from no other fountain but that of free

grace, it would be absurd to say they take oft' any from th.at.

D 2
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Why (}o they not remember, what they learned when they

wore boys at school, that what is subordinate to another

fhin<r, does not contradict it." Antidot. Concil, Trid. sess.

vi. torn. viii. p. 245.

If Calvin had had to do with Mr. B, he would have sent

him to school ag-ain with the Fathers of Trent, to have

learned that a subordinate righteousness does not contradict

our being- accounted rig-hteous only for the merits of Christ.

7. He says, many think that good works spring not ne-

cessarily from faitli, as the 12th art. speaks, but freely.

But if any think so, they are ignorant objectors, and con-

tend about words to no purpose. For necessarily and freely

do not always contradict one another. However, the 22d

art. of the French has the very same word.

8. Many think that merit of congruity may be held,

against the 13th art. " And that men by natural or ante-

cedent works may be made meet to receive grace ; which

Dr. Hammond in his annotations seemeth much to insist

upon, under the name of probity." But does the Dr. ever

say that men by mere natural works, done w ithout all Grace,

may deserve Grace ] does he own this merit of congruity 1

Does he not always ascribe all goodness to the Grace of

God"? Even the probity he speaks of, was an effect of

GracCy in such Jewish proselytes as CorneUus, and such

other devout men, who feared God, and wrought righteous-

ness, and were accepted of Him, Act. 10. 35. But the Dr.'s

authority, right or wrong, must be made use of to justify

Pelagians, and such good men, who have scruples upon

them about the Grace of God, and man's natural ability to

do good.

y. His next concern is for Dr. Hammond again, and his

followers, who subscribe the 14th art. and yet " write for

good works over and above God's commandments, as only

counselled by God, and voluntarily done; which this article

calls arrogancy and impiety," That which the Article con-

demns is the popish doctrine of works of supererogation;

that is, " such voluntary works, whereby men declare, that

they do not only render unto God as much as they are

bound to do ; but that they do more for his sake than of
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boiiiulon duty is rocjniri'cl ; wluMcas Christ Kuitli pluiiiiy,

" Wlicii ye have dune all ihat are cornrTiaiuiecl yon, say,

we are unprofilahle servants.' " If Dr. Harntnoiitl, or any of

liis followers, w rit for works of sepereroo-ntion a<i-ainst this

Article, (he Church had no reason to consider their scruples :

for tills is the doctrine of all Protestant Churches. But if

Mr. B. again charges them falsely, he alone must answer

for it.

10. Me says next, the lotli art. is denied by them that

think infants sinless when baptised. What then must these

i;ood men's scruples also be considered, and the Church

cashier this article, which only asserts Christ's prerogative,

against the papists, of being- the only person in our nature

that ever was without sinl This were to own not only the

Virgin Mary, but all other infants, to be born without origi-

nal sin, and to give a supersedeas to the 9th Article, and

tJiis together, contrary to the doctrine of all other Protestant

Churches.

1 1. Many deny falling from Grace given, against the IGth

art. But did ever any good Christian deny falling- from

Grace in the sense of the Article ; that is, falling into deadly

sin after baptism ? Let us hear the words of the Article

itself: " Not every deadly sin, willingly committed after

baptism, is the sin against the Holy Ghost, and unpardon-

able. Wherefore the grant of repentance is not to be

denied to such as fall into sin after baptism. After we have

received the Holy Ghost, we may depart from Grace given,

and fall into sin, and by the Grace of God we may rise

again, and amend our lives ; and therefore they are to be

condemned, who say, they can no more sin, as long as they

live here ; or deny place of forgiveness to such as truly re-

pent." Here falling from Grace given, is explained by fall-

ing into deadly sin after baptism, which none ever denied,

except Catharists or Libertines, who call their foulest vices

no sins after regeneration ; if learned men give us a true

account of their doctrine.* And would the Church do well

to favour these men's scruples also ?

12. He says. Dr. Hammond and his followers seem to

Calvin conl. Libertin. cap. xviii. torn. viii. p. 3S9.

Dr. Joh. Rainolil. Theses de Sciipluia. Tins. i. n. 9. p. 69.
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deny the absolute election described in the 1 7th art. This

is but faintly spoken, he durst not charg-e them home here.

They only seem to deny it: then perhaps Mr. B. misunder-

stood them, and they did not deny it. But if they did, the

Church is not obliged to alter her doctrine in compliment

to them, no more than the Dutch or French Churches did,

out of respect to Arminius, in the Synods of Dort and Cha-

renton.

13. But many good men think some are saved that live

up to tlie lig-ht of nature; " And yet the 18th art. curseth

them that say so." Mr. B. does not deal fairly with this

Article; for he leaves out the principal thing- upon which

the curse is laid ; which is, that salvation may be had other

ways than by the name of Christ. The words of the Article

are these ;
" They are to be had accursed, that presume to

say, that every man shall be saved by the law, or sect,

which he professeth ; so that he be diligent to frame his

life accordino- to that law, and the li<>ht of nature. For

Holy Scripture doth set out unto us only the name of Jesus

Christ, whereby men must be saved.''

Now there is a great difference between saying', every

man shall be saved by the law or sect which he professeth,

without any regard to the name or merit of Christ ; and

saying", some are saved that live up to the light of nature,

when those, who say it, affirm at the same time, that they

are not saved by virtue of the Law of Nature, though

that be the only law they have to walk by, but by the

name and merit of Christ, without which no one can be

saved. The one is expressly condemned and accursed in

the article ; but some think the other is not so, because it

derogates nothing from the death and satisfaction of Christ,

who may be a Saviour by God's infinite mercy to some,

who never had any more than a virtual and implicit know-

lcdi2e of Him. The one is a doctrine of the Alcoran, invent-

ed on purpose to promote the policy of the Turkish empire
;

the other a doctrine embraced by Christians of note in all

ages, from Justin Martyr to Zuinglius,and the reformation
;

and, by those that embrace it, is not thought contrary to the

present Article; though Mr. B. makes them flatly contradict

one another.
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T>iit however that matter he, it is certain the Church ol

V]n:;lan(l advances jio other doctrine, than is dehvereil in

several Artie les of the French Confession, more especially

the 13th and 17th which says, " that the sacrilice of Christ,

is the oidy thin^- that reconciles us unto God ; and tliat there

is no other means or remedy, wherehy to obtain remission

of sins, but only his death for our saket^ If so, salvation

cannot he attained by the law of nature, excluding- the name

of Christ.

1-1. llis next exception is in favour of the Churchmen,

who " like not the description given of the visible Church

in the 1 0th art. and think that the Church of Rome never

urred in matters of faith ; contrary to what is there asserted."

But what is that description of the visible Church, which

they dislike ? Why, " That it is a congregation of faith-

ful men, in which the pure Word of God is preached, and

the sacraments are duly administered, according to Christ'.s

ordinance, in all those things that of necessity are requisite

to the same." And are there any churchmen that dislike

tliis ? Yes, because there is no mention of bishops or their

g-overnment in it. And would Mr. B. have liked it ever the

better if there had ? No, but he is concerned for the

churchmen, who cannot subscribe this Arlicle, but contrary

to their judgment. But these episcopal churchmen have

often told him and others, that it is not contrary to their

judgment to subscribe this Article: for in all their disputes

with the papists, they never require more than these two

notes of the Church. They say with Bishop Andrews,

" that though episcopal government be of divine institution,

yet is not so absolutely necessary, as that there can be no

Church, nor sacraments, nor salvation without it. He is

blind that sees not many Churches flourishing without it;

and he must have an heart as hard as iron, that will deny

them salvation. Something- may be wanting, that is of

Divine right, in the exterior regimen of the Church ; and yet

salvation be obtained theerin." Respons. ad 2. Epist. Moli-

naei, inter Opusc. p. 17G.

Now this is the case of the French Church, which bishoi»

Andrews and his followers allow to have all the necessary
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anrl essential notes of a true Church, though episcopal

i^oveinnient was never settled among" them.

On the otlier hand, the French Churches furnish the epis-

copal divines with arguments ag-ainst Mr. B. and their other

adversaries. For they say, that where episcopal government

and superiority is regularly settled in any Church, there it

is so far necessary to submit to it, as that they, who do other-

wise, are guilty of raising a schism in the Church. So that

though episcopal government be not an essential note of the

Church, where it cannot be had; yet it is so far necessary

to the well-being of a Church, where it is legally establish-

ed, and may be had, that it is schismatical to attempt any

innovations, or raise stirs and divisions about it. And if thus

much be granted to th.ese episcopal divines, they will have

no need to have episcopal government put into the article

as a third note of the Church; though the good men, the

Brownists, were once for having discipline made a third

note ; and so aggrieved for the want of it, that they un-

churched the Church of England, and forsook her com-

munion upon it; and I wonder Mr. B. should forget to men-

tion their scruples also here, as tit to be considered.

But Mr. B.'s eye was only upon the churchmen, whom he

would fain charge with opposition to this Article: therefore

he says further, some of them deny that the Church of

Rome hath erred de fide. I have heard of some churchmen,

who would charitably think, that the fundamentals of

Christianity have been all along preserved among the cor-

ruptions of the Romish Church ; but I never heard of any

that undertook her vindication so far, as to say, she was

never guilty of any errors in matters of faith : and if Mr.

B, knew any such, he would have done well to have named
them. But admit there were any, their dissent is no argu-

ment to the Church to alter her doctrine, which is the same

that is maintained in all the reformed Churches. I will here

recite the 28th art. of the French confession ; and let the

reader judge, whether it does not rather bear harder upon

the Romish Church for her errors, than our Article does.

*' We protest that where the word of God is not received,

nor any profession of obedience made to it, and where there
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is no use of the sacraments, that there, properly speaking',

we cannot judg-e there is any Church. Thercfori^ we con-

demn the popish assemhUes, because the pure;Word of God
is banished out of (hem ; and also the sacraments of faith

c(>rrui)ted, aihdtcrated, falsified, or even abolished; and for

that all kinds of superstitions and idolatries reign in them.

'J'herelbre we hold, that all those, who join in such actions,

nnd communicate with them, do separate themselves from

the body of Christ. Yet because there are some small foot-

steps of a Church in the papacy, and the substance of bap-

tism remains among them, the efKcacy of which depends not

upon him that administers it ; we confess tliat they, that are

baptised there, do not need a second baptism."

Calvin speaks much after the same manner in his let-

ter to Zozinus, p. 51. " Sic papistis detrahimus ec-

clesice nomen, ut tamen illic quasdam manere reliquias

ecclesicr non vet/emus. We so deny the name of a Church
to papists, as only to say, tliere remain some relics of a
Church among them.'' Upon which account he thinks bap-

tism administered by them to be valid, though it be adminis-

tered by idolaters, and corrupted by their superstitions.

See also his 2d Epistle to Zozinus, p. 57. And his Epistle

t-o Farel, p. 258.

CHAP. III.

That the Church's Pouer to decree Rites and Ceremonies,

according to the 20th Art. is acknowledged by the French
Church.

Many and various are the objections against this part of

the 20th Art. That the Church hath power to decree, rites,

or ceremonies. 1. Some say, all ceremonies are to be left

to Christian liberty, and therefore the Church has no power

to enjoin any. So the Scotch minister told king James,
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" that lie would hold conformity with his Majesty's ordi-

nances for matters of doctrine ; but for matters of ceremony,
tliey were to be left in Christian liberty unto every man."
See Roger's Expos, of the Art. p. 104.

2, Others go further, and assert upon a worse principle,

tliat the Church has no power to decree rites and ceremonies,

because nothing- is to be done in the worship of God, for

which we have not an express Divine command in particular

to determine us. Both which are such absurd paradoxes,

that Mr. B. himself could never dig^est them ; and it must be

owned he has written as severely as any man ag^ainst them.

But yet he cannot let this iVrticle pass wholly without a

stricture. For he says, " The Church's power to decree

ceremonies, being unlimited in this article, is doubted of by
good Christians." But those good Christians sure were
none of Calvin's disciples, nor g'overned by the discipline

of the French Church, which asserts the same power to her-

self and all other Churches, without any other limitations

than those expressed in our Article ; that is, that such cere-

monies be not contrary to God's Word, nor enforced upon
men as things absolutely necessary in order to salvation.

In the 32d Art. of their confession, they thus express them-

selves: " We believe it to be expedient, that they, who are

chosen governors of any Church, should consult among
themselves, by what means the whole body may convenient-

ly be governed
;
yet so, as that they do not swerve from

what Christ hath appointed. And this doth not hinder, but

that some Churches may have peculiar constitutions, as they

shall think most convenient for themselves." Then certain-

ly, every Church is judge for herself, both of what is

expedient, and what is agreeable to the appointment of

Christ.

The next Article says, " We exclude all such human de-

vices and laws, as are introduced under pretence of Divine

worship, to bind the conscience ; but wo admit such as serve

to maintain concord, and keep every man in due obedience."

That is, such laws as are only made for order and uniformi-

ty, they willingly allow of. Which they express more

clearly in another confession extant among Calvin's works:
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" Wc acknowlodiie, say they, that all (Jimrchcs have powor
to make laws ami onrmances, lor csfaljiishin^- a cornmuii

policy amour!;' themselves ; because all things in (he House
of GotI oui^ht to he done rcoul;irly and in order. And
therelore all such constitutions are t(^ he obeyed, provided

they be not superstitious, nor ensnare the conscience with

an opinion of necessity. And such as refuse obedience in

this case, we esteem self-conceited and stubborn. Cerebrosi

el Pervicaces ajmd nos habentur. See this confession

among- Calvin's Opuscula, p. 254.

Calvin has a very excellent and long- discourse upon this

matter, in his Institutions, lib. iv. e. x. n. 27, &c. too long-

to 1)0 here inserted : I will select only a few remarkable

passages out of it. First, he says, " If we would consult

the welfare of the Church, we must have an especial regard

to that rule of the Apostle, ' Let all things be done decent-

ly, and acconiing- to order.' But now, because there is such

diversity in the dispositions of men, such variety in their

minds, and diilerence in their judgments and tempers; no

polity can be upheld, but by certain laws, nor any rites be

observed, without a stated form. Therefore we are so far

from condemning the law s, whicli conduce to this end, that

we say, to take them away, is to cut the sinews of the

Church, and vender it both weak and deformed. For there

can be no order and decency observed, as the Apostle re-

quires, unless laws be added, as certain ties, to bind men
up to the observance of them. Only in such laws, two
things must always be excepted. 1. That they be not

believed necessary to salvation, and imposed upon the con-

science as such. 2. That they be not taken for parts of

God's worship, and religion be placed in them."

Then he tells us what he means by decency and order.

" The end ofdecency is, partly that by appointing such rites

as will create a reverence for lioly things, we may by such

helps be excited to devotion : partly that our modesty and
gravity, which is commendable in all our actions, may there

more especially appear. And for order, he places it in the

governor's making, and the people's obeying, such consti-

tutions as are proper to take away all confusion, barbarity,
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contumacy, tumults and dissensions out of the Church ; and

preserve its peace and tranquility inviolable^ He gives

several instances in each kind, and then concludes with

these remarkable words ;
" Ita omnes ecclesiasticas con-

stitutiones, quas pro Sanctis et sahitaribus recipimus, in

duo capita referre licet : alterce enim ad ritus et ceremoni-

as, alterce ad disciplinam et pacem respiciunt. All ecclesi-

astical laws, which tve esteem holy and usejul, may he re-

ferred to these two heads ; such as relate to rites and cere-

monies, and such as relate to discipline and peace^ Ibid.

Numb. 28. & 29.

Can any one speak plainer to the sense of the Article

than this ? If ecclesiastical laws made about rites and cere-

monies, may be holy and useful, then doubtless the Church

has power to decree them.

In the next paragraph he answers the scruples of those

whom he terms over timorous men, nimis meticulosos, who

with the Flaccians in Germany, and our Brownists in Eng-

land, rejected all Church laws about rites and ceremonies,

as mere human inventions, because they were not particu-

larly prescribed in the word of God. To these he answers,

*' that such laws are founded on the authority of Scripture.

and so are both human and divine," Which he illustrates

by the instance of kneeling at public prayer, which is the

law of France and Geneva. " If it be asked," says he,

" whether this be an human tradition, which any man may
refuse or neglect at pleasure: I answer, it is so human, as

also to be divine. It is of God, as it is part of that decency

commended to us by the Apostle, i Cor. 14. 40. But it is of

men, as it particularly points out and specifies what the

Scripture only declared in general. By this one example

we may make an estimate of all things of this kind. For-

asmuch as Christ hath not only fully comprised, but also

clearly expounded to us in His Holy Oracles, the whole

suraoftruerighteousness,and all the parts of Divihe worship,

and whatever is necessary to salvation ;
in these things we

are only to hear our Master, But in outward discipline and

ceremonies. He would not particularly prescribe what wo
should do, because He foresaw that would depend upon the
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ilillV'rcnt condition ol" times, and He did not jud<^"C one form

Jtirreeuble to all aces: therefore in this case we must have

reeouisi^ to those <i('neral rules lie has left us, and thereby

square those laws that are |)ro|)(!r to he made for the preser-

vation of onler aiul (ieceiiey in the Church."

This is a full answer upon true principles, to those who
condemn all ceremonies as human inventions in the wor-

ship of God, that are not particularly commanded in Scrip-

ture. It were easy to add many other testimonies out of

Calvin's Epistles, and Beza, Spanheirn, Chamier, Amyrault,

Rivet, Turretin, &c. but as some of these have been pro-

duced by others, so I need not heap up authorities in so

plain a matter. I oidy add the advice which Calvin g-ave to

iMirel, and wish all who are concerned would follow it,

" Use your endeavour, that the brethren may not perti-

nnciously contend about ceremonies: we are free from all

men, yet let us be the servants of peace and concord. Ao.s

ah onuiilnis liberi, servi simus pads et concordice.'''' They
are words fit to be written in letters of gold, and would all

men but follow the direction which is given, we should have
no disputes about ceremonies in the Church. Vide Calvin.

Ep. v. ad Farel. p. 5.

I3ut alas, men have been so terrified with frightful aro-u-

ments against ecclesiastical laws about rites and ceremonies,

that they are scarce themselves when they think of them.

They have been made to believe, that it is usurping dominion
over their consciencies, a depriving them of their Christian

liberty, adding to the Word of God, inventing new sacra-

ments, and imposing other necessary terms of salvation

upon them, more than what Christ appointed. Now thouf>-h

it might be sufficient to answer all this in general, by saying,

that \^hateve^ force there is in any of these objections, it

holds as well against the French Church as ours, whose
doctrine I have shewn to be the same : yet because these
arguments are popular, and gain by noise and terror, what
they could not do by strength, I will consider them distinct-

ly, and shew what answers are given to each of them in

particular, by the best writers of the French Church.
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CHAP. IV.

That to decree Rites and Ceremonies, is 710 usurping
Dominion over Men's Consciences, or infringing their

Christian Liberty.

The ground of this objection is only the false notion men
have entertained of the freedom of conscience and Christian

liberty ; which consists not in being- set free from obedience

to human laws and decrees, whether of Church or state,

for we are obliged to obey for conscience sake, but it is an

internal liberty of the mind, which cannot be bound to take

any doctrine or law to be of absolute necessity to salvation,

but only such as are imposed upon it expressly by God alone.

For no king- nor Church can make new articles of faith for

us to believe, nor impose their laws with an opinion of ab-

solute and immutable necessity, as if the thing-s commanded
were not indifferent in their own nature, but simply and uni-

versally necessary, so as no human power could alter them
upon any occasion whatsoever : for so to tie up the cons-

cience belongs only to God. But if our judgment be left

free as to the nature of indifferent things, then it is no usurp-

ing dominion over our consciences, or infring'ing- our Chris-

tian liberty, though we be restrained in the outward act,

upon just reasons, by the laws of Church or state. For
charity restrains our Christian liberty in some cases without

infringing it, and so may the laws of just authority in

others.

This is the resolution of Calvin,^' Rivet, and Spanlicim,

whose authorities are produced at large by Dr. Durel. J add

that of Beza, in his epistle to the French Church in London
;

where he has these words of the same import. " Forasmuch

* Calvin. Inst. lib. iv. c. 10. n. SI. Rivet. Syiiop. Pur. Theol. Disp. 35.

n. 39. Spanhoim, Tlu's. dc Lihoit. Christ.
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ns (lio Spirit of Goil commiuids us to Rubmit to every ordi-

nance of man, as well the majristratc, wlio is the guardian

of polifieal order, as also those who |»reside and watch over

«)iir souls:— It fi)llo\vs, that he abuses his Christian liberty,

who obeys not wiHinoly either the mai^istratc, or tliose who

are set over him in the Lord." Beza, Ep. 24. p. 151.

Ajiain p. 155. "The use of indifferent things may be re-

strained, either by a civil or ecclesiastical constitution. For

thouiih God only can properly bind the conscience, yet so

far as either the magistrate, who is the minister of God,

judges it convenient for the commonwealth, that something

in its own nature lawful, should not be done ; or the Church

liaving respect to order, decency and edification, makes laws

about indiilerent things; such laws are carefully to be ob-

siMvod by the faithful ; who are bound In conscience, not

knowingly and wittingly with a rebellious mind, cither to do

what is prohibited, or omit what is commanded.

Beza did not think Church laws about rites and ceremo-

nies were against men's consciences, when he requires sub-

mission to them for conscience sake. So does also their

late eminent professor at Geneva, Mr. Turrctin, and his con-

tractor Riissenius ; saying, " that obedience is duo to hu-

man laws, whether political, or ecclesiastical, and that for

conscience sake.—Pastors have power to make canons and

constitutions about indifferent things, which concern not

faith and worship, but decency and order ; such as time and

place, and the forms and rules of prayer, and sermons, and

administration of sacniments, and fastings," &c. Riissen.

Compend. Turretin, p. 228.

They all say, indeed, that such Canons do not directly

and immediately oblige the conscience, as God's laws do, by
virtue of any intrinsic power of their own ; but their obliga-

tory power is from the command of God, who bids us obey
them for conscience sake. But this distinction, as explained

by them against the papists, though mistaken by some, does

very much confirm what I have l>een asserting, that it is not

against conscience and Christian liberty to obey the decrees

of the Church, provided they bo not thrust upon us as the

unalterable commands t)f (iod. or prescribe in matters of faith
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and substantials of God's worship, which they have no
power to meddle with, but only indifferent things, and cir-

cumstantials of religion.

CHAP. V.

That to decree Rites and Ceremonies is not to add to the

Word of God.

This objection proceeds upon the same mistaken princi-

ple with the former ; to wit, that the Scripture has prescribed

not only the substantials, but also the circumstantials of

religious worship, and that it is unlawful to use any rite

or ceremony not expressly enjoined in Scripture. The ab-

surdity of which principle is sufficiently exposed by learned

men,* who shew, that it is impossible to have any religious

worship at all, if this principle should thoroughly prevail.

All I am here to prove is, that it is no doctrine of the French

Church to assert, that the decreeing rites and ceremonies is

adding to the Word of God. They have often occasion to

speak of this in their disputes with the papists, whom they

urge with this argument against unwritten traditions ; so

that we cannot be at a loss to know their sense about it.

Chamler has two or three whole chapters against Bellarmin

and others upon this very point, that it is unlawful to add to

the Word of God : but then he explains his meaning to be

only in matters of faith and manners necessary to salvation.

" If nothing be to be added to the Scripture, nor taken from

it, then the Scripture perfectly contains all things necessary

to salvation." Tom. 1. de Canone, lib. 8. c. 6. n. 1.

He does not say the Scripture contains all rites and cere-

monies that are lawful to be used, and that to use any other,

is to add to the Word of God : no, he expressly denies that

* Dr. Sherlock's Defence of Dr. Stil. c. ii, p. U. Dr. Whitby, Prot.

Reconcil. part. 2.
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to bo any part of flic contioversy. Tlicroforo when Hosiiis

\ir<rod, that the reformed Churches were as much g^uilty of

adJiiifi- to theWuril of God as the po|)ists, hecausi- (hey had

several new rites and customs not to he foniid in Scripture;
" he charg-es him with ignorance of the thing in dispute, for

turning" the controversy from doctrines of faiih, to points of

diseiplin<» and ceremony, which Cliristians have always

thought to be matters of free oVjservation." Ibid, lib, 9. c,

1 1 . n. 3.

He instances in the custom of singing* the Psalms promis-

cuously, men and women tog^ether, and singing them in

French rhymes. " They say," says he, " this is not to be

found in Scripture, But what they infer from thence, that we
add to the Word of God as much as they, is weak and foolish.

As if this were to be reckoned among* articles of faith, which

ought to be always the same; and not among matters of

decency and order, which may be changed according" as the

dijfferenee of place, times and persons requires. In all such

matters as rites and ceremonies, St, Austin's counsel is best

to be followed, which he g"ives in his 119th epistle, una in

h^s saluberrima regula tenenda est, S^c. There is one safe

rule to be observed in these ; that whatever things we see or

know to be ordained in any Church, which are not contrary

to faith nor good manners, and have any thing" in them to

excite us to g"ood life, we should not only not condemn them,

but commend and imitate them, if the weakness of some do

not so far hinder, that it would be more harm than good to

do it." Thus far Chamier in the same place, n. 5.

From wlience it is plain , that the crime of adding to

the Word of God is not committed by appointing new rites

and ceremonies not commanded in Scripture; but in pro-

pounding new doctrines of faith and manners, whicli God
has not commanded as things necessary to salvation. And
the reason, which Chamier gives for tliis difference, is very

sound and rational : because the one are precisely deter-

mined by God ; the other not so, but left to the liberty and
discretion of every Church, to determine as she sees occa-

sion, by that general rule of the Apostle j
" let all things be

done decently and in order."

VOL. VIII. E
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Dr. Rivet states the question about adding unwritten tra-

ditions to the Word of God, after the very same manner.
'•' The question,"' says he, " is not about things pertaining

to decency and order in ecclesiastical assemblies, the cir-

cumstances of which, we confess, are not found particular-

ized in Scripture ; but only general rules, out of which

Church governors, whose duty it is to keep order in the

Church, may with prayer to God, and consideration of cir-

cumstances, appoint what, and how far any thing is to be

observed in the Church. Therefore he charges the papists

with changing the state of the controversy, from matters of

faith to matters of ceremony, when they object to protes-

tants, that they add to the Word of God by their unwritten

ceremonies, as much as papists do by their unwritten tradi-

tions in matters of faith. This he justly terms false arg'u-

mentation. Rivet, Exercit. .13. in Gen. 2. p. 71.

To the same purpose Peter du Moulin in his answer to Per-

ron, of the novelty of popery, lib. i. c. li. p. 151. speaking

of the pretended power and authority of the Church to

add unto Scripture, says notwithstanding', " there be many
things that concern ecclesiastical policy, and outward order,

which we do not reject, although they be not in Scripture
;

provided there be nothing in them against good manners,

and that they exceed not in number, and that they be not

given as necessary to salvation, and equalled to the doctrine

of faith contained in Scripture."

So again in his " Buckler of Faith," or defence of the

French confession, against the exceptions of Arnoux the

Jesuit. Arnoux having said, that the 5th article of the con-

fession rejected all observations and customs of the Church,
under the notion of additions to the Word of God ; he replies,

that this was a misrepresentation of their belief: " it is false,

that we reject all traditions; for besides that the Scripture

itself is a tradition, there are manv thing's which concern

ecclesiastical policy, and exterior order, which are not spe-

cified in the Scripture. We only reject those traditions,

which, if they were received, the consequence would be,

that the Scripture contained not all doctrines necessary to

salvation." Buckler of Faith, p. 42.
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Those alloiialions do siifticicnllv slifw us tlio scusc

ol' llw FrtMiC'li C'lmich, lliat l)y additums lo \hv Word
ol' God, tlioy do not menu as onr dissenters do, ecelesiusti-

oal laws or traditions about indiU'crcnt riles and ceremonies;

but such trachtions as obtrude upon men other doctrines of

faith, and rules of life, as necessarily required by God in

order to salvation.

I shall only aild to these the testimony of le Blanc, a

man famous for his candour and skill, in exact stating- of the

controversies betwixt protestants and papists. Now he
tells us, it is the " sense of all their Divines, that a distinc-

tion is lo be made betwixt those thintrs, wherein the sub-

stance and body of Christian relio-ion consists, and which
are necessary by Divine institution, not only to form our

faith, l)nt our manners, and the polity of the Cluirch ; and
those other things, which are but as it were the appendices to

the substance and ornaments of the body ; and which neither

in their own nature nor by Divine institution, are necessary,

but indilTerent, and only received into use for the sake of order

and decency: such as many parts of ecclesiastical discipline

appointed by canon, and various rites and ceremonies, both

universal and particular, which are matters of free obser-

vation ; save only, that no one by his own private authority,

may, or ought to contemn or reject them. All things of the

former kind, we assert to be contained in Scripture ; but not

these latter, which arc only accidental to the faith and
manners, and discipline of the Church : for there are many
thing-s appertaining to the circumstances of Divine worship

and ecclesiastical polity, which we confess are not delivered

particularly in Scripture ; but left to the prudence of

Church-governors, under this general precept, that all

things be done decently, and in order, in the Church of

God. And therefore, he says, the doctors of the Romish
Church labour in vain, to prove the reformed Churches as

much guilty of adding- to the Word of God as themselves

;

because they observe some rites and ceremonies in Divine

worship and ecclesiastical polity, N\hich are not parti-

cularly enjoined in Scripture ; for the controvcrs}' is not

E 2
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about these. Le Blanc. Thes. de Scripturse Plenitud. part.

1. n. 6. and 7. p. 56.

CHAP. VI.

That the French Church does not reject Ceremonies, because

they are significant, biit likes them the better upon that

Account.

Some there are, who allow the Church power to decree

rites and ceremonies, but except against the undue use and

exercise of this power ; by which they tell us, she

presumes to go beyond her commission. 1. In appointing

significant or symbolical ceremonies. 2, In making the

observance of them necessary to communion and salvation.

3. In imposing them with scandal and offence to such as

cannot comply with them, and thereby causing schism and

division in the Church. Now, though these objections

concern not the 20th article, which only challenges a legal

power to the Church, to decree rites and ceremonies; yet

because they are some of the most popular objections

against ceremonies, now that we are upon this subject, 1

will here examine them, by the rules and principles com-
monly received in the French Church ; and shew that the

Church of England is neither so singular, nor so assuming,

as some falsely represent her.

First, some accuse her for appointing significant ceremo-

nies ; which yet is really a commendation : and it would be

a more real objection, if they were otherwise. For to what

purpose should any Church appoint useless ceremonies, that

signify nothing? But where is the harm, so long as they

signify nothing but what is good and useful, and decent,

and becoming the worship of God ? Calvin would have

liked them the better for this ; for it is one of the conditions

which he requires in lawful ceremonies, " that they be sig-

nificant and expressive of our modesty and gravity in
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r(;li<iious actions ; and that tlioy Ijo such rites as will con-

cihate a reverence for holy things, and be |)ro[)er helps to

excite us to [)iely.'' \N liich sure they cannot do, without

signify in o- si>tuething-.

He says further, " That the decency of a ceremony,
consists in an aptitude to create veneration for sacred mys-
teries ; so as it may prove, Idoneum ad Pietatem Exer-
citium, an exercise conducing- to devotion ; or at least, may
be such a congruous ornament to tlu; sacred action, as mav
have its use in admonishing- the faithful w ith what modesty,

religion, and reverence they ought to luindle sacred thing-s.

Calvin, Inst. hb. iv. c. 10. n. 28, 29.

Now can all this be done by ceremonies that signify

nothing- ? But lie says further, " Ut Pie/atis Exercitia sint

Ceremoniw, ad Christum recta nos deducant necesse est

;

that ceremonies may be exercises or instruments of piety;

they should be such as v^ill lead us in the right way to

Christ." But insignificant ceremonies can never do this :

they must be significant, if they be instructive; and thev
must put men in mind of something- that is good, if they
be instruments of piety, and helps to devotion : for devotion

is an internal act of the mind, and cannot be raised by out-

ward ceremonies, any otherwise, than as they sig-nify some-
thing- that may move and ellect us by its signification.

In another place he expressly approves such ceremonies
as are symbolical. " Lest any one," says he, " should accuse
me falsely, I would have all pious readers here bear me
witness, that I do not contend about ceremonies, which
serve only for decency and order ; nor yet against such as

are either symbols of or incitements to that reverence, which
we owe to God. De Reform. Eccl. c. 16. p. 278. Vel

etiam Symbola sunt et Incitamenta ejus, quam Deo de-

ferimus, Reverent ice.

Calvin then did not think it was to appoint new sacra-

ments, if the church used any symboblical rites, which by
their significancy might put men in mind of some Spiritual

dut)',and be outward signs to prompt men to inward devotion.

If all such ceremonies were new sacraments, the French
Church which followed Calvin's rules in this matter, would
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have been as guilty of making- new sacraments, as any other:

for there are abundance of significant ceremonies in her

Liturgy, and forms of Divine service. I will instance in some
few.

Their Book of Discipline, cap. x. art. 1. requires "all per-

sons to uncover their heads, and bow their knees, both at

public and private prayers, in the church, and in the family

for this reason ; to wit, that they may evidence by those

external signs the inward humility of their hearts, and that

homage which they pay to God." Are not these then sig-

nificant rites, if they be external signs to evidence and
signify men's humility and devotion ? They say, " The con-

trary customs argue great irreverence, and give suspicion

of pride, and scandalize those that fear God, and therefore

they reject them." Significancy, we see, is their reason

still : for, as they appointed the one, because they signified

reverence, and humility ; so they forbid the other, because

they signified irreverence and pride, and were an hindrance

to other men's devotion.

In the form of ordination described in the same book,

cap. 1. art. 8. there are four significant ceremonies appoint-

ed. 1. The minister, that ordains, must pray standing

upright below the pulpit. 2. He must lay his hands upon
the head of the person to be ordained, 3. He, that is to be
ordained, must kneel humbly on his knees. 4. When he is

ordained, the ministers must eive him the rio-ht hand of

fellowship before the people. And tliis form is unanimously
to be observed in all the churches of the kingdom.

They do not here tell us,, as before, what those ceremo-

nies signify, but the signification of each is so very natural

and obvious, that there needs no comment to explain them.

The minister, who ordains, prays standing, to signify, that he
acts in the name of God, and by His authority. He lays

his hands upon the head of the person to be ordained, to

signify the conveyance of Spiritual blessing to him. The
person to be ordained, kneels upon his knees to signify his

humility. And when he is ordained, the ministers give

him the right hand of fellowship, to signify that they now
acknowledge him for a fellow-labourer and partner in the
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vMnk of tilt' Lord. These are as sioiiilioant cerornonies as
any used in the Cliuicli oi" I^nijland; even <is kneeliiM"- at

the C'onirniinii)n, or hu\vm<^' at the riiiriie of Jesus, or sixniri"-

with tlie sinii of the cross in Baptism ; and whatever may
be ohjeeted aj^ainst the one for their signilicancy, may be
as well objected against the other. Yea, sitting- itself is u

significant ceremony ; and some men, when they please,

can make use of its signiticancy as an argument, to prove it

to be the most convenient g-esture at the communion ; be-

cause it sigiiiHes our rest in Christ. So Didoclavius of old

in liis AUare Dcunascenum, " sitting- is commeniledyjcr si(j-

n/Jicalionem mysferii, for its sig-nifying- a mystery ; to wit,

our rest in Christ." And the authors of the admonition to the

Parliament, say, it betokens rest and full accomplishment
ot legal ceremonies in Christ. See these authors in Harnon
L'Estrange Aliyanc. c. i. p. 29,

One would hardly have guessed at this signification, had
not those ritualists expounded it to us : however, we are

g-lad to find it has no worse sig-nification in England ; for

in some countries it has a signification which is intolerable.

The arians in Poland use .it to signify their familiarity with

Christ as their fellow creature. For which reason it is for-

bidden by four general Synods of Lithuania and Poland
;

to wit, the Synods of Sendomeir, Cracow, Peterkow, and

Ulodislow, which may be seen in the Consensus Polonus,

and the Harmony of Confessions. I have often thouglit, if

there was no other reason why sitting should not be used,

this one thing were enough to give any man a dislike to

it, that it is no where used as a necessary posture, save only

by these arians, who first pleaded the example of our Sa-

viour. For though it be used in the Dutch Church (which,

as Dr. Forbes has proved,* is the only Protestant Church

that uses sitting,) yet it is not used by them as any neces-

sary posture, but as an indifl'erent rite and circumstance of

the sacrament, which may be used or not used, as the

Cliurch thinks fit : for they condemn none that ])ractise

otherwise. And for the French Church, they are so far from

• Forbes Irenie. lib. ii. c. !(i.
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thinking" sitting necessary, that they absolutely forbid it,

and enjoin a contrary posture; as I shall prove when I come
to speak particularly to that point. At present I only ob-

serve, that the significancy of ceremonies is no just ex-

ception against them, unless they signify something that is

evil ; in which case they ought to be rejected, as the Polish

Churches reject sitting at the communion table for the

reason 1 have mentioned : but if they signify nothing but

what is good, and are useful helps to stir up our minds to

piety and devotion ; then their significancy is their com-
mendation ; and he, that quarrels with them upon that

account, must declare himself an adversary to Calvin and

all the French Church. As Mr. B. in effect does, when he

sets himself formally to prove in a whole chapter (cap. xii.

of English Nonconf.) that the cross in baptism is made an

human sacrament ; 1. Because it is made an outward visible

sig'n of grace. 2. Because it is an instituted means of con-

veying grace. 3. Because it is a covenanting sign. 4. And
a symbol or badge of the order professed. The main of this

is a false charge, but so much of it as is true, will equally

hold against Calvin, and all the French Church, 1. It is

false that it is made any visible sign of grace. 2. It is as

false that it is made a covenanting dedicating sign to God
;

for it is only a declarative sign to man, or a token that the

person baptized is received into the Church, and is obliged

by virtue of his baptism, to live as a member of Christ.

This being no more than what is common in all societies, to

take in members by some solemn rite of admission, in token

that they own themselves members of the society, as Dr.

Stillingfieet well explains it. Unreas. of Separ. p. 350.

3dly, It is false that it is made an instrument or means of

conveying grace to men, unless he could prove that the

Church pretends to apply the merits of Christ by it, as she

does by the other sacraments. But as to its being a pro-

fessing sign, or badge or symbol of our profession, signify-

ing our admission into the Church of a crucified Lord, and
our resolution to continue stedfast in it; there is no more
harm in that than any other ceremony which signifies our

present state, and wills and intentions to abide in it. Stand-
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iii*:^ up tit the creed must ho a new sacrament, as well as the

sig-n of the cross, it' tliis were a true rule of judging- what

were sacraments ?

But Mr. 13, will have it, that the cross is a sacrament, he-

causu the preface in the Common Prayer Book ahout cere-

monies says, " The Church only retains such ceremonies

as serve to a decent order, and Godly discipline, and such as

be apt to stir up the dull mind of man to the remembrance

of his duty to God, by some notable and spiritual sif^nifica-

tion (so ho reads it instead of .sy^f^cm/ signiHcation) whereby

he may be edilied." Hence he infers, " That the cross is

a sacrament, because it signifies Christ crucified, with the

benefits of his cross ; and the grace of edification, by stir-

ing- up our dull minds by the moral causality of the cause,

and binding us to constancy to Christ."

But then all significant and edifying ceremonies must be

new sacraments, as well as the cross, especially if they be

apt to stir up our dull minds to the remembrance of our

duty to God, by any notable and special signification. And
putting oft' the hat, and kneeling- at prayers, which are cere-

monies of the French Church, will be sacraments as well

as any other. For I hope no one will deny but that they

are special significations of our inward reverence and

humility, and are apt to stir up our dull minds to the re-

membrance of those duties also. Then Calvin's rules will

turn all ceremonies into sacraments, because he requires

ceremonies to be incitements to that reverence which we

owe to God, and to be exercises or instruments of piety,

and lead us in the way to Christ; such as will create a

reverence in our minds for holy things, and be proper helps

to excite us to devotion, and admonish us with what

modesty, religion and observance we ought to handle

sacred actions. This, in the Church's language, is to stir

up our dull minds by significant ceremonies; but, in Mr.

B.'s style, it is to make new sacraments.

As if nothing- could put us in mind of our duty, but pre-

sently it must commence a sacrament ; when as there is

scarce any thing- in the world but may suggest to us some

good thought in an ordinary way, and work upon us as
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external objects do, or seasonable words and good admoni-
tions; which yet it would be new Divinity to term sacra-

ments, thoug-h perhaps some of them might bid fairer for

the name than the sign of the cross, or any other signifi-

cant ceremonies of the Church, upon which Mr. B. fastens

the imputation. Nothing can be a sacrament, but what is

instituted to convey supernatural grace in a supernatural

way. Now let any man prove the Church appoints any
ceremonies for this purpose, and I will own she deserves the

charge of usurping God's authority: but if it cannot be
shewn that she appoints them to signify, or by their sig-

nificancy, to work any other than common and ordinary

effects upon our minds, in an ordinary and natural way
;

such as external objects, and decent circumstances of action

(which may be helps to devotion) commonly do work; then

men do ill to wound and terrify the consciences of the sim-

ple, by making them believe so false a charge against the

Church; which tends not only to the prejudice of truth

and peace here, but to the scandal of all the Churches of

the Reformation, and more particularly the Church of France,

whose principles and practice I have shewn to be the same
with those of the Church of England, and consequently as

liable to the same accusation.

I have insisted a little the longer upon clearing and vin-

dicating this point, because the charge that is brought
against the Church is so very heavy, and urged with so

much confidence by those that form it.

CHAP. VII.

That the French Church makes her Rites and Ceremonies

as necessary as the Church of England does.

The next charge against our Church is, that she uses an

exorbitant power in making indifferent rites and ceremonies

become necessary ; which is to alter their nature, and make
new terms of communion and everlasting* salvation. To
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Avhich f answer, tluit tlio cliai<^o is false in every ])art of it:

the C'liiiieh neither alters tlie nature of inilill'erent thiiiirs.

nor makes them properly new terms of comnninion, or terms

of salvation. First, she makes no alteration in the nature

of indillerent thin<;s, but only restrains their use in the out-

ward aet, without laying* any doctrinal necessity upon tliem,

which is the oidy thing- that can alter their nature. She
tloes not say, they are absolutely necessary and immutable in

their own nature, nor impose them as necessary for all times

and places, nor oblige any other Church besides her own mem-
bers, nor her own members to take them for particular com-
mands of God which no man can alter; but all she requires is,

conformity in the outward act, for the sake of peace and
union,and decency and order. This declaration is made by the

Church herself in the Prelace of the Common Prayer Book,
about ceremonies. " Those ceremonies which remain, were
retained for a discipline and order, which upon just reasons

may be altered and changed, and therefore are not to be

esteemed equal with God's law. And in these our doings,

we condemn no other nations, nor prescribe any thing- but

to our own people only. For w'c think it convenient, that

every country should use ceremonies, as they shall think

best to the setting- forth of God's honour and glory." This

certainly is the true liberty of all Christian Churches, to ap-

point what indifferent ceremonies they think fit for their own
members: but it is no part of Christian liberty, for the par-

ticular members of any Church, to contemn and slight the

laws of their community, when made by the aforesaid rules,

about indifferent thinas. For the thinijs are still indifferent

in their own nature, and yet they are bound to observe them.

Nor is there any absurdity at all in this, to say, that things

are still indillerent and free in their own nature, though a

necessity of outward obedience be laid upon us, unless the

wisdom of all Churches be deceived. Lo Blanc speaks in

the name of all the French Church, when he says, " That
rites and ceremonies appointed by the Church, are Observa-

iiones liberce, matters of free observation
;

yet so, as that

no one, by his private authority, may, or ought to contemn,

or reject them." They may be commanded then, and yet
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remain indiflFerent and free, according- to the true notion of

indifFerency, which he there g-ives ; which is, " That all

things are indifferent and free, which are not necessary

either in their own nature, or by Divine institution." Le
Blanc Thes. de Script. Plenit, Par. i. n. 6, p. 56.

Now the ceremonies of our Church are thus indifferent

and free, even after they are appointed: for they are neither

said to be necessary in their own nature, nor by Divine insti-

tution ; but only necessary to be observed for order's sake.

And when men have disputed never so long-, this is the case

of the French and all other Churches, that act and speak

judiciously about indifferent things.

But the Church of England makes rites and ceremonies

necessary terms of Church communion, and consequently

necessary terms of everlasting salvation. Here I ask again,

does the Church make any of her particular rites so neces-

sary to be observed by any doctrinal necessity, as to say,

except ye use these particular rites ye cannot be saved ?

Does she say, that if men be not sig-ned with the cross in

baptism, their baptism is not valid to make them members

of Christ, and heirs of salvation ? If they do not receive

the eucharist kneeling", they cannot otherwise be partakers

of Christ's body and blood'? No; but she enjoins these

ceremonies, and no one can ordinarily have the sacraments

without them : and does that make them new terms of com-

munion and salvation ? If so, then the French Church, and

all Churches in the world, yea dissenters themselves, are

guilty of making new terms of communion. I will put a

plain case, in which I think all Churches are concerned.

Suppose any man desires to be admitted to baptism, or the

communion, in any Church ; is it not necessary for hira to

comply with the particular orders of that Church, as to the

time when, and the place where, those sacraments are to be
administered ? He must go to a church, and not to a river

or a pond, to be baptized ; and he must meet the assembly

in a church, and not in an upper room ; in the morning pre-

cisely at a stated hour, if he will hold communion with them.

Now, suppose any man should be so weak, or so perverse,

as to refuse communicating" with the Church, because she has
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appointed lliis particular time and place for administering-

the sacraments, (which are confessed to l>e indifrerent cir-

cumstances in themselves,) and say, Christ appcjinled no

such terms of communion, hut left all times and places in-

diflerent; and tliorclure he could not communicate with

tliem, unless they left liim at liberty to do it where and

wlien he pleased. "Would this be a just charge against the

Church, and prove her guilty of adding other necessary

terms of communion, because she determines these particu-

lar circumstances of time and place, wliich arc iiulilTorent

in their ()\vn nature? I suppose, none but a delirious, or a

fanatical man will think so. And yet this is the charge

brought against the Church of England, for determining

some indifferent circumstances relatinn- to the administration

of the sacraments: a charge that recoils back upon tlie

head of those tliat make it, and wounds all protestant

Cliurches, and more particularly the French ; as T shall have

occasion more particularly to shew, when I come to treat of

baptism, and the communion of the Lord's supper ; where

I sliall make it appear, that they require several indifferent

circumstances, rites, and ceremonies to be observed, and yet

do not tliink themselves guilty of making new terms of com-
munion. All I shall say further here, is only to note in ge-

neral the true notion of making- new terms of communion ;

the want of attending to which, seems to be the only ground

of this objection. Now a Church is guilty of making new
terms of communion, when she requires any thing as a ne-

cessary condition, which Christ has given her no authority

to require. And this may be done, 1. By requiring the be-

lief of some new article of faith. Or, 2. some sinful prac-

tice, as conditions of communion. Or, 3. by prescribing

any rite as simply necessary in its own nature, which is in-

different, and condemning all others as sinful. For this in-

deed were to correct Christ's laws, and to alter the nature

of indifferent things ; which no Church has power to do.

Nor, 4. may she impose her own ceremonies upon other

Churches, and refuse to communicate ^vith those that will

not receive them. For ail Churches are at liberty to pre-

scribe rites for themselves ; and if any Church undertakes
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to prescribe to others, she g'oes beyond her commission, and
makes new terms of communion. But the case is different,

when a Church only prescribes rites and ceremonies for the

members of her own communion ; for then she does nothinsr

but what Christ has given her authority to do; and there-

fore to determine of particular circumstances of time, place,

habit, gesture, methods, forms, Sec. for the sake of order and

decency, and peace and union, cannot be making new terras

of communion, because she lias a general commission from

Christ, to take care that all things be done decently and or-

derly, to the benefit and edification of the Church. Indeed,

to speak properly, such determinations are so far from being

new terms of communion, that, in strictness, they are no

terms of communion at all ; unless any one will call all

orders and rules of church-government and discipline, terms

of communion ; the consequence of which will be, that all

Churches in the world, even the objectors themselves, are

guilty of making new terms of communion ; because they

determine many particular circumstances, such as time,

place, gesture, &c, in administering the sacraments, which

Christ has left undetermined. And is the Church of England

only guilty, when all other Churches do the same ?

If it be said, that the Church of England refuses to admit

any to her communion, who will not comply with her orders:

I answer, 1. That in all cases this is not true ; for she ad-

mits many to her communion, which do not in all things

comply with her orders. 2. In many cases, it is not the

Church that refuses men her communion, but they that re-

fuse themselves. For if men will not meet the Church at

the time and place appointed for Divine service, they can

have no communion with her ; but that is not the Church's

fault, but their own, who refuse to comply with her necesr

sary orders ; which she makes not terms of communion, but

only rules of discipline, to preserve unity and avoid confu-

sion in her religious assemblies. 3. In such cases, where

the Church thinks it expedient to deny her communion to

those, who refuse to obey her rules, as to those, who refuse

to be signed with the cross in baptism, or receive the com-

munion kneeling, or from a minister, who wears a surplice^
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or roads coinmoii-praycr, and tlic like ; cither it must be
said, that the Church has no power to make such rules ; or

if she has power to make them, she has power to see them
kept and ohserved, hy inlheting" j)roper censures upon those

that conteum them. And yet these rules are not, properly

speakiii<i% terms of communion, F'or as a judicious* writer

well observes," 'Jljore are two distinct reasons, why a Chiirch

may (U'liy her communion to any person ; either because
ihey renounce the terms of lier communion, or because they

refuse to submit to her laws and rules of worship: and
therefore it is a ridiculous thing" to say, that a Church makes
every thing" a term of her communion, for the refusal of

which she denies her communion to her own members. Wc
may call these, if we please, the terms of her particular

communion
; but this is no greater fault for any Church to

make such terms of communion, thrn to make laws for

g-overnment and discipline
; for such terms are nothing- else.

They are but the same terms which are required in the

French Church, by many canons of her Book of Discipline

and Synods; of which more hereafter in their proper place.

CHAP VIII.

That ihc French Church docs not think the Imposition of an
Uniform Observance of the same Rites and Ceremonies,

to be the Cause of Schism ; nor does she ahrcgate or dis-

pense with her Laws, because some are ojfended at them.

The last objection ag-ainst the Churcb's privilege to ap-

point rites and ceremonies, is made by those, who are always

haranguing about the mischief of impositions, which they

say arc the causes of schism and divisions in the Church;
which might be cured, if either the present laws about cerc-

* Dr. Sherlock's Vind. of (Ik Iliplils of Eccl. Aullior. p. 1 15.
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monies were abrogated, or but so far dispensed with, as to

leave all ceremonies indifferent in their use to all such as

have any scruples against them. What truth there is in this

argument, as it relates to the case of the Church of England,

has been examined by others;* who have shewn, l.That

some cirumstances, indifferent in themselves, are necessary

to be determined for the preservation of order in religious

assemblies, such as time, place, &c. for there can be nothing

but confusion without them. 2. Others are necessary to be

determined upon the account of decency in God's worship;

that no public scorn be put upon God, under pretence of

public worship. 3. That to leave all the externals of reli-

gion at liberty, is so far from being the cure of divisions,

that it would be a greater cause of them. 4. That the opi-

nion of dissenters, that indiff'erent things are unlawful in the

worship of God, is no just and necessary reason for parting

with them ; because religion can never be stript so naked,

but there will remain some indifferent rites and usages,

which some men or other will condemn or scruple, as the

quakers do praying with their hats off", and appropriating

Churches to Divine service, &c. 5. That it is of much greater

consequence to common Christianity, to deliver men from

such superstitious conceits, as the imagining indifferent

things to be sinful, and to maintain true Gospel-liberty and

freedom, than to receive such men into the Church, by in-

dulging their superstition. 6. That though parting with

two or three indifferent ceremonies, would be of no great

consequence, in order to cure a schism
;
yet to part with the

doctrine of the lawfulness of indifferent things, and throw

away all ceremonies upon that principle, wo'Jild be to cor-

rupt the Gospel, and to enslave the consciences of Christi-

ans. For which reasons the Church is not obliged, nor

can consent, to part with all indifferent things that any men

think fit to scruple; though she has power to alter rites and

ceremonies, as prudence, charity, and expediency shall di-

rect her. Now all that I shall add to these considerations,

* Dr. Sherlock's Defence of Dr. Slillingfl. c. ii. p. 44, &c.
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is to shew that tlioy j:(j upon the very principles and practice

of th»; F'renoh Church.

For Hrst, she thinks it necessary to determine many indif-

ferent circumstances and ceremonies in God's worship,

partly for order's sake, to avoid confusion, and partly to

preserve the decency and di<;iiity of God's external worship,

tliat men may not alfront Him, under pretences of horiourino-

Him. Upon this account, she g-ives many rules about pray-

ing, and preaching-, and administering- the sacraments, &c.

That all men shall pray kneeling, and with their hats off";

tliat baptism shall not be administered but in Church-assem-
blies: that the communion shall be received standirc, and
that the minister shall deliver it singly into every man's
hand, and use a certain form of words at the distribution of

it to every individual ; with many tlie like prescriptions in

her Liturgy and Canons ; but especially her Book of Disci-

pline, which contains above two hundred Canons, whereof
no inconsiderable number are to regulate matters in Church
assemblies, and the public exercise of Divine service.

2. She is so far from thinking that such impositions are

tlie causes of schism and dissention, that she declares unifor-

mity, and injunctions to bind men to it, to be the best pre-

servers of union, and the surest way to avoid scandals and
offences. As on the contrary, to leave the externals of reli-

gion to every man's liberty, is the way to create factions

and divisions, tumults and disorders, and to bring innume-
rable scandals and inconveniences into the Church. Upon
this account, as I have proved before, in the chapter about
uniformity and subscription, she requires all her ministers to

subscribe, and in some cases swear to observe all the rules

prescribed in her Canons, Book of Discipline, and Liturgy;

which sure is not to leave every man at liberty to practise

ns he pleases. 1 shall repeat none of these Canons here,

save only two or three, which more expressly deliver her

judgment and opinion about the usefulness of uniformity,

and expediency of injunctions ia order to preserve union.

The Synod of St. Maixant, 1609, cap. iii. art. 1. has this

Canon. " It being represented, that the different courses

VOL. viii. F
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taken in divers provinces, about, the choice, examination, and

ordination of ministers, brought with it a world of inconve-

niences, this Synodjudged it exceeding needful to establish

an express Canon, to be observed exactly, universally, and
uniformly, by all the provinces."

So again, cap. vi. art. 14. " That hereafter there may be

a general uniformity in the churches of this kingdom, in

the administration of the Lord's supper, and all scruples by

reason of difference and singularity arising in w^eak but

honest hearts, incapable of distinguishing' between the sub-

stance and circumstance of the sacred action, may be pre-

vented ; all pastors are enjoined to abstain from any new or

private methods of their own." And that we may not think

these private methods, which they condemn, w ere any other

than such as only concerned the outward circumstances and

rites of administration, the Canon goes on to tell us what

they were; viz. such as these, "the reading the words of

institution between the ordinary long prayer, and that ap-

pointed particularly for this sacrament, which ought to be

read after : the uncovering the bread and wine, whilst they

read the words of institution : the bringing the people up in

companies unto the table, there to sit or stand ; whereas

they should make them come up one by one unto it : the

suffering the people to give the cup one to another, it being

contrary to the express letter of a Canon of our discipline,

which ordereth pastors to deliver it.

These are plain evidences, that the French Church did

not think it most advisable, to leave all men to their own
private methods in celebrating Divine service, and adminis-

tering the sacraments : they knew that if men were left to

do as they would, they would have very different and singu-

lar ways; aud that would raise scruples in the minds of

weak people, and tempt them to think either that it was not

the same action, or that one way was much better than an-

other; the consequences of which must be doubtings and
jealousies, if not sidings and factions, and following one

teacher above another, with many such scandals and incon-

veniences that might attend it. To remedy all which, the
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Church knew no bettor method, than to ol)li<»-e all her minis-

ters and people to a strict imilormity, that there might be

no occasions of strife among- them.

This was the ground of that famous oath, called tlie oath

of union, whicli was drawn up in the Synod of Privas, 1GI2.

and confirmed in the following Synods of Tonneins, Vitre,

-and Alcz, and runs in this form. " \Ve knowing by expe-

rience, that nothing is more necessary to preserve the peace

and welfare of the Church, than an holy union and concord,

both in doctrine and discipline, and their dependencies, and

that the Church cannot long subsist without it,—have, in

the name of all our Churches, sworn and protested to remain

inseparably united in that confession of faith, and keep in-

violably that ecclesiastical discipline, which is established

in the reformed Churches of this kingdom."

That which I chiefly remark in this oath, is the reason

given for imposing it; to wit, the preservation of union and

concord in the Church ; to maintain which, they did not

not think it sulHcient that they were all agreed in the same

confession of faith, unless they kept inviolably to the obser-

vation of the same discipline also ; and therefore they en-

tered upon a most strict oath to keep it uniformly, and see

that all their Churches walked by the same rule in the pub-

lic exercise of Divine service, I hope no one will say, this

was to leave all indifl'erent circumstances, rites and ceremo-

nies, to every man's liberty, to use or not use at his plea-

sure.

3. If any particular Churcli or persons were aggrieved

with these impositions, and desired to be freed from them,

either by altering the laws that enjoined them, or relaxing

their force, and leaving* them to their liberty, their petitions

were seldom granted; unless in some very weighty case,

that obliged them to change a law, or grant a general dis-

pensation. It was a rule made in the Synod of Tonneins,

1614. cap. viii. art. 8. " That even national Synods should

not innovate any thing in the confession of faith, catechism,

liturgy, and discipline of the Church, unless the matter had

been first proposed by one or more provinces, and unless

F 2
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also it were a thing of very great importance." I shall have

occasion hereafter to shew upon many particular heads, how

often they refused to make alterations, or so much as tole-

rate practices contrary to their rules of discipline, though

often importunately solicited to do it; not only by single

persons, but sometimes whole Churches. Mr. Diodati de-

sired to have a new translation of the Bible brought into the

Church, but his petition was rejected in the Synod of Alan-

son. The Church of Montauban desired leave to continue an

old custom that had been among them; which was for elders

to deliver the cup to the people in the sacrament, but they

could not be heard in the Synod of Alez, because it was

contrary to a rule of their discipline, and therefore their pas-

tors were peremptorily commanded to conform to the esta-

blished order. The Churches of Nismes and Montpellier

made fresh instances for the same privilege in the Synods

of Alanson and Charenton, but they had no answer, save

this, that they should conform themselves to the Canon of

their discipline, on pain of being prosecuted with all eccle-

siastical censures. And so in many the like cases.

4. If it be said, this rigour was not used toward men

that scrupled or doubted, of the lawfulness of any part of

their discipline, but only when they desired alterations or

dispensations upon some other reasons ; I answer, that is

not true; for their Book of Discipline supposes and provides

against many such cases, and gives directions what is to be

done with men that dissent, and stir up contention, and

break the Church's union about any point of doctrine, or of

discipline, or about the form of catechising, or administra-

tion of the sacraments, or of public prayers, or the celebra-

tion of marriage. And the rules they give for satisfying

dissenters in these cases, are first, " that the consistory of

the place shall endeavour to remove their scruples with all

meekness, from the Word of God : but in case they do not

rest satisfied with that, then their arguments are to be heard

before a Classis, after that before a provincial Synod, and

last of all before a national Synod ; unto which if they re-

fuse to yield full obedience, and in express terms disclaim
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(lioir errors, they are to be cut olf" by oxcommunication

from the liody of flie Cliurcli.' Book of Discipl. e. v.

art. 31.

It cannot bo denied, but that this Canon speaks of dissen-

ters, that have real scruples upon them, touching- discipline

and cerotMonies : yet the method which tlie French Church

orders to be taken with them, is not to accuse lierself of

unjust impositions, and comply with their errors by a need-

less alteration of her own laws, or such indulg'ences as

would breed g-reater disturbances and confusion ; but to ad-

monish and instruct them soberly out of the Word of (iod,

time after time, till they utterly refused to hear her voice:

in which case she would have them no longer treated as sons,

but cast out of her communion, as incorrigible offenders

ag-ainst the discipline of the Church.

They now who condemn the Church of England, for not

complying- with dissenters so far as to leave all things at

liberty that any men scruple and think uidavvful, and would

have her reform by the e\am[)Ie of the best reformed

Churches, would do well to consider, whether the example

they propound for her imitation, do not rather exceed her

in rigour and stiffness, as they call it, and teach her a more
severe discipline instead of condescension. It appears from

what I have discoursed, that there is no other power chal-

lenged or exercised by the Church of England, in this whole
matter relating to rites and ceremonies, but what is as fully

exercised in the FrencVi Church ; which is abundantly suffi-

cient to justify, so far as I have undertaken to do, the twen-

tieth Article of our Church, from the exceptions of Mr. B.

and all others, who have raised causeless clamours against

it. I will now proceed to consider what is said against the

remaining Articles.
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CHAP. IX.

An Answer to some Reflections inade on the twenty-first,

twenty-third and twenty-fifth Articles, by Mr. Baxter.

The twenty-first Article of our Church is so entirely

levelled ag-ainst the popish doctrines, relating* to the calling

and infallibility of general Councils, that one would wonder
what any protestant writer could find to except against it.

The words of the Article are, '* General Councils may not

be gathered together without the commandment and will of

princes. And when they be gathered together, forasmuch

as they be an assembly of men, whereof all be not governed

by the Spirit and Word of God, they may err, and some-

times have erred even in things pertaining- unto God.

Now Mr. B. says, " too many deny what is here said

against gathering general Councils without the will of

princes 5 and that Councils may err in things pertaining to

God." But who are these good men that have such

scruples upon them 1 Mr. B. names none, but leaves his

reader to guess, who will easily imagine that he can mean
no other but papists, since none but papists deny cither part

of this article. I should abuse ray readers' patience, should

I go about to prove, that the French writers are none of

those who deny it: 1 shall only observe one thing; that

by the same reason Mr. B. mentions this Article as excepted

against by too many, he might have said the same of the

next that follows, however he came to miss it. For the

same persons that deny the twenty-first Article, deny also

the twenty-second, which says, " the Romish doctrine con-

cerning purgatory, pardons, worshipping and adoration, as

well of images as reliques, and also invocation of saints is

a fond thing-, vainly invented, and grounded upon no war-

ranty of Scripture, but rather re[)ugnant to the Word of

God." It must be owned, there are too many who deny this

Article ; but what thenl Must the Church waive this Article

too, in compliance with the scruples of those who deny it 1

No, Mr. B. himself does not think fit to say so. Then I

think he ought not to have mentioned the twenty-first Arti-
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do upon that account ; .since the very same persons wlio

ilefend tlio infallibility of general Councils, defend the

dofdines of purgatory, [>ardons, itna^('-\vorsliip, &c.

Hc! says next, the tvveiity-tliird Article seems defective

about calling- n)inisters, to them that are for uninterrupted Ca-

nonical succession. Ho names none, hut if he meant any true

ministers of the Church of England, I dare say lie was

mistaken. For they who speak the most for uninterrupted

succession never said this Article was defective, for they

say uninterrupted succession is implied in the Article itself,

which speaks of ordinary vocation in these terms: " Those

we ought to judg-e lawfully called and sent, vvhicli be

chosen and called to this work by men who have public

authority given unto them in the congregation, to call

and send ministers into the Lord's vineyard." Now per-

sons, who have public authority to call others, are such

as have received that authority from others before, who
had power to give it ; and they again received that power

from others so qualified before them; and so on, till the

succession may be traced up even to the Apostles. And
this is true in all ordinary and common vocations of mi-

nisters, which the Article speaks of. As for extraordinary

cases, and cases of absolute necessity, I know no one that

insists upon uninterrupted succession in them ; for such

cases come not within the compass of ordinary rules,

which are only made for common and ordinary cases. The
French Confession in the thirty-first Article, which speaks of

the vocation of ministers, expressly puts in this caution

:

" We believe that it is not lawful for any man of his own
authority to take upon himself tlie government of the

Church, but that every one ought to be admitted thereunto

by a lawful election, if it may possibly be done, and that the

Lord do so permit it. Which exception we have expressly

added, because that sometime, as it hath fallen out in our

days, the state of the Church being interrupted, God hath

raised up some persons in an extraordinary manner, for to

repair the ruins of the decayed Church." I dispute not

now whether this be true of Calvin and their first re-

formers, (hat they had such an extraordinary vocation
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from God ; that perhaps would admit of some debate : but

the thing I hence observe, admits of none, viz. that they
'

were wholly for uninterrupted succession, except in extra-

ordinary eases.* And that is sufficient to justify both the

sense I have given the Article of our Church, which 1 say

implies an uninterrupted succession, and also those whom
Mr. B. wrongfully charges with believing the Article to be

defective.

The twenty-fourth Article Mr. B. passes over, though I

do not see why he might not as well have taken it in his

way, and censured it among the rest; at least, with as good
reason as he does the twenty-first. For though it be very

true, " that it is a thing plainly repugnant to the Word of

God, and the custom of the primitive Church, to havepubHc
prayer in the church, or to minister the sacraments in a

tongue not understood of the people." Yet there are too

many who deny this ; and that was Mr. B.'s good reason

against the twenty-first Article which will hold every jot as

well against this.

However the twenty-fifth Article could not escape him.

He says, " some great churchmen think contrary to it, that

confirmation is a Gospel sacrament." He was too wise to

name names, lest perhaps the persons might have justified

themselves, and proved him a raisrepresenter of their doc-

trine. But admit the charge were true, what is it to the

Church, or her Articles'? " Why then, he says, it is evident

that many subscribers are great nonconformists, and if they

speak their mind, are excommunicated ipso Jacto.'^ The
inference from all which, if there be any sense or reason in

what he said at first, mustbe, that they, who thus speak or write

* Note, Calvin himself defends uninterrupted succession as much as any
man, in ordinary cases ; as appears from his letter to the King of Poland,

p. 87. Optandum essel, ut valeret continua successio, ul functio ipsa quasi

per mnnus traderetur. Quia autem Papce Tyrannide abiuptafuit vera

ordinationis series, novo subsidio nunc opus est ad ecclesite inslaurationeni.

• —Omnino exlraordinarium fuit hoc munusquod Dominus nobis injunxit,

dum opera nostra ad colligendas ecclesias usus est. Qui ergo ita prjeter

spem hominum insolito modo repente apparuorunt sincersE pielatis vindices,

eorum vocatio a communi rcgula sestimari non debet. Sec also his Letter to

N.N. p. 2U.
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agi^aiiist tlio Articles, may ho good men for all thai, and it is

very rigorous in the Church to excommunicate them for it.

The [M('tend(>d rigour ol' this excommunication will he con-

sidered in another place, when I come to speak of tlie Canons

of tlie Church: here I only observe what a character I\lr. B.

g-ivesmany of these hisg"Ood men, vvhohave scruples ag'ainst

the Articles, when he stiles them subscribing- nonconformists

:

the English of which is, cither that they subscribe ag-ainst

their conscience, or at least make no conscience to write

against tlieir subscription: neither of which arc very com-
mendable (jiialities in any men, and least of all in men of

repute and character for their goodness. But be their good-

ness what it will in other respects, the Church has no reason

to alter her doctrine for their scruples, any more than is done

in the Church of France, whose doctrine I have proved to be

the same with our Articles in every point that any of these

good men scruple. And so I have done with Mr. B.'s ex-

ceptions, which he professes to be made not in his own be-

half, but in behalf of others.

CHAP. X.

Of some other Objections against the Articles, made by

other Dissenters.

In the year 1660, there was a book written by divers mi-

nisters of sundry counties in Eng-land, entituled, " Reasons,

shewing the Necessity of Reformation of the Public Doc-
trine, Worship, Rites and Ceremonies, Church-Govern-
ment and Discipline:" in which several other objections are

advanced against the Articles, under the first head of reform-

ing- the public doctrine.

They object against the sixth Article, " that it is defec-

tive, because it enumerates not all the books of the New
Testament, but only says, all the books of the New Testa-

ment, as they arc commonly received, we do receive and
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account Canonical. And because in the same Article it is

said, by Canonical Books we understand such, of whose
authority there was never any doubt in the Cliurch. Now,
say they, it is well known, that there have been doubts in

the Church, about the Epistle of James, the second of

Peter, and several other books and passages in the New
Testament. Therefore the article is defective in not enume-
rating all the books of the New Testament.

Now the question is, whether the Article do not as plainly

signify what books of the New Testament are to be received

as canonical, as if it had particularly enumerated them:
since it says, all the books of the New Testament, as they

are commonly received, we do receive and account canoni-

cal. Who is there so ignorant, as not to know what books

of the New Testament are now commonl}^ received in all

the Churches of Europe, popish as well as protestantl

Therefore there was no occasion to enumerate them, be-

cause there was no doubt made about them. " Yes, they

say, there have been doubts in the Church about the Epistle

of St. James, the second of Peter, and several other books

and passages in the New Testament." But this is either a

great mistake, or a great fallacy: for if they mean the

Catholic Church, or the major part of it, it is a great mis-

take to say there ever were any such doubts in the Church

:

but if they mean particular men's opinions, then it is a fallacy

put upon the reader, to call such doubts in the Church
;

for the Article denies not that some of these books were

doubted of by particular persons, but the meaning is, that

they were never generally doubted of in the Catholic

Church. And therefore it was sufficient to say, we receive

them as they are commonly received, and ever have been

received, without any doubt in the Catholic Church.

If this were any real defect in the Article, or objection

against it, the argument would be much stronger against

the confessions of most of the reformed Churches, which

neither enumerate the books of the Old Testament, nor the

New, but only say, they receive the Canonical Scripture, or

the writings of the Prophets and Apostles, as it is in the

Saxon confession, art. 1. The Helvetic, art, 1. Scotish
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art. 18. Boheinic, art. 1. and llmt of Wittcnberf^, .irt. 21).

which uses the very expression of our Article, to dccluro

what books of the Old Testament, as well as the New, arc

to be taken for Canonical Scrii)ture, without enumerating^

either the one or the other. " By the Holy Scripture we

undcr.stand those Canonical Books of the Old and New
Testament, of whose authority there never was any doubt in

the. Church.

Yea, the French and Bclgic confessions, which arc the

only confessions that particularly enumerate all the books

both of the Old and New Testament, do not enumerate the

several passages of the New Testament, of which some

have doubted : such as the last chapter of St. Mark, the

beg-inning- of the 8th chapter of St. John, and tliat part of

the 22d chapter of St. Luke, which relates the history of

our Saviour's bloody sweat. For though some particular

persons doubted of these passages, yet the Church never

di<l; and they are now commonly received for Canonical

and authentic. Upon which account, the French Church

had no need to specify these particular places, but only to

say they received the Gospels of Mark, Luke, and John, as

they ever were, and now are commonly received. And what

justifies the Church of France justifies also the Church of

Kngland from this trifling* objection.

CHAP. XL

Oj Ihe thirhj-Jiih Article, and the UoyniUes.

Another of their attacks is upon the thirty-fifth Article

" which says the Book of Homilies contains a Godly and

wholesome doctrine necessary for these times, and is

therefore to be read in churches by the ministers diligently.

Now by this means, they say, men must subscribe false

doctrines or assertions, because there arc some thing's false

in the Homilies ; and they instance in two particulars.
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*1. In tliG Homilyof the time and place of prayer part. ii. p.

147. it is said, that plurality of wives was by special prero-

g-ative suffered to the Fathers of the Old Testament, not

for satisfying- their carnal and fleshly lusts, but to have many
children, because every one of them hoped, and beg-ged oft-

times of God in their prayers, that that blessed seed which

God promised should come into the world to break the ser-

pent's head, might come and be born of his stock and kin-

dred." Now this, they say, is false, because every one

knew out of what tribe Christ was to issue.

To which I answer ; 1 . That supposing this were a mis-

take in the homily, (as it is not, but only a mistake in the

objectors,) yet it is not of that consequence, as to hinder the

Book of Homilies from being a book that contains a Godly

and wholesome doctrine, fit to be read in Churches : which

is all that men subscribe and not as the objectors say that

we subscribe to false doctrines, and false assertions

:

which is a false assertion in them. It is well known,
that Clemens's Epistle, which has the story of the Phoenix

in it, was anciently read in many Churches. So was also

Hermes Pastor, and the Homilies of Ephraim Cyrus, and
several other Fathers, which perhaps had as great mistakes

in them. And what comes nearer to my purpose, Beza tells

us, that Calvin's Homilies upon Job were read both pub-

licly and privately with great benefit, in many parts of the

French Church, where they supplied the place of pastors,

when pastors were wanting-. Beza Pref. Homil. Calvin in Job.

And Hottinger says the same of Bullinger's Decads of

sermons, that in Holland and the rest of the Belgic Churches,

they were ordered by public authority, from the beginning-

of the reformation, to be read in such places as wanted mi-

nisters to preach to them. Hotting". Hist. Eccl. sect. xvi.

part iv. p. 960.

Now it is great odds, but that in two such large volumes

* Note, That the words which the objectors alledge, are not in the Ho-
mily, of the " Time and Place of Prayer," but in the first part of the

Homily, intituled,'" An Information for them which take offence at cer-

tain Places of the Holy Scripture."
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US Bii Hi Miner's Detads, ami Calvin's Homilies upon Job,

some nice critics, if they would set about it, riuoht liiid as

great faults as our objectors suppose this to be wliirli tln'v

mention. But what then, must the Cliurehes of Franee and

Belgium be saiil to subscribe to the truth of every tittle con-

tained in those two books, mistakes and all, because they

think them fo contain a Godly and wholesome doctrine, fit

to be authorized publicly to be read in their congregations ?

No, certaiidy : Beza himself was not so grent an admirer of

Calvin, as to think that all his sermons and comments were

without their failings. He expressly owns the contrary in

one of his epistles, where yet he defends his catechism as

free from faults, against the exceptions of one Adrian, a

Dutchman. Beza, Ep. 4. p. 41.

And this were a sufficient answer to our objectors, sup-

posing- the passage in the homily they quote to be a real

mistake.

2. But after all, the mistake is only in themselves, and not

in the homily. For the homily does not speak of such fa-

thers, as might know that the promised seed was to issue

out of the tribe of Judah ; but of Abraham and Jacob, who
lived long- before Judah was born, or the promise confined

to that tribe; which was not till Jacob's death at least, who
then first made mention of the Shiloh's corning out of the

tribe of Judah. And this our objectors could not be igno-

rant of; but if they had dealt fairly with the homily and

their readers, they had spoiled their own objection. For

though the fathers of other tribes could not pray that the

promised seed mi^^ht come of their stock and kindred, after

the promise was clearly understood to be confined to the

tribe of Judah
;
yet Abraham and Jacob might pray for this,

as doubtless they did ; and that is all the homily asserts, as

any one will be satisfied that consults it.

Their other objection is against a passage in the second

part of the Homily of Alms, p. IGO, where are these words :

" The same lesson doth the Holy Ghost also teach, in sundry

places of the Scripture ;" saying, " Mercifulness and Alms-

giving purgeth from all sins, and delivereth from death, and

suffereth not the soul to come into darkness. A great con-
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fidence may they have before the Hig-h God, that shew
mercy and compassion to them that are afflicted." Now
over against these words in the margin is cited Tobit, 4.

Whence our objectors conclude that the homily stands

chargeable with these two g-ross errors. 1. That the book
of Tobit is to be taken for Holy Scripture. 2. That it was
indited by the Holy Ghost.

To which I answer, First, That there is no necessity of

either of these charges. For though Tobit be cited in the

margin, yet the first text alleg-ed is not to be found in Tobit,

but in the canonical book of Proverbs, xvi. 6. " By mercy
and truth iniquity is purged." And the next expression,
*' Mercifulness delivereth from death," may as well be as-

cribed to Solomon also. Prov. x. 2. and xi. 4, where he says,
*' Righteousness delivereth from death," that is, merciful-

ness, as the original wsignifies, and as it is sometimes trans-

lated.

Since therefore the principal part of these texts are to be
found in the Canonical Scripture, it is reasonable to believe

the "homily refers to them in that expression, " The same
lesson doth the Holy Ghost also teach in sundry places of

the Scripture." And though Tobit and Ecclesiasticus be
cited in the margin at the same time, that does not prove

them to be Canonical Scripture, indited by the Holy Ghost.

But, secondly, suppose the homily had said this in express

terms
;
yet the same candour and favourable construction,

which is commonly allowed by all protestant writers to the

primitive Fathers, will take off the seeming harshness and
solecism of this expression. For though the Fathers had
generally the same opinion of the canonical and apocryphal

books that we have, yet many of them in their free and po-

pular discourses cite the apocryphal books under the title

of Holy Scripture, and canonical writings, inspired by the

Holy Ghost. And yet we do not think fit to condemn them,

or yield up their testimonies to the papists, but expound
them to an allowable sense by a soft and favourable inter-

pretation. Thus Chamier observes, that Athanasius, in his

book cle Virginitate, cites Ecclesiasticus, under the title of

Qua yeu<l)Ti} Divine Scripture', and Hilary on the 135th
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Psalm, calls (ho aulluir of tho Book of Wisdom by the

name of l'roi)hot, fd ilocef Prnphcta. Yol lie will not allow

tliat these FatluMs believed these books to be strictly canoni-

cal and inspired AViitinf];'s, bocanse the same Falliers else-

where call llu'tn apocryphal. Therefore In? says, " Thonj^h

they cited them sometimes cum pra'fafione honoris, with

such hononrable titles, yet it does not follow that those

books are canonical, though the Fathers alledge them nnder

the name of Holy Scripture and the Holy Ghost, because

they did not then stand to examine their authority to the

(piick/' Clianiier, tom. 1. de Canon, lib. iv. c. Iv. n. 5.

And so Rivet in like manner apologizes for tliem ag^ainst

Daily the Jesuit, " We do not deny," says he, " that many
of the ancients before St. Jerom's time, or thereabouts, did

sometimes cite the controverted books as sacred and Divine

Scriptures, and commended them as prophetical writinj^s.

Thus St. Ambrose calls the Book of Tobit, Scriptura Pro-

pheiica, Prophetical Scripture. Lib. de Tobia. c. 1. Cle-

mens Alexandrinus calls Baruch, Divine Scripture. Pwdag-.

1. ii. c. 3. And Theodoret, in his exposition of Baruch, does

the same. Cyprian terms the History of Susannah, Divine.

Lib. de Lapsis. And St. Ambrose does the like, de Spiritu

Sancto. c. 7. Cyprian cites the Book of Wisdom by the

title of Divine Scripture, de Habitu Virg. And Cyril of

Alexandria follows him therein. Lib. 2. cont. Julian. Yet
it does not hence follow that they believed these books to

be strictly Canonical Scripture.—We answer as Bellarmine

does about the Canons of the Councils and Popes, when he

says, though they be distinguished from, and postponed to

the Divine Scripture, yet they are and may be called, sua

nwdo, in thoir way, sacred and canonical writing, as the 7th

general Council calls the Decrees of Councils, Divinely in-

spired constitutions. And Pope Innocent HL cites a saying-

of St. Austin's, out of his 17th Homily, de Verbis Apostoli.

under the title of Holy Scripture. So we say of these apo-

cryphal books, that some of tho Fathers call them at large,

and after some sort. Sacred and Divine ; when they speak not

accurately, but popularly, and to such with whom they had
no controversy about them. As we ourselves sometimes
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cite them, to illustrate things contained in the Canonical

Scripture. Nor do we deny, but that though these books

cannot be esteemed truly canonical, yet they are of greater

authority than any other uncanonical writings ; to distin-

guish them from which, they are comparatively by some in

a less accurate signification termed Sacred and Divine."

Thus far Rivet in his answer to the Jesuit's objection.

Cathol. Orthod. Tract 1. q. xiii. n. 7.

Now use but the same candour and distinction for this

expression in the Homilies, as these learned Frenchmen do

for the primitive Fathers, and our objector's argument will

vanish into nothing. For at worst it is but an inaccurate

expression in a popular discourse, and may be allowed as

well as those sayings of the primitive Fathers; whom we do

not presently damn as heterodox and absurd, but allow them
the justice of a fair and reasonable interpretation.

Chamier makes the same apology for those Fathers, who
say the translation of the Septuagint was made by the in-

spiration of the Holy Ghost, Tom. 1. lib. xiii. c. iv. n. 4.

'' I answer," says he, " that all the faithful are inspired by

the Holy Ghost, whenever they do any good thing*. Whence
they are said to be taught of God, and to have the Spirit of

God dwelling in them. But there are different degrees of

this inspiration, the highest of which is, when men are so

moved, as to be immediately and extraordinarily illuminated,

as the Prophets and Apostles were. After whom there is

great diversity of Spiritual gifts ; some receive more, some
less of that infinite abundance, but none come up to those

of the first rank, though all may be said to be moved by the

Holy Ghost. As Gaudentius said of St. Ambrose, ' He
will speak by the Holy Ghost, with which he is filled, and

out of his belly will flow rivers of living water.' " In this

lower sense he allows the authors of the Septuagint to be

inspired ; but then he says it does not follow that their

translation was properly Divine and authentic. And those

Fathers which said it was done by the inspiration of the

Holy Ghost, must be understood of this inferior and ordi-

nary sort of inspiration.

The same we sav of the authors of the Homilies, that
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snpposiii';' Jlicy luid qiiodnl ToMt and Ecelcsiiisticus as in-

spirtul writings, tlioy must of noeessity lio understood of

this lower and ordinary kind of inspiration. In the sanrie

sense as Calvin says of himself, that he doul)ted not but that

he had the assistance of God in writinfi' his catc^cliism.

" ///. quo scribcndo Dumirium mihi ndfiiisse conjidoy Ep.

ad N. p, 203. And as the Synod of Tonneins told Kinj^

James in their letter to him, " that they received with all

reverence and submission his g-ood and wholesome coun-

sels, as flowing- from the Holy Spirit of God." Synod of

Tonneins, 1014,0.19. p. 438.

I suppose no one will think, that either Calvin took him-

self to be inspired, or that the Frenchmen at Tonneins had
such a veneration for king* James, as to take his counsels

for Divine oracles. Yet they mig-ht say truly that liis coun-

sels flowed from the Holy Spirit of God, in the common
and ordinary way of Divine assistance ; reserving- it still as

the peculiar privilege of Prophets and Apostles, to be ex-

traordinarily and infallibly guided by the Holy Ghost.

CHAP. X\L

Of the Objections inade against the sixteenth, twentieth,

thirty-fourth, and thirty-seventh Articles, by the afore-

said Authors.

The same authors express themselves much aggrieved at

a declaration put forth by King Charles the First, and pre-

fixed to the Book of Articles, wherein among other thing's

it is ordered, " That no man shall either print or preach, to

draw any article aside any way, nor put his own sense or

comment upon it, but shall take it in the literal and gram-
matical sense of it. Now, by this means, they say, all

ministers are deprived of the liberty of interpreting any one
of the articles. So that whereas it is said in the sixteenth

Article, not every deadly sin willingly committed after V>ap-

VOL. Vlll. G
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tism, is the sin against the Holy Ghost ; no minister may
dare to open the nature of deadly sin, nor say that all sins

are deadly, contrary to the popish distinction of sins into

mortal and venial ; nor explain what is meant by falling

from grace. So again, whereas it is said in the twentieth

Article, the Church hath power to decree rites and ceremo-

nies, and authority in controversies of faith ; ministers may
not enquire what is meant by the Church, whether the

Church Catholic, or Church of England ; nor what the

Church of England is 5 what rites or ceremonies it may or-

dain ; or how far her authority extends in controversies of

faith. And if she happen to ordain ought contrary to God's

word, or expound one place of Scripture repugnant to ano-

ther, or enforce any thing to be believed for necessity of

salvation, that is beside the word, no man may question it:

but we must assent and subscribe to it in the literal and

grammatical sense of it, or be deprived of all ecclesiastical

promotions."
" And whereas the 34th Article treats of the traditions and

ceremonies of the Church, ordained by common authority, &c.

Ave must not curiously enquire what is meant by traditions
;

whether the traditions of the Church of Rome, or any other

Church ; whether traditions be distinct from ceremonies, or

the same with them ; how a tradition may be said to be or-

dained ; or what is meant by common authority." Thus
far the objectors in their plea for reformation of doctrine,

p. 3.

To which I answer, 1. That the literal and g'rammatical

sense, is the sense in which all Churches commonly desire

their Articles to be understood ; and to understand them in

any other sense, is either to force unnatural interpretations

upon plain words, or make nonsense of them. It is a known
controversy betwixt Protestants and Papists, concerning the

literal and mystical sense of Scripture ; where the question

is not, whether the Scripture be ordinarily to be taken in a

literal sense, and sometimes in a mystical: for in this both

sides are agreed; as any one that pleases may satisfy him-

self, by consulting' any of the following authors. Chamier,

tom. 1. de sensu Scriptura), lib. xv. c, I, says, " sensum
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literalem et mysticum ngnoscimus, We nrknowleihjc hulk a

7ni/slical and literal senae in Snipture."' So VVhitaker, de

Script. Intorpr. q. v. c. 2. " We iiilirm there is one true,

proper, genuine sense of Scripture, arisinj^ from the words

riiihtlv understood, which we cull liternl, &c." RivetOk' ' 'I *

speaks often to the same purpose in his controversial wri-

tings. Rivet Isagog. in Scriplur. c. 11. It. Cathol. Orth.

Tr. 1. Q. 7. n. 2.

Therefore the objectors wore very weak to (puirrel with

tlie kino's declaration, for ordering- men to take the Articles'I'll
in their literal and grammatical sense, which is the only

sense, in which they can be rationally understood, by the

unanimous judgment of all protestant writers.

2. Their several inferences from thence, are altogether as

absurd ; that therefore ministers may not explain those pas-

sao-es in the several articles they mention, because they

must only take them in their literal and grammatical sense.

They might as well have said, with the very same truth

and modesty, that Protestant Churches forbid their ministers

to explain any passage of Scripture, or write any comments

upon it, because they say the Scripture is to be understood

in its literal and grammatical sense ; when yet that means

no more than this, that words are to be taken in their true,

proper, genuine sense, as they may reasonably be supposed

to be taken by the author that makes use of them ; which is

so far from hindering any man from explaining them, that it

is the most certain rule and guide to direct us how to ex-

plain them right, according to the true sense and meaning-

of the author. So much were our objectors mistaken, both

in their premises and their conclusion.

Their objestion against the 37th Article, is a very trifle.

They cannot consent to read it as it is now printed, and to

be taken in the literal sense, because it says, " the queen's

majesty hath the chief power in this realm of England, &c."

For now they think it should be the king-'s majesty, since

queen Elizabeth is dead.

But why did not such men's scruples lead them as well to

complain of subscribing the Bible, and to require some

alterations to be made in it ? For there are many such ex-

G 2
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pressions as this in the Scripture itself. Thus Gen. 35. 20.

" That is the pillar of RacheFs grave unto this clay," must

not be taken in the literal sense ; because, though it was in

being when Moses wrote, yet now it is no where to be found.

Gen. 47. 26. " Joseph made it a law over the land of Egypt

unto this day, that Pharaoh should have the fifth part of the

land," &c. But if we take the words in the rigor our objec-

tors do, neither Pharaoh nor the law are at this day in be-

ing : but they were when Moses wrote it. And so was

queen Elizabeth, when the Article was made ; and that is

enough to justify the expression, as appears from those in-

stances I have given out of Scripture, and a thousand others

that might be produced of the like nature.

And yet if this had been an insuperable scruple with the

objectors to hinder them from reading the Articles, or sub-

scribing them, they might have found some copies for the

ease of their consciences, vvhere this alteration is made.

For the editions, of Mr. Rogers's Exposition, read it, " the

king's majesty hath the chief power," &c. though by what

authority he made that alteration, I know not, nor shall I

here stand to enquire.

CHAP. XIII.

That the 39 Articles are as complete as the French
Confession.

There is one objection more made by the same authors,

which concerns the Articles in general ; that is, " that they

are defective, because there are sundry points of popery not

condemned in them ; and because they contain nothing of

the creation, of providence, of the fall of man, of sin, of the

punishment of sin, of God's covenants, of effectual calling,

adoption, sanctification, faith, repentance, perseverance, the

law of God, Christian liberty, and liberty of conscience, re-
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li<»ioiis uorsliip, the Sahliath or Lord's day, rnariia^^o and
divorce, tlu' coinimiiiion of saints, Cliureh-g-ovorniiient and
discipline, resurrection and the last judgment. All which
the Scripture teachetii as necessary, as appears by the coia-

prising- most of them in the Apostles' Creed, &c."
But 1. Is it not a wonder to hear men contradict them-

selves so grossly in the very same paragraph ? They own
most of these points are comprised in the Apostles' Creed,
and at the same time say our articles contain nothing- of
them

; when yet the Articles expressly declare, that " the
Apostles' Creed is thoroughly to be received and be-
lieved."

2. They are no more defoclivo than the Articles of the
French Confession are, which exceed them but one in num-
ber, and say as little upon many of those points, as our Ar-
ticles do : and yet no French protestant ever accused them
for being- defective.

3, The French writers own our Articles to be a com-
plete profession of the pure and sincere doctrine of the
Gospel. That is the very character which Beza gives them
in his Epistle Dedicatory to Queen Elizabeth, before his

New Testament.

Mr. Le Moyne was so far from thinking- them defective,

that he says no confession can be contrived more wisely
than the English is, and that the Articles of Faith were
never collected with a more just and reasonable discretion.

See his letter cited before in the beginning- of this book,
chap. 1.

If this be true, dissenters have no reason to quarrel with

our Articles, upon one account or other. Mr. Baxter may
complain, that they are redundant ; and these gentlemen,
that they are defective : but wise men will conclude, that

they are both in the wrong-, and that the Church has
observed a decent moderation. A learned, person * has
long ago proved, against these later objectors, that there

* The author is said to be Bishop Pearson.
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is no necessity of reforming* the doctrine of our Church,

in a discourse, entitled, " No necessity of reforming-, &C."''

whither I refer the reader, who values learning- and anti-

quity, for fuller satisfaction. I content myself with having

shewn what I here proposed, that the doctrine of our

Church, in all the controverted Articles, is exactly agreeable

to the doctrine of the French Church ; and that they, who
object ag-ainst, or separate from the one, upon the account

of her doctrine, must by the same reason be obhg-ed to

withdraw their communion from the other also.
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BOOK III.

Tin: On.lKCTIOxNS AGAINST THE LITURGY OF Tlllr:

CUL'IUII OF ENGLAND CONSIDERED, AND AN-

S>VERED UPON THE PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICES

OF THE REFORMED CHURCH OF FRANCE.

CHAP. T.

That the French Church hath a Public Liturgy or Form of

Prayers and Achninistration of Sacraments, which all

Ministers are obliged to use in their daily Service.

The French Liturgy is so often mentioned in many parts

of their Book of Discipline and Canons, already cited in this

discourse, that I think it needless to offer any further proofs,

that they have an established Liturg-y among them. But

(hero is one thing which it will not be amiss to evidence

and confirm a little further, which is, that they require all

ministers to use it constantly, and in no wise to vary or

deviate from it. Calvin gave this advice to the heads of

the English reformation in king Edward's days, and we

need not doubt but he took care to put it in practice in his

own country. " As to what concerns a form of prayer and

eccresiatical rites," says he, " 1 highly approve of it, that

there be a certain form, from which the ministers be not

allowed to vary : that first, some provision may be made to

help the simplicity and unskillfulness of some. Secondly,

that the consent and harmony of the Churches, one with

another, may appear. And lastly, that the capricious giddi-

ness and levity of such as effect innovations, may be pre-

vented. To which end 1 have shewn that a catechism will

be very useful. Therefore there ought to be a stated cate-

chism, a stated form of prayer and administration of the

sacraments." Calvin Ep. ad Protector. Angl. p. 416l>.

If we had no clearer light or evidence concerning the

practice of the French Church in this matter, ilna were a
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strong presumption what it must be, considering how great

an hand Calvin had in its reformation. But we have most

certain and undeniable evidences in the case. Their Book

of Discipline in one canon determines the controversy

beyond all dispute, cap. 5. art. 32. where it says, " If any

pastor break the Church's union, or stir up contention

about any point of doctrine, or discipline, or about the form

of catechising, or administration of the sacraments, or of our

common prayers and celebration of marriage, and conform

not to the determination of the Classis, he shall then be

suspended from his office, and be further prosecuted by the

provincial or national Synod." Here we see conformity to

the Liturgy and all its parts, as well as to the confession of

faith and discipline, is made necessary to the Church's

union. And this is demonstrable of every particular office

contained in it.

First, for their ordinary public prayers, they covenant, as

much as we do, to use their prescribed form and no other.

Nor do they ever pretend to deviate from this rule in their

ordinary service, but only allow of extraordinary prayers in

some cases, and upon some particular occasions, such

as the minister's prayer before sermon, and prayers com-

posed for solemn fasts and thanksgivings. He that pleases

may see this fully proved by that learned Frenchman Ludo-

vicus Capellus, in a long discourse about set forms of

prayer, where he shews that their Liturgy is not a mere

directory, but a precise form, to be used in all the offices it

appoints, by all the ministers of the kingdom ; and he an-

swers all objections brought against it. Thes. Salmur.

Par. 3. Disp. 37.

So that Mr. B's three arguments against the subscription

required of ministers in the 36th canon, which is, that ihey

will use in public prayer the forms prescribed in the Book of

Common Prayer and no other, are altogether as strong-

against the French Church. 1 . First he says, " the bishops

themselves by the king's order, do upon special occasions

of fasts and thanksgivings, prescribe, impose and use other

forms : and we must not covenant to disobey them. 2. The
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public iiiiiiisters liavcanddo in the pulpits lioforo sermons use

other forms; and so lireak (Iiis covenant tlicms(dvos. 3. It

heloni^'s to the otlico of a [)astor to word his own prayers, as

well as his own sermons : and it is sinful to renounce so much
of the wDrk of the ofliee, which we are vowed and ordained

to." En<^l. Nonconf. cap. viii. p. 43.

Then lirst, I say the I'Vench Church is guilty of perjury,

and breach of vow also: for they use particular forms pre-

scrilx'd upon special occasions of fasts and thanks<>i\infs,

besides their ordinary form of prayer. Calvin here will l)e

our w itness, who tells us in one of his epistles, " That in

in the yi*ar 15 il. when Germany was infested both with

war and pestilence, he prevailed with the magistrates of

Geneva to appoint a solemn day of extraordinary supplica-

tions for them, aud that he himself composed the prayers

that were to be used on that occasion. Precationes, quifms
in lis uferentiir, co7iscripsi'' Calvin, Ep. p. 203. And
there is such a form now annexed to his liturgy. Tom, 8. p. 31.

The French Canons often mention such solemn days of
fasting- and extraordinary supplications, in which they used
some new prayers besides their ordinary service. And yet
they never thought themselves guilty of perjury or breach
of covenant, because these were cases, which in the cove-
nant itself w ere presumed to be excepted.

2. They use other forms of prayer in the pulpit before
their sermons, as the ministers in England do. Dr. Bernard,
who put forth the book, called " Bishop Usher's Judgment,"
&:c. p. 315. says, both the Dutch and French Churches
are so strict in this matter, as to keep always to the same
form. The Geneva Liturgy allows every minister to choose
what form he thinks most convenient for his purpose. Pre-
cationis Formuuim ad id aptam Minister sibi pro arbitrio
deliijit. Calvin Formul. Prec. Eccl. T. 8. p. 29.

Thus the Synod of St. Maixant allows the minister, that
ordains another, to use a prayer of his own composing-, 'till

he comes to the prayer of consecration, and then he must
use the form which they prescribe, and no other. See this

cited a little after in this same ciiapter.

Any one, that will turn over any volume of Calvin's ser-
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mens, will find at the end of every homily a short prayer of

his own, about the length of one of our collects, suited to

the matter or subject of his discourse, which he constantly

used besides the long- prayer prescribed in the Liturgy to be

used after sermon.

3. The French Church did not think it belonged so abso-

lutely to the office of a pastor, to word his own prayers
;

no, nor yet his own sermons, as Mr. B. says it does, who
therein condemns himself ; that in 1661. presented a new

liturgy to the bishops, which words the pastors' prayers

for them, as much as the old liturgy does. And I cannot

think whom Mr. B. intended to serve by making this ob-

jection, unless those, who reject the use of all set forms in

general, as simply unlawful. For if it belong to the office

of a minister to word his own prayers, then he sins in using

a set form : and if so, all protestant ministers are to blame,

both in the French and all other protestant Churches; for they

do not always word their own prayers, but use the forms that

are prescribed for them. But then they do not contradict and

condemn themselves, and say vvith Mr. B. that it belongs

totheofficeof a pastor to word his own prayers, butthink that

in most cases, it is better the church by common consent

should word them for him ; and in some cases, it is more

advisable to word men's sermons for them too, where pas-

tors are weak and ignorant as many were in England,

France, Holland, &c, in the beginning of the reformation,

for the assistance of whom, Calvin's Sermons, and BuUing-

er's Decads, and our Book of Homilies, were allowed to

be read in churches. But of this 1 have spoken before.

1 now proceed with the business of set forms in other offices.

Conformity to the rubrick and canons, which appoint the

form of administering- the holy communion, is strictly

required by the Synod of St. Maixant, under pain of eccle-

siastical censure ; cap. 6. art. 14. " That hereafter there

may be a general uniformity in the Churches of this king-

dom, in the administration of the Lord's Supper,—all pastors

are enjoined to abstain from any new or private methods of

their own ; as of reading the words of institution between

the ordinary long prayer, and that appointed particularly

for this sacrament, &c." Then after several other rites men-
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tioned and ciijoinctl, llioy coneliule with this sanction

:

" Classes and Synods shall have their cyos over those, who
act eoiitrary to this order, anil reduce them to their duly

l»v all l)elittiri<;- censures."

Here we have express mention, not only of a form of

prayer to be used, hut in what order, and with what rites

and ceremonies the whole administration is to be performed

;

of which I shall speak more fully, when 1 come to consider

the particular objections that are made against our office for

celebrating- the holv communion. At present it is sufficient

to have ol)servctl, how this Synod enjoins tlie use of a set

form in administering- the communion as strictly as any rule^

canon, or rubrick in the Church of England.

I observe the same exactness required in keeping- close to

the rule and form appointed for the administration of the

other sacrament of baptism. Of which I will only give this

one instance out of a canon of the Synod of Vitro, 1583.

cap. ii. art. 8. The question being proposed, " Whether
the usual form of prayer should be recited at the baptism

of infants born out of matrimony, or in adultery, or incest,

because there are in it those words, ' Begotten of Father

and Mother whom thou hast called into thy Church V
The Synod judged, that there should be no dispute made
about it, for reasons whicli they there assign." Whence I

infer, that if they would not sulier any variation to be made
in the usual form of baptism, in so extraordinary and singular

a case, much less would they allow it to any upon common
and ordinary occasions.

And as they strictly keep to their form in the baptism of
infants, so do they likewise in the baptism of adult persons.

The 3d Synod of Charenton, 1G45. composed a particular

form for the baptism of persons, converted from paganism,
Judaism, mahometanism, and anabaptism, which is inserted
into the acts of that Synod, cap. 9. where there is a lono-

prayer, and particular interrogatories and answers for each
person, containing a renunciation of his former errors, &c.
"Which form by order of that Synod is enjoined to be used
particularly on those occasions, whenever God shall be
pleased to make any additions to His Church, of such con-
verts;' Synodic. T. 2. p. 447.
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Next for the form and manner of catechising-, they enjoin

the use of Calvin's Catechism, and allow not the least varia-

tion from it. Some motions were made once, and again in

the Synods of Montauban and Saumur, whether Calvin's

Catechism should not be changed. " But it was decreed,

that it should be retained, without the least alteration made
therein, nor should ministers be suffered to expound any

other." Synod of Montauban, 1594. cap. iv. art 4. Sau-

mur, 1596. cap iv. art. 2.

The Synod of Gap. 1603. renewed the same injunction,

and added this further Canon about the manner of expound-

ing it. " That whereas some chose a particular text, and

accommodated it to that particular section of the catechism

they would treat of, they were required not to alter the esta-

blished order, but to conform as others did unto it." Cap.

iii. art 5.

And in the Synod of Loudun, 1659. cap. viii. art. 2. it was
ordered, " that in those churches which have two sermons

on the Lord's day, the second sermon should be turned into

an exposition of the catechism, by way of common-place."

So nice were they in prescribing- not only the form and
words of a catechism, but the very manner also in which it

should be expounded.

They are as strict in observing a precise rule and form in

ordination of ministers. The Synod of St. Maixant leaves the

pastors at liberty to conceive a prayer of their own before the

consecration, but when they come to that, they must insert

these or the like words :
" we beseech thee, O God, to enrich

and furnish this thy servant, duly chosen according to the or-

der established in this thyChurch, with the gifts and graces of

thy Holy Spirit, &c. whom we do now dedicate and conse-

crate by this our prayer unto the office of a Gospel-minister.

And at these words the pastor praying shall stand up, and
lay his hand on the head of the ordained minister, who shall

kneel before him at the foot of the pulpit. And prayer be-

ing ended, and the new pastor risen up, the minister shall

give him the right hand of fellowship, in the presence of all

the people. And this Canon and form shall be unanimously

observed in all the provinces of the kingdom." Synod of

St. Maixant. cap. iii, art. 4.
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Hort' ^vo liavo not only n lonu ot" words, hut the vory ce-

rcrnonios oiijoiuoil, to In' used hoth at and iifttT consecration.

And that none mioht vary Iroin tlicm, it is ordered, that this

Canon shouKi be inserted into tlie Book of Discipline, where

now it stands, cap. i. art 8. and all swear to observe it.

Next for their oflice of matrimony, they are very precise in

prescribing- rules about it; some of which I will here trans-

cribe out of their book of discipline, wliich has a whole

chapter consisting- of thirty-two canons, relating to it.

The 23d Canon requires " all marriages to be publicly

solemnized in the religious assemblies of the faithful, ac-

cording to the Word of God, and by the ministry of the pas-

tors, and not of any others." Which is also a canon of the

Synod of Montauban, 1594. cap. iii. art. 19.

The 24th Canon says, " no marriage shall be solemnized

on those days in which the sacrament of the Lord's Supper

is administered. And this canon shall not be broken but

upon very great considerations, to be allowed by the consis-

tory. Nor shall any marriage be celebrated on days of pub-

lic prayer and fasting."

The Synod of Loudun, 1659, cap. x. art. 5. prescribes ca-

nonical hours also. " No ministers shall marry any persons

in their churches, excepting at the hours accustomed for

such solemnities." And there every provincial Synod is

impowered to make canons about the times and places of

celebrating- marriages.

The Synod of Vcrtuele, 1567. cap. x. art. G. orders,

" that no marriage shall be celebrated on any week-day, ex-

cept there be a sermon, nor upon the Lord's day, except at

nine o'clock in the morning ; when the parties are to come

before sermon, or else to be turned away unmarried."

The 15th Canon of the Book of Discipline, requires " all

marriages to be propounded first to the consistory, with a

sutlicient certificate of the promises."

The 19th Canon says, "the Churches shall not suffer any

persons to be married, without an ample knowledge and

approbation of them."

The 21st. " If one of the parties, who would marry, be

excommunicated, the marriage shall not be permitted in any
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of our churches, unless the party have done penance for his

offences."

The 16th requires " the banns of marriage to be pub-

lished in those places where the parties dwell : and if they

have a mind to celebrate their marriage elsewhere, they

shall carry with them a sufficient certificate, that the banns

have been thrice published."

The 17th Canon says, " the banns shall be published on

three Sabbath days following, in those places where the

Word of God is preached, and in other places when
common prayers are read"

Now these rules are in a great measure the same that are

prescribed in our Church, or at least justify our Canons and

rubricks, in restraining- marriage to certain times and places,

and canonical hours, and the benediction of a lawful minis-

ter, and the use of banns, certificates, &c.

And the very office of marriage is prescribed in their

Liturgy, to be with certain prayers and benedictions, and

gift of body also; which is the same with that expression in

our office, which some have so much scrupled, " with my
body I thee worship." The ring indeed is not used, as it is

with us and some other protestant Churches: but now Mr.

B. says, that good old objection is laid aside ; for the com-

missioners at Sion College in 1661. had nothing to say

against it, Engl. Nonconf. cap, ii. So that I need not look

further how to justify it from the rules or practice of the

French Church.

There is one form more prescribed in the French Church,

which is not in ours,* but left to the discretion of the bishop,

which is the form of excommunication, decreed by the -Synod

of Alez. 1620. and by the following Synod at Charenton,

incorporated with the Canons of Church discipline, cap. v.

art. 17. whereby it was made a common form, which the

ministers were obliged upon oath to use in all the churches

of the kinodom.

* There was anciently a form of excommunication appointed in our Church

as I find in the canons made in the Synod under Archbishop Parker, 1571.

entitled, Articulide sacroministerio et procuratione Ecclesiarura; at the end

of which isannexed a form of the sentence of excommunication. Vid. Spar-

row. Collect, p. 242.
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As to a funeral ofl'uo, it is true they have none prescribed:

but tlu>n I observe tliey are not at IiI)orty to use what they

please, but under an express prohibition and injunction

to use none at all: for their Canons expressly forbid it.

*' At funerals there shall be neither prayers, nor sermons,

nor any dole of ])ublic alms ; that so all superstitions, and

other inconveniences may be avoided," says their book of

discipline, cap. x. art, 5. And the same decree occurs in the

Synods of Orleans, 15(32. Figeac, 1579. Montauban, 1594.

and Saumur, 1596. In the last of which a motion was made,

" by the deputy of Normandy, to alter this, and permit ex-

liortations to be made at the interring- of the dead. But the

Synod decreed, that there should be nothing innovated in

that article." Synod of Saumur, 1590. cap. 3.

So that here they were as much oblig-ed to neg-ative con-

formity in this point, as they were to positive conformity in

the rest. They might neither pray with, nor without a form,

at a funeral, nor so much as make a funeral sermon to the

people.

Upon the whole, it appears that every thing among them

was to be done by rule and order : where they had forms

prescribed, they were obliged to observe them ; where

any thing' was to be done and no form prescribed, then

they were at liberty, as we are, to make a form for them-

selves; but where any thing was forbidden, as prayers

and sermons at funerals, there they presumed not to speak

a word in public, with or without a form, being* upon oath

to follow their rules of discipline throughout the kingdom.

And I can sec no difference betwixt the French Church and

ours in this whole matter, save only that they were com-

monly more strict in exacting conformity to their orders and

prescriptions.

I have hitherto considered the general agreement of the

two Churches on this point, in that both of them have an

established Liturgy, to wliich all ministers in their practice

are obliired to conform: but that is not suflicient to vindicate

the English Liturgy, unless we take off the particular excep-

tions that are made ajiainst it. Therefore I shall in the next

place examine what opinion the French Church has always

had of our Liturgy and Communion in particular, and shew
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that the chief objections made ag-ainst it by dissenters, may

be answered upon the principles and practice of the French

Cliurch.

CHAP. II.

That the French Church allorvs of Communion with the

Church of England, and condemns those, thai separate

from, it upon the Account of her Liturgy or Public

Service.

If we examine the sentiments of the French Church from

the beginning of the reformation to this time, we shall

always find, that they allowed it lawful to communicate with

the Church of England in her Liturgy, and condemned sepa-

ration from it as criminal schism. When the discontented

exiles at Frankford, Knox, Whittingham, &c. wrote to Cal-

vin, giving him an account of the English Liturgy, he sent

them this pacifying answer ;
" that in the Liturgy, as they

described it to him, he found some tolerabiles ineptias,

things not so fitly ordained as were to be wished, yet such

as might be borne with for a season, forasmuch as no mani-

fest impiety was contained in them. And therefore he ad-

vised them not to be over-rigid in their disputes about

them." Calv. Ep. 200. ad Anglos Frankford. p. 98.

Now as Mr. Sprint in his Cassander Anglicus long ago

observed, this answer was made to that description wdiich

Knox and Whittingham gave him of the English Liturg-y,

which probably was none of the fairest representations : yet

he so far justified it, as to say there was nothing impious or

intolerable in it, that might justify a separation. He is so

free indeed as to say, there were some remains of popish

dregs in it
;
yet he would not have them divide communion

upon it, but wait for a further reformation.

Beza was of the same mind, when he wrote to the discon-

tented brethren in England, conjuring them by all that is

good and sacred,not to forsake the communion of the Church

for such indift'erent rites and ceremonies, as were then im-

posed upon them. I have produced the passage at large
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before, out of liis 12th opi^tlc, an«l tijoieforc need not here

rcpoaf it. S(>(' Hocik I. c r».

But I will add what he \vrot(! to Bishoj) Grindal, upon

orrasiou of tln^ fust s(>p;irafi()n that was heoiin in England

h\ those that liisiiked the Liturgy :
" I\'on sine acerbissimo

(lolore inft'llexinius, usque eo vexari Ecclesias, ut nonnulli

jam seorsini stios ca'tiis habeant. It is not without most

hitter sorrow of heart that 1 understand your Churclies arc

so far disturhed, ns that some begin to hold se[)arate

mootiuii^s amono- you, &c. E[). 23. ad Grindal."

No one doubtless would have used such passionate

expressions ngaint separate meetings to an English V)ishop,

who thouii'ht communion ^vith the Church in her Liturgy

unlawful, and that it was necessary to make a separation

from her.

But we have a greater testimony from the mouth of Beza.

It was in the year 1564 some years after the reformation

was completed by Queen Elizabeth, that Beza dedicated his

New Testament to her ; where, in the epistle dedicatory he
tells her, " That England owed to her, veriim Dei culium,

nunc tandem a sordidissimis illis antichristianismi sordi-

bus repurgatum ; the true worship of God now at length

purged from the sordid dregs of antichristianism. Which
thing did deservedly set her above all kings m the world:

for some kings could not reform as they would ; others were
utter enemies to all reformation ; and those few, that did

reform, did it in such a manner, as to leave religion still

deformed with many failings, especially in point of eccle-

t^iastical discipline. Some condemned idolatry, but did not
cast out the idols ; others cast out the popish tnass, only to

introduce another of their own. All unanimously ao-reed in

rejecting transubstantiation, but yet many endeavoured to

establish as fond doctrines in its room. But you, O Queen,"
says he, " and your people by your means, enjoy what
perhaps no other kingdom does, the complete profession of
the pure and sincere doctrine of the Gospel. To which, if

you add (what all good men hope for, and the most faithful

bishops of your kingdoms have long ago desired) the full

restoration of ecclesiastical discipline also ; in truth I do
VOL. vii. H



98 THE FRENCH CHURCHES APOLOGY

not see what England can desire more of you, or your

majesty can confer more upon it."

Here are none of those home-bred charg'es of superstition,

idolatry, antichristianism, popery, brought against the Litur-

g-y ; but it is owned to he the pure worship of God, purged
from the filth and dregs of antichristianism. Our doctrine

also, contained in the Articles, is commended as a complete

system of the pure and sincere doctrine of the Gospel, free

from those errors and defects, which may be found in some
other Churches. And for discipline, it is not so defective

as to make the Church deformed, as he says some others

are for want of it ; only he wishes it were more completely

and fully restored, which is the Church's own wish in the

office of commination. Now either Beza strained a point to

compliment the Queen, or else he highly justifies the

Church of England : for I cannot see what any of her own
sons, that had studied for it, could have said more in her

commendation.

If from these we descend to authors of later days, who
had better opportunities to acquaint themselves with the

knowledge of the English Liturgy than the former, we shall

find as ample testimonies given of it, as of the Eng-lish

Church.

Isaac Casauban, a man inferior to none in learning and

knowledge of ecclesiastical antiquity, gives this character

of the Church of England, as it stood reformed by Queen
Elizabeth and King- James, that no Churcli in the world

came nearer to tlie form of the most flourishing primitive

Church ; having* observed a middle way betwixt the two
extremes of such others, as failed either by excess or defect,

by which moderation she obtained this privilege, that even

those, who envied her happiness, were constrained to extol

her in comparison of other Churches.'' Pra?f. Exercit. in

Baron. See also his answer to Card. Perron, cited by
Bishop Morton of l']piscopacy, p. 4.

About the same time Dr. Rivet, being then scribe of the

National Synod of Tonneins, wrote in the name of the

whole Synod, a letter full of high respect to King- James,

in which they not only give him in particular the title of the
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liriillit-sliiiuii''- star in tlu> licavon of Ood's Cfmrch, witli

some other eloizitiins o{' the hke nature, but also tell huu it

was their mosl earnest desire to maintain a g"ood correspon-

dence with the Churches of his kingdotns." Which had

been altooether false and ridiculous, had they believed tlio

Lituroy or the Communion of the En'jflish Church unlaw-

ful. See this letter in the acts of the Synod, cap. xix. p. 438,

Ludovicus le Blanc, a man of accurate jud<i'mont, and

one who had viewed the English Liturgy, having occasion

to cite it, though but upon a particular account, yet gives

it such a character, as shews he had a general liking- of

it and did not think any part of it, superstitious or

unlawful. Otherwise he would scarce have alleged

it with so honourable a title, as " Celebris ilia Liturgia

Aiujlicana, the famed English Liturgy," and much less

have used its authority to pay some respect to the

Apocryphal Books, (as I shall shew hereafter that he

docs) had he believed it so mean or imperfect a work,

as some would make it. Vid. le Blanc. Thes. de Script.

Canon, et Apochr. p. 175.

I do not here add the testimonies of those three late

eminent divines, Mr. de rAngIc, Mr. le Moyne, and Mr.

le Claude, because their whole letters on this subject may
be seen at the end of Bishop Stillingfleet's " Unreasonable-

ness of Separation." And many others I omit, which have

been already produced by Mr. Durel ; only I will crave

leave to repeat one testimony cited by him out of Ludovicus

Capellus, divinity professor at Saumur ; w ho, in his dis-

course about Liturgies among the Theses Sahiurienses,

gives this testimony to the Liturgy of the Church of Eng--

land, among the rest that were compiled by the first refor-

mers in every nation. " At the Reformation," says he, " the

liiturgy, or service of the Church was purged from all

popish j^iperstition and idolatry, and all such ceremonies as

were either too burthensome, or of no use towards edifica-

tion. And then set forms of Liturgy were composed and

prescribed, by the several authors of the reformation, in the

countries where they lived ; as in Germany, France, Eng--

land, Scotland, Belgium, &c. varying as little as might be

n2
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from the ancient forms of the primitive Church. And these

set forms have hitherto been happily used with profit and

advantage, by the reformed Churches in every nation ; till

at last, of very late, there arose in England a sort of morose

and frovvard, nice and scrupulous, not to say superstitious

men, who upon very slight and slender reasons have thought

fit not only to disparage, but abrogate the Liturgy hitherto

used in the Church, (together with the whole hierarchy of

bishops) and instead of the Liturgy, have substituted the

Directory (as they call it) in its room ; which contains no

certain form in express words, but only the heads of such

thiners as either in prayers, or administration of the Sacra-

ments, or the use of other rites and ceremonies, are to be

said, done, asked of God, or propounded to the people
;

meanwhile leaving it to the liberty of every pastor to ex-

press himself in what words he pleases. To which some

other furious and mad men have added ; that it is unlawful

to use any prescribed form of prayers, either in public or

in private, and that a Godly man cannot with a safe con-

science be present at them, Thes. Salmur. part. 3. Disp.

47 de Liturgia, p. 658.

This he calls matter of fact ; after which he proceeds to

dispute de Jure, concerning the lawfulness and necessity

of set forms in all the parts of divine service, and answers

all the common pleas that are made against such imposi-

tions and injunctions ; which I leave the reader to consult

at his leisure, and go on to consider the exceptions that are

made against our Liturgy in particular, beginning' with the

business of assent and consent, which some make the

ground of all their scruples.
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CHAP. 111.

That the French Church requires Anient and Consent to

her Litunjy, ^c. as strictly as the Church of Eiujland.

To make this appoiir, it will ho necessary to slicw first

what the Chinch of Enf^land moans by assent and consent:

for the straining- of this too hig'h, and putting" too rigid a

sense upon it, seems to minister the chief occasion of olijoc-

tions against it. Now it is to be observed, tiiat assent and

consent are words of the very same importance, as Dr.

Falkner proves from many instances in our statute- law, and

mean no more, when applied to thing's to be practiced,

ordered, or used, save only an allowance that they may
lawfully be used or practiced. Thus we give our unfeigned

assent and consent, to all and every thing- contained and

prescribed in the Book of Common Prayer, &c. that is, that

we allow it to be a book tiiat has nothing- contrary to

God's holy ordinances in it; but is such as may law-

fully and piously be used in all the offices prescribed there-

in, and that as such we ourselves will use it to the

edification of his Church. In the same manner we give

our assent and consent to the Book of Homilies, that (as

the 35th Article expresses it) they contain a godly and

wholesome doctrine, necessary for these times, and fit to be

read in churches by the ministers, that the people may
understand them." Now supposing there should be in any

of these some lesser mistakes or errors of small moment

;

such as a wrong quotation of an author, a weak conse-

quence in argumentation, a misapplication of a text of

Scripture, or a doul)tful interpretation of any, or a para-

chronism in point of history, or the like : these are errors

indeed, which in strictness no man can assent to as truths,

(if that were the precise meaning of assenting;) but he

may give his unfeigned assent and consent to the use of

those books, notwithstanding any such errors contained in

them. For they are not of that moment, as to make the

books unlawful or unfit to be used, as containing any false
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doctrine, destructive of fjiith or manners, or any ways

tending- to corrupt men's minds, or hinder their edification.

If they be sound in all substantial points, and every way

fitted to instruct and edify men in the truth of Christian

faith and piety, they have all that is requisite in strictness

for a man to assent and consent to the public use of them.

Thus Dr. Falkner says well ;
" That even such persons, who

conceive some things or expressions prescribed, either in

the phrases of common prayer, or in the pointing of the

Psalms, or in the translation of the Psalms, or other Scrip-

tures, not to be suitable to their own desires or apprehen-

sions, (yet to be free from sin, and of such a nature, as that

the whole reraaineth useful to guide the exercises of piety)

those persons may safely, and with a good conscience make

this declaration of assent, with respect to other weighty

considerations of submission to authority, promoting peace,

order, unity and the edification of the Church in the united

exercise of a right religious worship. Even as such learn-

ed men, who may judge even our last translation of the

Bible, not to have fitly expressed the sense of some difficult

places, may yet both unfeignedly assent, and earnestly per-

suade to the diligent use thereof, as knowing- it to be of ex-

cellent advantage to pious and humble readers, for their

profitable learning the Gospel doctrine, and the will of

God." Libert. Eccles. p. 94.

I say the same of the Homilies. A man may safely, and

with a good conscience, give assent and consent to the use

of them, though there be some small errors or mistakes in

them. I will instance in one : in the 2d part of the Homily

against the peril of idolatry, p. 35. it is said, that the Coun-

cil of Eliberis, and the Council of Frankford, were held

about the same time, and that Felix, the author of the Feli-

cian heresy was president in the Council of Eliberis. Now
all that are acquainted with ecclesiastical history, know this

to be a mistake, and a parachronism of near 500 years.

What then ? May not a man with a good conscience g-ive

his assent and consent to the Homilies for all this ? If as-

sent and consent indeed signified, that we believed the

Homilies to be free from all manner of mistakes, I do not
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see how any mini could fairly assent to tlioni : for this

is a niistaki' too |)al|)al)l»' lo be denied, and no man can

honestly depose that an error is trufh, of what kind soever

it be. Dnt if assent and consent be taken as it oug"ht to be,

only for a declaration that we believe tl»e book of Homilies

to be a book tliat contains wliolsome and sound doctrine,

fit and lawful to be read in churches for the edification of

thej)eoj)le; then assent and cojisent inav be "iven to the

use of it, notwithing- this or any other errors of the like na-

ture. For this is not to affirm that those errors are truths,

as some strain the word assent, and say we mean what we
do not mean, but only that it is a profitable book, that may
be piously used and read with all its failings.

Admit now there were some as palpable mistakes as this

1 have mentioned, in the Liturgy itself ; though I confess,

after all the objections that have been made against it, I

know of no such, yet why might not a man for all tliat give

his assent and consent to the use of it ? ISince the intent of

that declaration is only to say, he believes the book and
every office in it, to be such as may be lawfully used without

sin, and that as such he will conform to it, and use it.

Which might be done, though it could be proved there were
some little mistakes in it, such as some pretend to say there

is in the rules for finding out Easter, and the translation of

the Psalms, For notwithstanding this, a man might con-

sent to read the Psalms, and to keep an Easter with the

Church by one rule or other, which is all that is required of

him. But of these more hereafter.

I am now.to shew, that the French Church requires assent

and consent to her Liturgy and form of administration of

sacraments, &c. as strictly as the Church of England : and
I need not stand long upon the proof of this point, having
in effect done it more than once already, m discoursino-

about their Liturgy and Book of Discipline, which I shewed
they not only subscribed, but sware to use and observe

;

which is the most solemn way of assenting and consenting.

I will here only remind the reader of two things. 1. That
they do not take their Liturgy for a mere directory, pre-

scribing the substance of things only, and leaving particular
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forms to every man's pleasure ; but they assent to it as a pre-

cise rule, to be observed and followed without variation in

all its injunctions. For Ludovicus Capellus makes this

difference betwixt a Liturgy and a Directory ; that a Liturg-y

prescribes a certain form in express words to be used in

prayers and administration of Sacraments, and other rites

and ceremonies ; whereas a directory contains only the

heads of such thing's as are to be said or done, but leaves

it to the liberty of every pastor to express himself in what

words he pleases. And he says their form of prayer is a

Liturgy in this proper sense, as contradistinct from a di-

rectory, which he sets himself to dispute against and im-

pugn. Vid. Thes. Salmur. Par. iii. Disp. xlvii. de Liturg.

p. U58. cited in the last chapter.

2. They allow no nonconformists to continue in the minis-

try without censure, much less such as raise contention

about any point of doctrine or discipline, or about the form

of catechising, or administration of Sacraments, &c. But

if they break the Church's union, they are to be suspended

by a classis, and prosecuted further by a Provincial or a

National Synod, These are undeniable proofs that they

require assent and consent to their Liturgy, as much as is

required in the Church of England.

Therefore waving all further proof of this, I will now
proceed to consider the particular exceptions that are made
against it.

CHAP. IV.

That the French Church requires Assent ami Consent to the

use of a Translation of the Bible, which she owns has

some Failures in it.

One reason why some persons have refused subscription

to the Liturgy, is because it requires assent and consent to

be given to an old translation of the Psalms, which has
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«evcral errors in it. I shall not now stand to examine, vvliellicr

those errors hv real, or only jiri'dMidcd, whieh has l)een done

by other hands already; by Dr. ralkiicr in particidar, in

that exeellent hook of his, called Liber/as J^Jcclesiastica

:

but, I say, supposing- them to be real mistakes in tlie trans-

lation, yet the Liturg^y may be subscribed, and assent and

consent given to that translation, notwithstanding those

mistakes. F'or when we give assent and consent to this

translation, we do not (hereby declare it either to be the best

translation, or absolutely without faults, but only such an

one as we can piously use and read publicly in the Church.

And unless this be the meaning of assent and consent, I

know no translation of the Bible that could be assented to,

till we could have a translation made by the same Spirit that

first dictated the original ; which I know noChurch that ever

pretended to, unless perhaps the Roman Catholic.

As to what concerns the translation used in the reformed

Church of France, it is owned on all hands, that it is far

from being accurate and perfect : yet ministers are bound
both by Canon and oath to use no other in their churches.

Monsieur le Cene, a late author, in his book, entitled,

Project d'une Nouvellc Version Francoise de la Bible,

Roterd. 169G. has collected mistaken passages enough
to fill a volume. Nor do the French Synods deny the

possibility of a more exact translation
;
yet they would

never hearken to any proposals made to bring* in any other

into common use in their churches. The Synod of Mon-
tauban, 1594. cap. iv. art. 3. has an express Canon to this

purpose. " Reserving liberty to the Church for a more ex-

act translation, our Churches imitating the primitive Church,

are exhorted to receive and use in their public assemblies

the last translation revised by the pastors and professors of

the Church of Geneva."

This was the translation of 1588, which the famous Mr.
Diodati many years after revised and corrected, and wrote
a long- letter to the Synod of Alanson, to persuade them to

authorise his new translation ; but notwithstanding all his

arguments, among which he urges the acknowledgment of
the foresaid Synod of Montauban, and the concurring-
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judgment of many other persons of note and quality; yet

the Synod would not hearken to him, but ordered the

old version to be continued in use in all their churches.

See Diodati's letter at the end of the Synod of Alanson,

1637. p. 413.

Again, after this, when complaint was made in their last

Synod of Loudun, 1659, " That some pastors read the

texts of their sermons in other translations differing from

that which was commonly used in their churches: that

Synod decreed, that no person should dare to use any other

version than that which was ordinarily used, neither in read-

ing the Scripture, nor in taking their texts out of it." Synod

of Loudun, cap. x. art. 1.

Now let any one say whether this be not as much requir-

ing assent and consent to an old translation, as is required

in the Church of England.

CHAP. V.

That the French Church does not condemn the Use of the

Apocrypha, though she forbids it to be read in her Church
Assemblies.

As to the next point, which some have urged as a reason

against subscription, that our Church requires the Apocry-

pha to be read on some certain days ; it shall be readily

owned, that the French Church has no such injunction, but

the contrary: for the Synod of Montauban, 1594. cap. iv.

art. 2. orders the Churches to see that their readers and

deacons do not read publicly the Apocrypha, but the ca-

nonical books of Holy Scripture. But then they do not

prohibit this as a thing absolutely unlawful, nor condemn
those Churches which enjoin the reading of it, but only

use their own liberty in prescribing what they think fit in

their own Church ; being ready to give under their hands

at the same time, that they believe it lawful to be read in

those Churches, which appoint it : nay, if occasion be, they
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will take their oath upon it. I'o prove which, I need only

observe, that they have always expressed themselves willing-

to snbscrihe the Beigic Confession, and they actually did

siibscribe it in the Synod of" Vitre, 1 J83. cap. ii. art. 2. Now
it is one article of the Beigic Confession,* " That the

apocryphal books may be read in churches, and instruc-

tions be drawn from them so far as they are consonant to

the canonical books, but no further: which is exactly the

doctrine of the Church of England." So that by the same

reason that the French Church subscribes the Belg-ic con-

fession, she would, no doubt, subscribe and assent to the

prescription of the Church of England in this point as well

as any other.

Some of her best writers speak honourably of the Eng--

lish Liturg-y, for this very reason, for which others con-

demn it. Among- these we may reckon the testimony of

the famous Ludovicus le Blanc ; who in his theological

disputation, de Libris Canonicis et Apochryphis, p. 175.

has these words: " As the ancient Christian Church, though

she did not equal these books to those that are divine, yet

had them in g-reat honour and esteem, and judged thera

worthy to be read not only privately, but publicly, as ex-

ceedingly useful for edification in manners : so we also at this

day do not deny them an honourable place in the Church of

God, but allow them a privilege above the common rank of

other Ecclesiastical writings. A proof of which is, that we

use to bind them up in the same volume with the sacred

canonical books, and often think fit to alledge them in our

sermons. Moreover in Great Britain the custom is to read

lessons out of these books, in their public and ordinary

worship ; as appears from that celebrated English Liturgy,

which is in use in that kingdom." This is not spoken like

one that could not subscribe the English Liturgy, because it

appointed the reading of the apocryphal books.

Chamier does not expressly mention the Church of

England, but ho virtually commerKls her practice in

* Confoss, RcIr. in Corp. Confess, art. vi. p. Iftl. Apocryphi Libri log!

quidein in ecclesia possint, «SlC.
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commending" the practice of the primitive Church, which

was the same. For Ruffin says, the Fathers of the

Church sometimes distinguished all books into three

sorts, canonical, ecclesiastical, and apocryphal : the ca-

nonical were the same which we call so now, which they

used to confirm articles of faith : ecclesiastical were those

which we now call apocryphal, which they allowed to be

read in churches, but not to be of authority to confirm arti-

cles of faith : the third sort which they called apocryphal

were not those which we now call so, but other hurtful

books, which they would not allow to be read in

churches. Now says Chamier, speaking of this account

which Rufl&n gives, " this distinction is doubtless very

useful, and pleases me very well. Distinctio utihs est

sine dubio, mihique valde placet.'' Chamier, torn. 1. lib. iv.

c. 1. n. 10.

And yet some judicious persons are of opinion, that the

Apocryphal Books are not so strictly enjoined, but that

ministers are authorised and allowed to change the lessons

taken out of them for others of the New Testament more

edifying. For the admonition to ministers before the second

Book of Homilies says, " That whereas it may chance that

some one or other chapter of the Old Testament may fall

in order to be read upon the Sundays or holy days, which

were better to be changed with some other of the New Tes-

tament of more edification, it shall be well done of ministers

to spend their time to consider of such chapters beforehand,

whereby their prudence and diligence in their office may

appear, and the people may have cause to glorify God for

them, &c.

Hammond TEstrange thinks this administers probable

occasion of conjecture, that our Church hereby intended an

allowance of declining apocryphal lessons on holy days,

that the history of the saints might be the better completed

by some express chapters of the New Testament ; foras-

much as both the canonical and apocryphal books go under

the complex notion of the Old Testament. Allianc. of

Div. Offic. c. 1. p. 25,

And Mr. Baxter himself was not ignorant of this admoni-
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tioii in the hoinilios: for in liis reformation of tlio Liturg-y

in I GUI. |>.
2'). lu' refers to il, (lesinn<^' this aheration to he

made in tlie calendar, and inserted as a rnbric into the new
Common Prayer Book ; "That after th(! Psahns for the day,

the minister sliall read a ihapter t)f thi^ OKI Testament,

•such as he finds most seasonahh-
;

or with the hberty

expressed in the admonition before the second book of

Homihes." So that when he had a inind to come a little

near the Church, lie coidd Hml a liberty j^rantcd to charifr-e

any lesson of the Old Testament for a moreedilyino- one in

the New : but when he set himself to dispute against the

Church, then we have not a word of this liberty, but a ter-

rible argument formed against the rubric, for appointingsome

useful lessons of the apocrypha to be read, though suffi-

ciently distinguished from canonical Scripture. For the

sixth Article does put a manifest diilerence between them
;

and any minister w ho finds his people so ignorant as not to

know what the apocrypha means, may inform them by

reading- the article to them : though Mr. B. was so confi-

dent as to say some readers of common prayer are for])id-

den by the canon to expound even that one word to them.

Engl. Noncon. cap. 17.

CHAP. VI.

Of assenting to read Common Prayer daily, either privately

or openly.

In the preface to the Common Prayer Book, concerning

the service of the Church, there is a rubric which " orders

all priests and deacons to say daily the morning- and

evening prayer, either privately or openly, not being let by

sickness or some other urgent cause."

Mr. B. says, " when the Book was first made, to help the

ignorant vulgar out of popery, every day to use the com-

mon praver was a very good help to them. But the case is
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much altered, and people now have move suitable helps,

and ministers have so much other work to do in their stu-

dies, and with their neighbours, and some prayers to use

more suitable to their families and closets, that it must needs

be a sinful impediment ag-ainst other duties to say common
prayer twice a day." Engl. Nonconform, cap. 41.

Any one may perceive whither this discourse tends, viz.

to discourag-e the daily use of public common prayer in the

church, which it was doubtless the design, and a very lau-

dable design in our first reformers to establish, as far as

possible, throughout the nation. This appears from the

rubric which immediately follovvs that which Mr. B. excepts

against, where it is ordered, " That the curate that ministreth

in every parish church or chapel, being at home, and not

being otherwise reasonably hindered, shall say the same in

the parish church or chapel where he ministreth, &c. that

the people may come to hear God's word, and to pray with

him."

Now he that quarrels with this, must think it improper

that men should meet every day to worship God in public.

For otherwise, why should it be a sinful impediment of

other duties, to say common prayer daily ? If it be said

there ought to be no public prayers without a sermon, and

no man is qualified to preach every day in the year: I

answer, 1. That in effect common prayer is never read

w ithout a sermon : for the lessons out of God's word are a

very instructive one, if duly attended to. But 2. If by a

sermon be meant a set discourse of the minister's own
composing, of such a length, and in a certain form, &c.

then it is false, and a rash accusation of God's Church, to

say there ought to be no public prayers without a sermon.

For all Churches allow it, and most encourage and recom-

mend it. The French Church in particular has several

Canons, which suppose and authorise this practice. When
the Synod of Castres says, " Baptism may be administered

on any day when common prayer is said without sermon :"

Does not that suppose an allowance of common prayer to

be used without a sermon '? See the Synod of Castres, 1626.

cap. 25. art. 15.
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Tho second Synod of Vitro, lfil7. cap. ix. art. 3. " leaves

it to tho prudence of consistories to con^ircoate the p(>npl(}

on all pojiish holy days, cither to hear the word prcaclipd
;

or to join in coninion public prayers, as they shall find to

be most expedient. Does not this authorise reading" of com-

mon prayer without a sermon, when it leaves it to the

discretion of consistories to appoint it, if they thou<;-ht con-

venient ?

3, The cases of reading- common prayer, and preaching-

a sermon of the minister's own composing every day, are

very dill'erent from one another. For the one cannot be

done Avithout a great expence of time before hand, to pre-

pare the composition ; whereas the other is a form com-

posed to the minister's hand, and needs no other time to be

spent upon it, but what is necessary for the act of celebra-

tion. And yet some persons have that quickness and

ability, as to preach as well as pray publicly every day in

the week. So Calvin was used to do, as Beza tells us in

his life, (p. 74.) and yet this did not hinder his other busi-

ness. Yet such examples are not proper to be made a rule
;

because all men cannot preach every day in the week,

(no, not though Calvin's method were brought again into

use, which was but to expound for about a quarter of an

hour some portion of Scripture) for though many men have

the same ability, yet all have not ; whereas no man wants

ability to read common prayer daily, if he can have a con-

oreoation to ioln with him. If not. the Church would have

him supply that defect, by using- it morning and evening m
his own family, unless hindered by sickness or some other

urgent cause. Beyond this the injunction cannot be sup-

posed to extend: because it being common prayer, and se-

veral parts of it at least, as the absolution, &c. supposing a

conirrejration, it cannot be thought a rule for closet devo-

tion. Nor is the injunction so strict to use it daily either

in the church or family, but that an urgent cause may dis-

pense with the omission of it. And what are urgent causes

every man must judge for himself, considering his own
circumstances, with Christian prudence and discretion.

The present rubric only mentions sickness, but in former
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rubrics it was worded thus, " except .they be let by

preaching", studying' divinity, or by some other urgent cause.

See Hammond i'Estrang-e Allyan. of Div. Offic. c. 1. p. 10.

and the editions af the common prayer before 1661.

CHAP VH.

Of making the Surplice and other Habits necessary to

Mi7iistration.

In the rubric before the order for morning* prayer, it is

appointed, " That such ornaments of the church, and of

the ministers thereof, at all times of their ministration,

shall be retained and be in use, as were in this Church of

England by the authority of parliament, in the second

year of the reign of King Edward the sixth."

Ag"ainst this Mr. B. has three exceptions. " 1. We know
not," says he, " what was then in use, and therefore cannot

consent to, we know not what. 2. We are told that the

albe and many other ornaments were then in use, which
are since put down, and we may not consent to restore

them, without more reason than we hear. And the canon

enumerating- the ornaments now, we suppose the addition

of all those will contradict it. 3. We meet with few con-

formists that know what was then in use ; and we see that

all those, that subscribe or consent to this, yet use them
not, &c."

There is but one true word in all this, which is, that Mr.

B. was really ignorant (as he confesses he was) of what he

both might and ought to have known, before he had formed

his objections against the rubric. To shew that his ex-

ceptions are founded upon mere ignorance and mistake, and
to inform all those who labour under the same prejudice, I

will here set down the old rubrick, as it was in the second

year of King Edward, and also the words of the 58th canon,

which Mr. B. refers to ; and let any ingenuous reader try

whether he can find any contradiction between them.
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The words of the old Ividnitk arc llicso, " In llio sayiiij^

or sin^iiii;- of matins ami evcn-sony, baptizinf^ and Itnryinj^-,

the ininistor in [)arisli churclios and clia[)cls shall use a

surplice. And in all cathetlral clmrclies and colieg-cs, the

arch-deacons, deans, provosts, masters, prebendaries and

fellows, being- g-raduates, may use in the choir besides tlieir

surplices such hoods as pertain to their several degrees,

which they have taken in any university within this realm.

But in all other places every minister shall be at liberty to

use any surplice or no. It is also seemly, that graduates,

when they do preach, sliould use such hoods as pertain to

their several decrrees.

This is all that concerns private ministers in that rubrick.

The rest that follows belongs to bishops only, which says,

" They shall have upon them in time of their ministration,

besides their rochet, a surplice or albe, and a cope or vest-

ment, and also their pastoral staff in their hand, or else borne

or holden by their chaplain."

Now this was it that led Mr. B. into his mistake. He
had heard somethingf of albes and other ornaments in use

in King Edward's time,* but he unluckily puts the bishop's

robes upon every private minister; whereas no other orna-

ments belonged to them but only the hood and surplice,

the one enjoined, the other allowed or recommended.
Next let us hear the 58th Canon. " Every minister

saying the public prayers, or ministring- the sacraments, or

other rites of the Church, shall wear a decent and comely
surplice. And such ministers, as are graduates, shall wear
upon their surplices at such times, such hoods as by the

orders of the universities are agreeable to their degrees."

Where now is the contradiction between this Canon and
the Rubricks ? They all speak of surplices and hoods, but

• There are two other Rubricks in King Edward's first Liturgy, in the
Communion Office, which order the minister upon communion days to wear
with their Albes, Vestments, or Copes orTunicles. The first Rubrick is in

the beginning, the other in the end of the Communion Office ; cited by
Hammond I'Estrange c. 6. and 7. p. 151. et 196.

But the minister's Albe is there expressly said to be the same with the Sur-
plice, being only another name for it ; though some Albes were probably dif-

ferent from it.

VOL. Vlll. I
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of no Other ornaments belonging to private ministers. And

Mr. B. might have known this, had he either consulted the

old Kubrick, or Hammond FEstrange who compares the new

and old together : but his business was not so much to

enquire into the meaning of rubricks, as to find out some

exceptions against -them.

Having thus settled the controversy about what orna-

ments are to be used, the next question is, whether it be

lawful to use them in Divine service 1 And here dissenters

are divided. Some say they are absolutely unlawful, su-

perstitious, popish, antichristian, &c. Others are ashamed

of this, and say the}' are not against the use of them, but

only against the imposition of them, and ejecting men
from the ministry, who dare not use them. So Mr. B. cap.

3. and 33. of his English Nonconformity.

Let us now compare the writers of the French Church,

with both these sorts of objectors. And first I observe of

Calvin, that he was not against the use of a scholastic

habit, nor yet against enjoining it : for he himself wore a

gown, or long robe, as was the custom of ministers at

Geneva ; for which he never met but with one rebuff in all

his life, and that was from a silly woman, who declaimed

against long garments, " as marks of false prophets, and

indecent clothing, which the clergy used to the great scan-

dal of the Church." She pretended to prove this from the

Gospel, saying, " Is it not written, they shall come to you

in long garments.^" When Calvin shewed her, " That

this was a falsification of the Gospel, and that there was

no such expression to be found, unless it was in the

Gospel of Manichees : she called him and his brethren all

tyrants, because they would not sufier her to talk at this

extravagant rate what she would against them : and so the

dispute ended. " For," says Calvin, " these w^ounds I leave

untouched, as seeming to me incurable, till it shall please

God to put his healing hand to them." Calvin, Ep. to Farel.

p. 38. 64.

Persons who have so little sense, as to think the wearing

of a gown for distinction or decency's sake, is against the
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rules of the Gospel, arc not fit to bo nrf*-ue(l with, in Cal-

vin's opinion, but to he pitied and prav«'(l for, and if they

continue obstinate, to he left to God's mercy in his due

time to convince them.

But what if men will forsake our communion because we
wear a g-own or surplice ; or where these thin<^s are

enjoined, will utterly refuse to submit to the use of them '^

As to the gown, Calvin had occasion to resolve this ques-

tion, upon a particular case that Imppened at Geneva,

during- his own regency there in the university ; of which

he gives this account in another epistle to Farel, p. 25!i.

" You know," says he, " by the laws of our city, all students

are to lay aside their swords, and appear only in their scho-

lastic habit, when they come to the holy communion. But

some foolish Frenchmen, who study here, are so addicted

to their own humour, that they w ill rather renounce their

profession of studying", than submit to these laws. Now
because this appears to be manifest contumacy, I resolved

not to endure it : for I had rather they should all be gone,

than stay here to the prejudice and loss of our discipline."

This, I think, is insisting- upon the use of an habit, as much
as ever is done in the Church of England. It matters not

whether it be gown or surplice, or any other habit; for the

reason will hold for one habit as well as another, so long as

the law appoints it.

Calvin did not think the surplice, or bishop's albe unlaw-

ful : for writing- to Bullinger about the behaviour of Bishop

Hooper, he says, " As I commend his constancy in refusing'

unction, so I could wish he would not contend so much de

Pileo et Veste linea, about the cap and surplice, though

in my judgment I had not approved of them: and this

advice I gave him myself not long ago." Ep. p. 60. 98.

Beza was of the same mind, when he wrote to the dis-

contented brethren in England, who complained to hira

about the imposition of the surplice, and some other such

indiHerent things. " These ceremonies," says he, " are not

of that kind of things that are impious in themselves ; and

therefore they are not of so great moment, as that either

the pastors should forsake their ministry, rather than wear
I 2
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those g"arments ; or that the people should rather forsake

their spiritual guides, than hear them in such a vesture."

Peter Martyr gave this advice to a friend in England,
who scrupled the surplice ;

" For my own part, I could

wish that all things might be done with the greatest sim-

plicity : yet I consider, that if an union in points of doctrine

could be obtained between our Churches and those of

Saxony, we should never make any separation upon the

account of such vestments in divine service." Ep. 41. ad

Amic, p. 1127.

In another epistle to Bishop Hooper, he more largely

defends the lawfulness of them, and answers all the

bishop's arguments, whereby he endeavoured to prove the

use of them impious and unlawful. " Your reasons," says

he, " do not persuade me to determine the use of such

habits to be pernicious, or in its own nature contrary to the

word of God, but I believe it to be altogether an indiffer-

ent thing. Though I be not, in my own opinion, for retain-

ing this distinction of habits, yet I can by no means call it

impious ; I dare not condemn those whom 1 see observe it.

If I had been so persuaded, I would never have communi-
cated here with the Chnrch of England, in which this dis-

tinction is still observed. For though I do not altogether

like it, yet I am sure many such indifferent things, though

troublesome and burthensome, are to be borne with ; lest

whilst we contend more bitterly than is meet about them
we hinder the progress of the Gospel, and by our vehement
contention, teach those things to be impious, which are in

their own nature indifferent. By this means we shall so

alienate mens minds from us, that they will not hearken to

solid doctrine, or give any heed to our most necessary dis-

courses. Besides, if we go on to dissuade men from these

indifferent things, as pernicious and impious, we must con-

demn very many Evangelical Churches, and bitterly tax all

the ancient Churches, which are so worthily celebrated

by us. I know, indeed, the authority of no Church,

ancient or modern, ought so far to weigh with us, as to

make us suppress the truth of God's word ; but

wliat I contend for is, that for indifferent things we
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wliouUl neither condemn any Cliurch, nor speak irreverently

of It.

After this he g-oes on to answer the bisliop's arg-uments ;

whore he shews, 1. Tliat all imitation of the Jewish rites is

not uiihnvful. 2. Tliat this (hstinction of habits is not the

invention of popery or antichrist, because it was used in the

primitive Church iono- before popery was known in the

world. Which he proves from many passages of Eusebius,

Cyprian, Tertullian, Chrysostom, and some known usages

of the Church. 3. That all human inventions, in the cir-

cumstances of God's worship, are not nnhnvful. Other-

wise it would be unlawful to communicate before dinner.

4. " That the wearing of a surplice may have a good and

useful signitication, and that agreeable to the Scripture.

For the ministers of the Church are called angels and mes-

sengers of God. Now the Angels almost always made
their appearances in white garments : How then shall we
deprive the Church of this liberty, that she may not signify

something by her rites and actions, provided they be not

made parts of God's worship, and be modest and few, so

as not to burthen Christian people with ceremonies, and be

used to promote, or not impede some better things ? If

you say, men should make themselves angels, and not signify

it by outward signs: I answer, the same thing might have

been replied to St. Paul, when he ordered among the Corin-

thians, that women should be covered, and men uncovered :

because he only urges the reason of outward signification.

One might have replied, that a man may demonstrate him-

self to be the head of the woman, and the woman to be

subject to her own husband, better by their lives and

actions, than any outward signs. But the Apostle knew it

to be useful, not only that we should live well, but also

that we should use both words and signs, to put us in

mind of our duty." 5. He adds in the last place, " Neque
ilico fyrannidem induci arbitror, si quid in Ecclesia indtffe-

rens suscipiatiir agendum, et a multis constanter servetur.

I do not think it tyranny in any Church, that agrees to

observe an indifl'erent thing, and generally practises accord-

ing to such an order: for it is now become a rule to admi-
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nister the Eucharist only in the morning', and we refuse to

celebrate it in our assemblies after dinner. But will any

man call this tyrannical, which all men freely consent to

observe ?" Pet. Martyr, ep, iv. ad Hooper, p. 1086, &c.

This discourse of Peter Martyr, not only justifies the use

of the surplice, but also frees the imposition of it from that

charge of tyranny, which Mr. B. and others now so confi-

dently bring against it: and it is the more considerable,

because it comes from one, who in his own judgment was
for laying it aside, but had so much of the Christian temper

and discretion, that he resolved to make no contention about

it. God give all men the same temper, and we shall hear

no more disputes about a surplice !

Peter du Moulin was so far from scrupling any habits,

that he was used to say, with relation to those that scrupled

them here, " that if the Queen Regent of France would
but give him leave to preach before her, he would do it

though it were in a friar's coat;" as his son, who writes his

life, says he had it from his own mouth. Life of du Moulin,

before his Novelty of Popery, p. 18. And I believe there

are few Frenchmen, but who would be glad to enjoy the

liberty of preaching, and freedom of their religion in their

native country, upon much harder conditions than being

obliged to wear a surplice.

CHAP. VIII.

Of the Rules for finding out Easter : that supposing them
to contradict one another, yet a Man may honestly give

his Assent and Consent to use the Common Prayer Book.

There is no one thing, which Mr. Baxter oftener repeats

in all his books, than this objection about the Church''s rule

for finding out Easter day. He says, " the calendar gives

a true rule to find it ; but then there is another rule add-
ed to find it always, which is frequently false, as every

almanack will tell us : that is, that it is always the first Sun-
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day after the first full moon, whiclj happens next after the

one and twentieth day of Mareh." Imi*;!. Nonconf. cap. xv.

1 will not now stand to examine, whetlier the rule, he e.x-

cepts ao-ainst as false, be liable to that charg-c. It is a«,'-reed

on all hands by those that understand calculations and as-

tronomy, that it is generally true, and it is not every alma-

nack that will shew its falshood. But admit it were always

wrong" ; what is that to our giving assent and consent to the

use of the Liturgy ? 1 have shewed before, that assent and

consent does not mean that every tittle and saying in any

book is infallibly true, but that it contains no such errors re-

pugnant to God's word, as render it unfit to be used in

Divine service ; which is the sense of all EngUsh writers*

upon this subject. Now suppose this rule to be false ; why
may we not consent to use the Liturgy for all thatl Es-

pecially considering that this pretended discovery of its

falseness is but lately made, and we are neither obliged to

say it is a true rule, nor any ways confined to use it; because

we have another rule, which is confessedly true, and fully

answers the Church's design, which is to keep one Easter in

a year, and no more ; though Mr. B. says, we are obliged

to keep two. If such failings as these would hinder assent

and consent, it would be hard to find any human writing,

which a man could honestly assent to. The French Church

has not our rules for finding out Easter, but follows the new
style of Pope Gregory, and keeps it eleven days before us

;

yea, sometimes at a month or five weeks distance, if my
author t do not deceive me. Now many excellent chronolo-

gers, such as Scaliger, Calvisius, Ma^stlinus and Origanus,

have undertaken to prove, that the new calendar has many
errors and mistakes in it, and in time will prove as false a

rule for finding out Easter, as that rule of ours, which was

the rule of the Council of Nice. But may not the French

Church assent to use this calendar, and keep their Easter by

it, notwithstanding such mistakes? What end should we
have of heresies and schisms, if such things as these should

raise scruples in men's minds, and hinder their assent and

• See before, the chapter about assent and consent ; and Dr. Slicrlock's

Defence of Dr. Still, p. 105. Meggerlin Commeutar.

Chronol. cap. x. p. 91.
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consent to the use of a pious book fitted for Divine service.

I have already proved, that the French Church requires

assent and consent to the use of a translation of the Bible,

which she owns has some failures in it. Though every tittle

be not accurately and exactly translated according to the

original, (and consequently not to be assented to in that

sense, as if it were an exact translation, when they own it

to be otherwise) yet every minister is obliged to give his

assent and consent to it as a translation that is lawful, and

not repugnant to the word of God to use it ; and he must

use that, and no other in his ministration. Now why may

we not as innocently assent to use a Liturgy, which has a

mistaken rule for finding out Easter, as the French Church

does to use a translation of the Bible, which she owns has

some things in it not exactly according to the original ? If

it be assenting to a small lie, as Mr. B. modestly terms it, in

the EnffUsh ministers, I cannot see how the French will es-

cape the same imputation. I will not recrimmate, nor give

him the lie, but only take leave to say, that he, and all others,

who thus charge the Church of England, are under a mis-

take about assent and consent, and understand not truly her

constitution. Nor indeed can they account for their own

practice in assenting to read the Bible, upon their principles

and hypothesis : for the very best translation which they

consent to use as well as we, is thought by many critics of

the best rank, to have some mistaken passages, more ma-

terial than the rule about finding out Easter, which need a

more exact translation. I will only instance in one, which

was the discovery of the late eminent Dr. Pocock, a person

whose modesty no less than his learning, so conspicuous in

all his writings, rendered him famous over all the world.

The place I mean, is Mic. 5. ii. where the present transla-

tion reads it; " Thou Bethlehem Ephratah though thou

be little among the thousands of Judah ;"" whereas that

learned person proves it ought to be translated quite other-

wise, " Thou Bethhelem Ephratah art very great among

the thousands of Judah." For, as he observes, the original

word, tsair, or segor, signifies both little and great :
and

as in some places, where the sense requires it, it ought

to be translated, little, so here, in this place, it ought to
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be translated, great. For so St. Matthew quotes it,

" Thou IJethh'horn art not the least;' tliat is, art very ^'•reat,

" amonp- the princi's of Judah,'' &c. Mat. ii. fl. Wliich

shews that the word Isair, in Micah, was understood by the

Evang-ehst to signify great, and therefore ought now to be

so transhited ; as learned men now, since this discovery has

been made, do generally agree. See Dr. Pocock, Not. Mis-

eel, in Port. Mos. cap. ii. p. 17. and his Comment, on Mic.

5. ii. As also Dr. Hammond's Annot. on Mat. ii. 6. Hot-

tinker Smegma Oriental. And Frischmuth Dissert, de

Mich. & Mat. cited by Mr. Le Cene, Projet d' une Nouvelle

Version, p. 106.

Now if the Dissenters' rule be true, that no one can,

without a small lie, give assent and consent to any book,

which contains any the least mistake in it, how shall those

who are convinced by Dr. Pocock's reasons, that the fore-

mentioned passage is wrong translated, give their assent

and consent to the present translation ? Or must neither

the Church nor dissenters use the Bible in their assemblies,

till they can have a translation free from all manner of mis-

takes ? And where shall we have such an infallible transla-

tion ? Will dissenters of any denomination undertake to

make it ? Or will they excuse every minister from reading

the Bible in the church, till they have done it? If there be

some little mistakes in the present translation, why do they

not object against it, as well as the Liturgy, and set imme-

diately about a new one ; and leave it to men s censures

when they have done, and to every man's liberty that can

find any faults in it, to assent or not assent, use or not use

it at his pleasure'? There is no one but is sensible how

dangerous and absurd the consequences of such a liberty as

this would be : and yet the reason is as strong against the

present translation of the Bible, as against the Liturgy, for

having a supposed mistake in one of its rules for finding

out Easter. If nothing else can convince men, yet I hope

this may ; that it is dangerous to strain assent and consent

too high, lest at last they come to this pass, that they can-

not assent to the Bible itself, as ordered to be read in the

Church, in any human translation.
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CHAP. IX.

Of the Confession and Absolution, as used in the Church

of England ; and of Kneeling and Standing in Divine
Service.

Come we now to the several parts of the Liturgy ; where
the first thing- is, the general Confession to be said of the

whole congregation, after the minister, all kneeling. There
are some, who except against the shortness of this Confes-

sion ; which, if it be any fault, is equally chargeable on the

Confession in Calvin's Liturgy, used by all the French
Church, which, for the sake of those who never heard it, I

think it not improper here to transcribe out of Calvin's

works. " O Lord God, Eternal and Almighty Father, we
acknowledge and confess before thy Sacred Majesty, that

we are miserable sinners, conceived and born in sin and
iniquity; prone to evil, and indisposed to every good work;
and that being vicious, we make no end of transgressing thy

holy commandments. Hereby we call destruction upon our-

selves from thy just judgment. But yet, O Lord, we are

heartily sorry for having offended thee, and we condemn
ourselves and sins by true repentance, desiring thy grace

may relieve our misery. Therefore, O God, Merciful Father,

vouchsafe us thy mercy, in the name of thy Son Jesus

Christ our Lord. Blot out our sins, and purge away all our

filth, and daily increase in us the gifts of thy Holy Spirit:

that we acknowledging our iniquity from the bottom of our

hearts, may more and more displease ourselves, and be ex-

cited to true repentance ; which mortifying us and all our

sins, may produce in us the fruits of righteousness and in-

nocence, acceptable unto Thee: through the same Jesus

Christ our Lord." Calvin. Formul, Prec. torn. viii. p. 29.

It is true, the whole congregation is not oblig'ed to say

this Confession after the minister, as we do, but only to go
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alonf^ with him in their minds : Imt the diflerencc in this

circumstance is so very inconsltlerahle, that they must have

a very great inclination to dispute, that can raise any con-

troversy ahout it.

As to the posture of kncelin*;^, that is precisely enjoined

in the French Church to all people, without respect of qua-

lity or persons. " That great irreverence," says their Book

of Discipline, cap.x. art. 1. " which is found in divers per-

sons, who at public and private prayers do neither uncover

their heads, nor bow their knees, shall be reformed, which

is a matter repugnant unto piety, and giveth suspicion of

pride, and scandalizes them that fear God. Wherefore all

pastors shall be advised, as also elders and heads of fami-

lies, carefully to oversee, that in time of prayer, all persons,

without exception or acceptation, do evidence by those ex-

terior signs, the inward humility of their hearts and homage

which they yield to God ; unless any one be hindered from

so doing by sickness or otherwise."

Now compare this with ourRubriek and 18th Canon, which

says, " No man shall cover his head in the church or

chapel in the time of divine service, except he have some

infirmity. And all manner of persons, then present, shall

reverently kneel upon their knees, when the g-eneral Con-

fession, Litany, and other prayers are read." If any one

censures our Church for these rules of decency, he may

see himself more severely condemned by the discipline of

the French Church.

Next for the Absolution. I own Calvin's Liturg-y has no

such form in it : but he himself says, it was an omission in

him at first, and a defect in his Liturgy ; which he after-

wards would have rectified and amended, but could not. He
makes this ingenuous confession in one of his epistles

:

** There is none of us," says he, " but must acknowledge

it to be very useful, that after the general Confession some

remarkable promise of Scripture should follow, whereby

sinners might be raised to the hopes of pardon and recon-

ciliation. And I would have introduced this custom from

the beginning, but some fearing that the novelty of it would

give olience, I was over easy in yielding to them ; so the
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thino- was omitted. And now it would not be seasonable to

make any change ; because the greatest part of our people

begin to rise up before we come to the end of the Confes-

sion." Therefore he advises those he writes to, whilst they

had it in their power, to accustom their people to an Abso-

lution, as well as a Confession :
" Quo magis optamus, dum

nobis integrum est, populum vestrum ad utrunique assue-

fieriy Epist. de quibusd. Eccles. Ritib, p. 206, 529.

Nay, I must do that justice to Calvin here, by the way,

to say, that he was no enemy to private absolution neither,

as used in the Church of England. For in one of his an-

swers to Westphalus, he thus expresses his mind about it :

" I have no intent to deny the usefulness of private absolu-

tion ; but as I commend it in several places of my writings,

provided the use be left to men's liberty, and free from su-

perstition ; so to bind men's consciences by a law to it, is

neither lawful nor expedient." Defens. 2. ad Westphal.

tom. viii. p. 678,

Here we have Calvin's judgment, fully and entirely, for

the usefulness both of public and private absolution. He
owns it to be a defect in his Liturgy, that it wants a public

absolution. But the French Church took care to supply

this defect in some measure ; and, as far as they could

without hazarding the peace of their congregations. For

the second Synod of Paris, 1565, cap. ix. art. 17, made this

Canon :
" That such Churches as were accustomed upon

Sacrament days, or other Sabbaths, after the Confession of

Sins, to pronounce a general Absolution, may, if they

please, continue in it : but where this custom is not intro-

duced, the Synod adviseth the Churches not to admit

it, because of the dangerous consequences which may
ensue."

They approve the thing, and encourage it where it was in

use already, but thought it dangerous to offer at any altera-

tion where it was not ; for fear the novelty might give

offence, or occasion some disturbance. Whence it appears,

that it was not choice, but necessity, that made both Calvin

and the French Church omit the inserting a public Absolu-

tion into their Liturgy: they did not dislike the thing, but
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had no favornMo oppnrliiiiify, as llio Clnirrli of I'^n^laiid

had, (o iiitrothifi' it.

As for the ciistotn t)f the ministers stan(hnijf up at the ab-

solution, and some other prayers, as the Ruhrick appoints ; I

observe the same practice to be enjoined in some cases in

the French Church. For in the form of ordination appointed

by the Synod of St. Maixant, it is expressly ordered, " that

the minister, ^vho ordains, shall rise up when he comes to

the consecration prayer, and repeat that standing-.'' And
probably those churches, which use the Absolution, do it in

the same posture, as also the Creed, &c. : but I can say-

nothing- positively of these, for I find no express Canon or

Rubrick about what posture they are to be said in.

CHAP. X.

That the French Church esteems the Lord's Prayer a
Form of Prayer, and as such frequently uses it in Divine
Service.

Two things are commonly said ag-ainst the use of the
Lord's Prayer in our Church. 1. That we use it as a form.

2. That we repeat it too often in Divine service. To the
first objection Chamier answers copiously, that our Saviour
gave it to his disciples as a form ; that they used it as a
form in their daily prayers, as did also the whole primitive

Church ; which he proves from the testimonies of Tertul-

lian, Cyprian, and Austin. And hence he takes occasion to

prove against his popish adversary, Gerhard, that the Virg-in

Mary was not free from sin, because she used the Lord's
Prayer with the Apostles. " It is reasonable to believe,"

says he, " that the Holy Virgin prayed to God in the most
exquisite manner : but there is no better manner of praying-

to God, than that which Christ delivered." As Cyprian
says, " What prayer can be more spiritual than that which
was given us by Christ, who also g-ives us the Holy Spirit ?
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What can be more true prayer before God, than that which

was uttered from the mouth of his Son, who is truth itself^'

Secondly, it is plain from St. Luke, that Mary prayed with

the rest of the disciples, Acts i. 14. " These all continued

with one accord in prayer and supplication, with the women,
and Mary, the mother of Jesus." " Now," says he, " Si ora-

bani una, ergo communis erat omnibus formula ; if they

prayed together, they had all one commonform. ""^ Thirdly,

St. Austin says, " That it is necessary not only for the faith-

ful in g-eneral, but for every one in particular, to use the

prayer which our Lord g-ave to his disciples." These are

Chamier's arguments, to prove that the Virgin Mary, as well

as all other persons, were obliged to use the Lord's Prayer.

Tom. 3, de Pec. Orig-. lib. v. c. xii. n, 10.

Against this his popish adversary urged, 1. That it could

not be proved out of Scripture, or any ancient writer, that

ever the Virgin Mary used the Lord's Prayer. 2. The
Lord's Prayer was made for the sake of the rude and igno-

rant; that knew not how to pray : But the Virgin Mary was

taug-ht of God from her infancy to pray, and had forms

of prayer of her own. To which he answers, " 1. That it

was false, that it could not be proved out of Scripture that

the Virgin Mary did use the Lord's Prayer: For she prayed

with the disciples, and the disciples prayed, saying, ' Our

Father ;' therefore she also prayed, saying, ' Our Father.' " To
the second he answers, " that the Lord's Prayer was made for

the simple and ignorant indeed, but in the same manner as

David says the whole word ofGod was written, 'to give light

and understanding to the simple,' Psal. 19. that is, so to in-

struct the simple, as that it should be not only useful, but

necessary, to the greatest proficients also." Chamier, ibid,

n. 12, 13.

So far was this learned Frenchman from having that con-

temptible notion of the Lord's Prayer as a form, which some

have, that with St, Austin and the rest of the primitive

Church, he thought it necessary to be used as a form, both

in Church assemblies, and by every private Christian.

Rivet was of the same mind : for among other arguments

to prove the lawfulness and expediency of set forms, he
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urffos this; that Christ lan<iht his own disciples a form of

prayer. " It is iiuulc u (jueslioii l>y some, whether set forms

of prayer be hivvful to be used in public or in private ? But

we hoUl, that set forms, if they be pronounced with duo at-

tention of mind, are not only law ful, but very profitable also;

because every Christian is not able to conceive new prayers

with such decency as is fitting-, and the attention of the

hearers in gTcat assemblies, is not a little hel[)ed by accus-

tomed forms. Upon which account God himself prescribed

a form of benediction, to be used by the priests in the Old

Testament, Num. 6. 24. And Christ upon the cross used a

form of deprecation, which David, his type, had used before

liim. Mat. 27. 4G. The disciples also, Luk. II. 2. desired

him to teach them to pray, as John taught his disciples : to

whom Christ gave this answer ;
' when ye pray, say, Our

Father which art in Heaven,' &c. From the circumstances

of which words it is evident, that this Prayer of Christ is

not only a rule of praying aright, but also a form of

prayer to be ordinarily used ; as without all controversy, the

whole primitive Church ever esteemed it to be." Synops,

Pur. Theolog-. Disp. 3G. n. 33. where we have the judgment

of tlie Dutch and French divines together.

What they observe of the primitive Church, is so very

true, that I dare undertake to prove, that for 1500 years to-

gether, none ever disliked the use of the Lord's Prayer, but

only the Pelagians; and they did not wholly reject the use

of it neither, nor dislike it because it was a form, but for

another reason ; because it contradicted one of their princi-

pal tenets, which was, that some men w ere so perfect in this

world, that they needed not to pray to God for the forgive-

ness of their own sins, but only for the sins of others. In

regard to which tenet, they could have wished that the use

of the Lord's Prayer had been wholly laid aside; but be-

cause it was so generally used by the whole Catholic

Church, they despaired of gaining that point ; and therefore

continued to use it, contenting themselves with that perverse

gloss put upon the fifth petition ; that they prayed not for

forgiveness of their own sins, but for others ; as appears
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from the Council of Milevis, cap. 7. and the African Code,

can. 116, and 117. where their errors are condemned.

I hope none now dislike the use of the Lord's Prayer

upon the same principle: but however, to reject it upon

any principle, is a great fault; and such an one as is con-

demned by the whole Catholic Church, and in particular, by

the reformed Church of France.

But it is said, our Church enjoins the use of the Lord's

Prayer too often, and that is the thing that offends so many.

To which I answer, 1. That admit it were not so commodi-

ous as they could wish, yet all inconveniences do not make

a Liturgy unlawful, or justify separation from it, as I shall

fully prove, upon the principles of the French Church. 2.

Our Church seldom enjoins the use of it above once or twice

in any particular office ; and so much is commonly done in

the French Church : their ordinary prayer both before and after

sermon, as well morning as evening, concludes with it. So

does also their prayer at infant baptism ; as also the prayer

at baptism of adult persons, appointed by the last Synod of

Charenton, where they say it is Christ's own appointment,

who hath commanded us to call upon God, saying, " Our

Father which art in Heaven, &c." cap. 9. p. 452.

So that supposing different offices to be used, it must of

necessity follow, that the Lord's Prayer will be often re-

peated. Besides which, Dr. Durel has observed, that the

ministers commonly say it three times over, whilst they con-

tinue in the pulpit, both in the French and Dutch Churches.

Conform of Reform. Chur. p. 37.

In Calvin's Liturg-v used at Geneva, it occurs almost in

every office: as 1. In the minister's own prayer before ser-

mon, he might use it if he pleased.

2. In the long prayer prescribed to be used after sermon,

there is a kind of paraphrase made of it to conclude with.*

3. In the form of extraordinary supplications for fast days.

* I am credibly informed, that at Charenton, instead of the Paraphrase,

the ministers used to repeat the prayer only as a form.
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if is inKerknl veiliatiin, iiitit llio niidillc ol tin* juayor ultei

8LMiiU)ii. 1. It is used iilsu to eoiicluiJo llio prayur ot conse-

cration at infant liaptisni. T'oitniil. Prec. Ecelos. toni. 8.

So that the ilillerence betwixt the French and Mn^hsh

Church in this matter is so small, that whoever objects

aj^ainst the one, will (ind iiimself obliged to condemn the

other also. And when that is done, it will never justify the

[)raetiee of those, Nvho deny the Ijord's Prayer to l)e a form,

and whuily reject the use of it. JMr. Capel reckons thotsc

no better than madmen, whoso zeal against set forms trans-

port them to such an excess: "quis illorum furorein ferat,ac

nonpoiius cxecretur, S{c. Who can have patience to bear, and

not rather id>hor their madness, who boast that they have

never, or not for many years repeated the Lord's Prayer, and

give (jiod thanks upon that account ? Do they think, Christ

taught his disciples that [)rayer, that they should never use

it, nor oU'er it to God ? Or do they think the Apostles never

used it, but only as a rule and example to compose their

own prayers by ? How then come all ecclesiastical writers

and doctors of the Primitive Church to tell us, that the

Apostles consecrated the eucharist only with this prayer,

and that the whole Primitive Church followed their example 1

And how is it that in all Protestant Churches, when we can-

not particularly enumerate all our wants in our own prayers,

we think it necessary to conclude them ^vith that prayer,

which comprehends in short whatever things are omitted in

our own ? Upon which account we commonly usher it in

with this form of words ;
' these things, O Lord, and what-

ever else thou knowest to be necessary for us, we ask of

Thee, in the name of Christ, in that form of prayer which

He Himself hath taught us, ' Our Father,' &c."' Ludov.

Capel. Disp. 37. de Liturg. n. 13. inter Thes. Salmur.

par. 3.

This both vindicates the necessary use of the Lord's

Prayer, and the frequent use of it; that is, as often as we
make any petitions of our own, or if we divide our service

into different parts, we may use the Lord's Prayer in each

part; and that is agreeable to the custom of the French
Church, and perhaps all other Protestant Churches also.

VOL. VIII. K



130 THE FRENCH CHURCH S APOLOGV

CHAP. XT.

Of the use of the Apostolical Creed in the French Church.

Concerning- this Creed I observe four things in the prac-

tice of the French Church. 1. That they give it the name of

the Apostles' Creed, as we do in our Liturgy : their confes-

sion stiles it, Symbohwi Apostolicum, the Apostolical

Creed, Art. 5. As also their Liturgy and catechism, vvhere-

ever they speak of it. 2. They agree with our Church, as to

what concerns the reason of this name. "•' It is commonly

called the Apostles' Creed,"' says their catechism, " because

it has ever been received among the faithful from the foun-

dation of the Church ; and because it was either taken from

the mouths of the Apostles, or collected faithfully out of

their writings." Calvin. Catech. torn. 8. p. 12.

So that the design either of the English or French Church

in giving it the name of the Apostles' Creed, was not to tie

men up in the strictest sense, to believe it to be of the

Apostles' immediate composing' ; but to take it for an ortho-

dox and primitive summary of faith, either delivered by the

Apostles themselves, or collected out of their writings by

their immediate successors. A liberty is granted to either

of these opinions, because neither of them derogates from

the faith itself.

3. I observe that the French Church uses it in the same

holy offices as the Church of England does ; as in her form

of infant baptism composed by Calvin ; in her form of baptism

of adult persons composed by the Synod of Charenton, and

in her usual form of public prayers on the Lord's Day. The

words of their Liturgy after morning prayer, are, post ha>c

reciiatar Apostolorum Symholum : tlien shall be rehearsed

the Apostles' Creed.

And vet here we may note, that both the French and

English Church in this last point differ from the practice of
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Uio Piimitivo Chnrch : lor tlio Primitive Churdi for noar six

Imndrcd v**'"'* luiulo im otlicr piihlic use of llio Creed in

diviiio siM'vic-c, Imionly in cMlccliisiii^", and as a lorin ol j>ro-

fessin<:;- their laidi at l)a[)tisni ; as llamond rEstraiig-o and

Vossius, and others have made it aj)pear. Whence it fol-

lows, that primitive practice was no rule in indillerent mat-

ters, cither to the French or English Church, but they made

use of thoir own power and hherty in appointing- such tiling's

as they thought most c\podient and meet for edification :

and therefore this custom of repeating" the Creed as a part

of the pubhc Liturg-y, though new in comparison, being-

found to be a most useful and edifying- ])ractice, was thought

fit to be retained in the lituro-ies of all Protestant Churches.

And Mr. Baxter himself is so far from objecting- against the

use of it, that in his reformation of the English Liturgy, he

orders all the three Creeds to be read: " Next let one of the

Creeds be read by the minister, saying, ' in the profession of

this holy Christian faith we are here assembled. I believe

in God the F'ather, &c. I believe in one God, &c." And
sometimes Athanasius's Creed." Petition for peace and re-

form of the Liturgy, p. 26.

4. But to return to the French Church ; I observe in the

last place, that though they do not enjoin the people to stand

up and bear their part in the repetition of the Creed, yet

they have no objection against this. For in many cases

they allow of the standing posture in time of divine wor-

ship. As in their form of ordination, I have shewn already,

that the minister, who ordains, is obliged to pray standing at

the foot of the pulpit: and I shall shew hereafter, that all

the people are obliged to come up and receive the commu-
nion, standing- before the communion table. And I have

been informed, from those who are sufficiently acquainted

with their practice, that they stand up whilst they sing the

last verse of the llSth Psalm, and the prayer at the end of

the ten commandments : and as to standing up at the

Creed, it is what many of the people do, and all of them may
do if they please, though some chuse to continue kneeling.

For the minister, who in his prayer closes his hands toge-

ther, as a posture proper for that office ; when he comes to

k2



132 THE FRENCH CHURCH's APOLOGY

recite the Creed, unfolds them, and by such chang-e of pos-

ture, intimates them to be at liberty to stand up if they

please.

CHAP. XII.

That the French Church approves of the Athanasian

Creed, and requires Assent and Consent unto it.

One reason, why some cannot subscribe the Articles and

the Liturgy, is, because they command the belief and use of

the Athanasian Creed. The 8th Article says, " it ought to

be thoroughly received and believed, because it may be

proved by most certain warrants of Holy Scripture." And
the Kubrick in the Liturgy, upon certain days, enjoins the

reading- of it. Now, they say, they cannot subscribe entirely

to the belief or use of it, because of the damnatory clauses

that are contained therein, Baxter Nonconform, cap. 40.

But this objection will hold as well against subscribing

the French confession. For the 5th Article is in these

words :
" we therefore approve of those three Creeds, the

Apostolical, the Nicene, aiid the Athanasian ; because they

are ag-reeable to the written word of God." Docs the Ar-

tide of the Church of England say any more than this?

And may we not read in the church what is agreeable to

the word of God, if our Rubrick enjoins it ?

I must here note again, what I have proved at large be-

fore, that no minister could be ordained in France, till he

had first subscribed this confession of faith, whereof that

Article about the Athanasian Creed is one: so that they who
scruple conformity upon this account here, must have been

nonconformists in the Church of France also.

If any are offended further with our Articles or Liturgy,

because they call this Creed Athanasius's Creed ; they are

to consider, that the Church designed not to determine any

tiling thereby, to oblige men to take it for a Creed of Atha-
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nasiiis's composlnfr, hut only to g^ivo it n name hy v\lii( h it

nii"lit 1)0 (listiiii'nislKMl fiotn the olhcr Creeds : as is dono

ill all other foiifessions : for (he l"'reiich calls it Syinhohitu

Athanasianum, Art. 5, Tlio Helvetic, Syrnholuiii Atlianasii,

Art. 2. As also the Belgic, Art. 9. Syrnliolum Athanasii.

And the Saxon, Synihohiin Athanasianum, Art. I. Yet

all that is desig-ned hy any of those confessions, is only

that men should take this for an orthodox Crood, with-

out tyiiio- them up to holieve Athanasius to bo the author

of it: which hein<;- a matter purely historical, is left to

the discussion of learned men to determine for or against

it, as they see reasons to convince them. And there-

fore though Bishop Andrews and Rivet say they believe it

to be Athanasius's own composure, yet it is no crime in

Bishop Usher or Bishop Pearson, Hamond rEstrange, or Dr.

Cave, to dissent from them, and ascribe it to a much later

and a Latin author.* The Church is not concerned in this

dispute, so long- as the Creed itself is allowed to be the or-

thodox : and in that they are all agreed.

Nay I must add, that Mr. B. himself was once agreed

with the Church about the use of this Creed, however in his

last books his spirit came to be embittered against it. For
in his petition for peace and reformation of the Liturgy, p.

26. he orders tlie Athanasian Creed to be read sometimes in-

stead of the other; surely then at that time, when he drew
up the form of a new liturgy to be presented to the bishops

in 1661, he had none of these objections ag^ainst the damna-
tory clauses in it. And if he had considered that just apo-
log-y, which Dr. Falkner and some others have made for it,

he would never have shew n himself so weak, as to have gra-

tified the Socinians with unreasonable scruples against it.

See Dr. Falkner Libert. Eccles. p. 145, &e.

* Vigillus Tapsensis, an African bishop, who lived in tho laltt-r end of
the fifth century, in the time of the Vandalic Arian persecution.
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CHAR XIU.

That the French Church does not receive the Comm union

sitting, but requires all Communicants to receive it in

another Posture.

There are two sorts of persons, who dispute with the

Church of England about kneeling* at the communion.

Some absolutely and universally condemn the posture, as

sinful and unlawful; because it is a deviation from the prac-

tice and example of Christ, who administered the commu-
nion to his disciples sitting* ; which therefore they say, is

the only lawful posture. Others are not altog-ether so rigid

as this, but say, they believe it to be lawful to receive the

eucharist kneeling, and, upon occasion, themselves do so

receive it ; but their quarrel at the Liturgy and Canon is,

for rejecting those from communion, who dare not kneel in

the act of receiving: of this latter sort of objectors, Mr. Bax-

ter is the principal. Case of Engl. Nonconform, c, 14. " I

myself," says he, " am for the law fulness of org'ans, rails,

and coming up to them ; and for the lawfulness of kneeling

when we sing Psalms, or read the Scripture, or hear the

preacher: but I am not for the lawfulness of hanging or

damning men, that herein are not of my mind ; nor for turn-

ing* unnecessary things, because they are lawful, into condi-

tions of Church communion, and making kneeling necessary

to salvation."

Now, whatever there is in either of these charges, they

affect the French Church as much as they do the Church of

England. For thouoh the French Church does not receive

the communion kneeling, yet neither, 1. does she condemn

kneeling as unlawful ; nor 2dly, does she uso sitting, but a

contrary posture, that is, standing ; which is as much a devia-

tion from the example of Christ, as kneeling is. Nor 3dly,

does she admit any to communion, but such as receive in
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that posturo and inaiiner as Uv\ UultrickK and Canons ;i|)-

point. ISo tluit if tlioie be any force in the arguments uijl!^-

ed ao-aiiist the Chnroli of England, they etpially hold

njL»ainst the Church of France; or if the one may be jus-

tilied, so may the other. Let us tliorefore examine these

particnhirs.

That I. the French Church condemns not kncehng- ns

unlawful, ajjpears from this; that she allous it hiwful to

conununicate with the Eng-hsh, Lutlieran, and Polonian

Churches; all which receive the communion kneeling-, and

in no other posture. Besides, Beza says, " that kneeling at

the communion hath a shew of Godly and Christian reve-

rence, and therefore might be used with benefit heretofore.

Only he thinks, that since bread-worship came in at this

tloor, those Churches did well who received another gesture.

However, he condemns none tliat still retain it: for, he says,

it is not idolatrous in itself; and therefore he determines of

it, as of many other ceremonies, that it is not of that mo-

ment, as that ministers should leave their office, or the

people forsake the communion, because of it." Beza, Ep.

12. p. 107, & 109.

Peter Martyr, who was sometime a minister of the

French Church, goes a little further, and says, " it is not

material whether we receive the Lord's Supper standing,

sitting, or kneeling, so long- as the institution of Christ be

observed, and all occasion of superstition be cut off." Loc.

Com. Class. 2. c. 4. n. 39.

And in his defence of the eucharist against Gardiner, he

says, " adoration may be used in time of receiving, provided

our minds be applied, not to the elements, but to the thing

signified. For then, if we adore the Lord by kneeling, we do

not thereby testify any real or corporal presence of Christ in

the Sacrament." De Euchar. part 1. fol. 5.

He tells us in another place. " That many men piously

bow the knee and worship, when they hear those words of

the Gospel, ' the Word was made flesh :' and yet we may

not say, they worship the words, but the Thing signified.

So," says he, " what hinders but that we may do the same,
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when we receive the eueharist; provided we worship not

the external signs, but the Thing- signified by them." Loc.

Com. Class. 4. c. 10. n. 50.

This learned man did not think kneeling- so superstitious,

as some would make it ; nor sitting so necessary by any

command or example of Christ, but that any other decent

posture would as well comport with the end of the in-

stitution.

And indeed this was always the judgment of all knowing

men in the French Church, that the posture of receiving

w as none of those things, which are of the substance of the

sacrament, or which we are precisely bound to follow the

example of Christ in ; but an accidental circumstance, left

to the liberty of the Church, as many other things are, to

determine, as she sees most useful and expedient. Take the

testimony of one, which may stand for the judgment of the

whole Church, because his works were approved by two or

three national Synods ; that is, the learned Chamier, who in

his books de Eucharista, thus answers the popish argument,

for mixing water with wine, taken from the example of

Christ: "it follows not," says he, "that because Christ did it,

therefore we are bound to do the same ; for he washed his

disciples feet at supper, but no man thinks we are bound to

do so under pain of mortal sin. He consecrated at even and

after supper; which now the Church of Rome forbids.

Again, he consecrated lying at table ; which custom is long

ago laid aside, and observed by none. This gives us to un-

derstand, that every thing is not necessary to be done, that

Christ did only accidentally or occasionally, in celebrating

the eucharist; but only such things as he did, propter ipsius

sacramenti plenitudmem, to make it a complete and per-

fect Sacrament ; to which neither washing the feet, nor

celebrating at even, nor lying at table, nor mixing water

with the wine do appertain." Chamier de Euchar. torn. 4.

lib. 6. c. 3. n. 11.

So airain, lib. 7. c. 15. n. 13. " All things are not neces-

sary to be imitated that Christ did, when they are only cn-

cumstances of his actions. For instance. He celebrated the
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I'licliaiist at ov(Mi, alter su])i)or, lyinj;' at talilo, at llie tirno of

(lie passover. In such things every Church is at liberty to

act as she pleases/'

Who sees not by all this, that in tho jutl<^ment of the

French Church, sittini:;- at table in the reception of the eu-

charist, is none of those things which we are necessarily

obhged to by the example of Christ, but only an accidental

circumstance, which may be altered at the discretion of the

Church ? Accordingly tho French Church used her liberty

at the reformation, and took standing- at theeucharistas her

ortlinary receiving posture: and what is more, not only used

standing-, but enjoined it precisely, and forbad any to receive

it sittinir at the table, for the same reason that the Church

of England forbids it, viz. that there might be a general uni-

formity in the Church. The w ords of the Synod of St. Maix-

ant arc expressly these :
" that hereafter there may be a

g-eneral uniformity in the churches of this kingdom, in the

administration of the Lord's Supper, and all scruples by

reason of difference and singularity, arising- in weak, but

honest hearts, uncapable of distinguishing- between the sub-

stance and circumstance of tho sacred action, may be pre-

vented; all pastors are enjoined to abstain from any new

and private methods of their own. Among which, they for-

bid that of bringing- the people up in ranks unto the table,

there to sit or stand ; whereas they ought to make them

come sing-ly, one after another up unto it. Synod of St.

Maixant, 1G09. cap. G. Art. 14.

Here I observe, they not only forbid men to receive the

eucharist sitting- in companies at the table as at a feast,

which is the thing that is so much pleaded for among us,

but they will not allow them to receive it in companies

standing about the tabic neither; for they must come up

singly one after another.

Now supposing any one should make a scruple at this,

and object against receiving standing- singly, as varying

from the example of Christ at the institution of tho first

supper: if there be any strength in the objection, does it

not hold as well against the French Church, as the Church

of England ? For standing is as diflerent from sitting, as
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kneeling- is ; and standing singly, is something more. What
then! must the ministers give the communion to persons

sitting in companies at the table, who dare not receive it

otherwise 1 This the Canon forbids, and they are upon their

oath to observe the Canon, and liable to suspension if they

do otherwise. Where then is the difference betwixt their

case, and the ministers of the Church of England 1 The
English Rubrick, and the 27th Canon, which interprets the

Rubrick, says ;
" that no minister, when he celebrateth the

communion, shall wittingly administer the same to any but

such as kneel, under pain of suspension." And the French

Canon says, " no minister shall give the communion to per-

sons sitting in ranks at the table, but make them come up

and receive standing singly one after another." And the

ministers are upon oath to observe this Canon, and liable to

censure if they transgress it. Where then, I say, is the dif-

ference '? If kneeling be a deviation from the institution and

example of Christ, standing is so too. If to enjoin kneel-

ing be to add a new term of communion, to enjoin standing

must be an imposition of the same nature: and Mr. Baxter's

six arguments will hold as well against the French, as the

English posture. For he may say with equal truth, that

their imposition of standing is a sin :
" 1. Because itmaketh

new terms of Church communion. 2. It contradicts Christ's

appointed terms, which require all Christians to receive

each other in love and concord. 3. They must answer for

depriving Christ's members of their right, as truly as if they

oppressed widows and orphans. 4. They must answer for

schismatical tearing of the Church by their engines. 5. And
for usurping a needless and hurtful dominion over men's

faith and consciences by their church legislation. 6. And
for using that office, which is made for the comfort and edi-

fying of the faithfulj to drive conscience and obedience to

God out of the world, by making doubtful ensnaruig impo-

sitions, &c." Engl. Nonconform, cap. 4.

How would a French minister answer these arguments? why
plainly by saying they were slanders, not arguments. For

the requiring men to use the standing posture, was not to

make any new term of communion. Otherwise it would be a
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>u'v\ (eim ofcornmiininn to re(juire men to receive in u church,

or ill Icvcned hrrad, or in a rnoniiii-i-, or on any <'tl»cr day

besides the passuver, or in wine not mixed with water: for

all these circumstances dill'er from our Saviour's practice at

the first institution; yet they are enjoined by the French

and all other Protestant Churches; and no one can commu-
nicate with them that will not comply with these injunctions.

But will any one say, all these are new terms of commu-
nion, or that they contradict Christ's appointed terms, or

deprive Christ's members of their rii^ht, or schismatically

tear the Church, or that they are an usurpation upon men's

faith, or drive conscience and obedience out of the world;

when they are only the determination of indifferent circum-

stances, which are left to the liberty of every Church ?

If this be a good answer and apology for the French

Church, which enjoins standing-, it will hold as well for the

Church of England, which enjoins kneeling-; since their

case is the same, and they must both stand or fall together.

But what, if after all, our Saviour celebrated the eucharist

neither sitting, nor kneeling, nor standing, but in a different

posture from all these ; to wit, lying along at table ? What
then becomes of the argument from Christ's example'? Does

it not affect the dissenters, as much as the Church of Eng-

land ? And are not they concerned to answer their own ar-

gument as well as we 1 For if this be true, that Christ cele-

brated lying along, then sitting is as much a deviation from

that posture, as standing or kneeling is. If they ask how

it appears, that Christ celebrated lying along, rather than

sitting? I refer them to those French authors who undertake

to prove it against Cardinal Perron, and such other popish

writers, that say our Saviour celebrated sitting, and that sit-

ting is a posture of adoration.

Monsieur Daille says, " it is a thing confessed among

learned men, and evidently proved by the Gospels, that the

Apostles, at the time when they received the eucharist with

our Saviour, did not sit, but lie along upon beds as the cus-

tom then was." Apostolus, quo tempore eucharistiam

sumpserunt, non sedisse, sed in lectis de sceculi tUius more,

semiswpinos rccufmisse, cV Evamjelia apertisstme decent, Sf
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omnes eruditi confitentur. Dall. de Cultu Relig-. lib. 2. c.

p. 227.

The same is asserted by Chamier,* Rivet, and other wri-

ters of the French Church ; who upon their principles, con-

sonant to those of the Church of England, do rationally

account for their Church's practice in using a different pos-

ture : because they say well, that the posture of receiving

is to be reckoned among the indifferent circumstances of the

action, and not among those things which are of necessary

prescription or observation ; and therefore every Church has

power to appoint what posture she thinks fit in her own dis-

cretion. But Dissenters cannot thus account for their prac-

tice upon their principles : for if it be a necessary rule, as

they say it is, to receive in the same posture which our Sa-

viour used ; and that be true which the French writers

maintain, that he used not sitting, but lying along; then

their practice contradicts their own rule, and they condemn

themselves in going contrary to the example of Christ,

whilst they think themselves obliged to follow it. And this

is a further proof, that in this whole matter they differ as

much both in principles and practice from the French

Church, as they do from the Church of England.

CHAP. XIV.

That the French Church thinks it lawful to oblige all

Members of the Church to frequent Communion under

Pain of Excommunication.

The Kubrick at the end of the communion-office requires

every parishioner to communicate at least three times in

the year, of which Easter shall be one. " And the 112th

* Chamier Panstrat. torn. iv. de Euchar. lib. vi. c. 3. n. 11. It. lib. vii-

c. 15. n. 13. cited before in this chapter.

Rivet Synop. Pur, Theol. Disp. 45. n. 12. Noii sedeiUes, sed accuin-

bcntes, &c.
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Canon enjoins tlio niinister, ohiirch-unrdcns, qucRt-mon and

nssistiuits oi' fverv [»aiisli cliuith and cliapol, yi'aily williin

forty ilays alter Easter, to exhibit to tlio bishop or his

chancellor the names and surnames of all the parishioners,

as well men as women, who being of the ag-e of sixteen

years, received not the communion at Easter before."

Mr. Baxter has ten reasons against this, which I shall

not here repeat, but only observe by the by, with the

learned Dr. Ealkner, how nonconformity hath run its

changes at such a variance, as if both the extremes were to

be preferred to the middle way. Mr. Baxter thinks the

Church has done too much in directing men to communi-
cate, and ordering the minister to present those that

neglect it. But both Mr. Cartwright, the chief opposer of

the Liturgy in Queen Elizabetirs time, and Didoclavius the

author of the Altare Damascenuw, who was tlie most
violent censurer thereof in King James's time, thought
that too little was done herein : for both of them would
have all, uhoare in the Church's communion, forced to

receive the Lord's supper at stated times. Mr. Cartwright

was for indicting civil punishments on refusers ; and both
of them condemn those who abstain from the Lord's table

out of fear, as guilty of superstition, and say they oug'ht

not to be borne with. See T. C. reply, p. 117, and Altar.

Damasc. c. 10. cited by Dr. Falkner, lib, Eccles. p. 209.

One might possibly give many other such instances out -

of the writings of our old nonconformists : but my business

is to shew the sense of the French Church in this matter.

And here I observe first of all, that the judgment of Beza
was entirely conformable to the rule of the Church of
England : for in his 73d Epistle, p. 330, he gives this

advice to a certain magistrate, " That he should enjoin all

men professing the same religion with himself, to frequent

the Lord's Supj)er, and they that should neglect it, should
be called before the consistory, to answer for their con-
tempt." Their Book of Discipline has a Canon to the same
purpose, cap. xii. art. II. where it is ordered, " That if any
out of contempt refuse for a long time to communicate, they
shall be cut off from the body of the Church." And what
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they mean by contempt, we may learn from other Canons,

which speak of stated communions among- them four times

a year. Thus the 14th Canon of the same chapter: " Al-

though it hath not been the custom to administer the Lord's

Supper in the greatest part of our churches more than four

times a year, yet it were to be desired that it might be

oftener ; because it is very profitable, &c., and the example

of the Primitive Church doth invite us to it. Therefore our

National Synods shall take that care and order in this mat-

ter, which is requisite to the welfare of our churches."

The Synod of Paris, 1565, Can. 20. speaks to the same

purpose. " Althoug-h in our churches the Lord's Supper

for the most part is administered only four times a year, yet

the more frequent celebration of it is very desirable, due

reverence in approaching it being- always observed," &c.

Here we see, four times a year are insisted on as the re-

ceived custom of all the Churches, and more frequent cele-

bration is commended, yet not precisely enjoined : but four

times a year it was expected every member should commu-
nicate, else he was deemed g'uilty of a contempt of their

discipline, and accordingly censured by the consistory of

the Church, which had power to proceed even to excommu-
nication. This is something- more than our Church requires,

both as to times and punishment; for she only requires

three times a year, and says nothing' of excommunication,

but leaves the censure and manner of punishment to the

bishop's discretion. However, Mr. Baxter thinks fit to say,

" that they are then to be excommunicated if they refuse,

and to lie in gaol till they die, when taken by the writ de

excommunicato capiendo i'' thoug-h there is not a word of

this, either in the Rubrick or Canon. And yet if it had been

so, it is no more than is commonly done by the magistrates

of Geneva, who imprison or banish, as they think fit, all

incorrigible contemners of the orders of the Church.

I will end this chapter with two citations out of Calvin.

In one of his epistles, he tells us, he laboured hard in the

beginning of the reformation, to have communions brought

to once a month. " I should be most pleased," says he, " to

have a monthly communion, rather than have the people in-
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vitod only four tim(>s a y<'ar, as now tlic ciiKtom is amon<]f

us. W hen 1 first came lutlicr, it was ndt>iini.vtcrecl only tlireo

times a year : 1 was tor a cofiiinunion onco a niontli ; l>ut

when I could not prevail, I tlioui^-lit it better to indulg-e a

little the people's inlirniity, than to contend over much about

it. Nevertheless, I took care to have it entered upon re-

cord, that this was an evil custom, to the end that posterity

inii^-ht with more ease and liberty correct it." Resp. de

Quihusd. Kecies. Ritib. p. 20G, 520.

In another place he pleads for a weekly communion, and

.says, " It was not instituted to be received only once a year,

as then the popish custom was ; but to be received fre-

quently, in memory of our Saviour's passion, and for many
other j^ood ends," which he there recounts. This was the

practice of the Apostolical Church: they communicated
once a week, (Act. ii. 42. 1 Cor. xi. 20.) and it continued

so for some ages after, which he proves from many an-

cient Canons, as those called the Apostolical Canons,

the Councils of Antioch and Toledo, and the writings

of St. Austin and Chrysostom : and concludes, " that

the custom of communicating only once a year was most
certainly an invention of the deviTs. Sane hcec consuetudo,

qua? seynel qaotannis commutiicare jubet, certissimum est

diaboli inventumy Calvin Instit. lib. iv. c. xvii. n. 44,46.
Can we think now Calvin would have complained of the

English Rubrick, for enjoining men three times a year to

communicate, who says, " the enjoining- them but once only

was the devil's invention !" This was his quarrel with the

Church of Rome for enjoining it no oftcner than she did :

sure then he would not blame the Church of Enofland for

prescribing it more frequently. He himself prescribed it

four times a year, and would have enjoined a monthly com-
munion, but was overborne in it. He commends the ancient

practice of communicating weekly, and the ancient discip-

line which excommunicated all that refused it. He would
have the ancient practice restored again, though not by the

ancient discipline
; for though it was proper for those times,

yet he thinks it too severe for the present, and therefore

would have men invited only, not compelled, to weekly
communions. xAll which is exactly agreeable to the sense
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and practice of the Church of England, which encourages

monthly and weekly communions, but compels none to

them : she only requires men's attendance three times a

year, upon pain of ecclesiastical censure.

CHAP XV.

That the French Church uses a Form of Words at the De-

livery of the Sacrament, and obliges every Communicant
to receive it only from the Hands of the Minister.

By the Rubrick of the Church of Eng-land, all ministers are

enjoined to deliver the elements to every communicant's

hand, and to use' a certain form of words, ' the body of our

Lord Jesus Christ, &c.' particularly to every one at the dis-

tribution. Now this is also censured by some as a thing con-

trary to the practice of Christ : nay, they say, it is a studying-

to be wiser than our Master, and not to be obedient to Him.

An heavy charge indeed, if it were really true !

But here again Calvin and Beza express their dissent.

Calvin says, " men ought not to contend about such matters

as these ; whether they shall take the elements into their

own hands, or not ; whether they shall divide them among
themselves, or every one take the part which is given to

them ; whether they shall return the cup into the dea-

con's hands, or give it to their next neighbour ; whether

the bread shall be levened or unlevened ; the wine

red or white: for these are indifferent things, and left to

the liberty of the Church. Calvin. Instit. lib. 4, c. 17. n. 43
Beza speaks tnuch to the same purpose in his second

Epistle to du Tillet. " It is probable, ' says he, " that at the

first supper the Apostles received the cup from one another,

and all drank of the same cup. But what then 1 shall vve

therefore say all Churches sin, where the custom is not to

take the elements from one another, but every one singly

from the hands of the minister or deacon 1 By no means :

because, though we are commanded to receive, yet the

manner of the reception is not precisely enjoined."

They, who speak thus, could not think, as our objectors
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<io, that the pinctico of our Church was so oontrai y to tho

nilc of Christ, as; lo ho an act of Hisohcdicncc, find a stu-

tlviii^' (o ho wiser ih.m Mini.

But the enjoin;ii<^ it perhaps is tho tliiiii.^ tiiey most scru-

ple at, as contrary to tho example of Christ, because it makes
a new term of communion. If so, the Church of France is

bound toanswerit, for making so many canons, enjoining- all

communicants to receive only from the hands of the minister,

(except in cases of absolute necessity) with a certain form

of words also to be usetl at the distribution to every one.

Their Book of Discipline has two canons to this pur|)ose,

Cap. 12. Art. 8 and i). Tiic Churches shall be informed,
" That it belongeth only unto ministers to give the cup.

And this they may do with the accustomed form of

words, &c."

This is repeated in the Synod of Montauban, cap. 4. art.

33. Synod of Lyons, 15G3. cap 10. Synod of Vertueil, 15(57,

cap. 8. art. !>. and with greater strictness in the Synod of

Gergeau, KiOl. Cap. 6. Art. 7. where it is decreed, " That
the bread and cup in the holy eucharist shall be distributed

by none but the ministers and elders, who shall with their

own hands put them iilto the hands of every individual

communicant."

The Synod of St. Maixant, 1609. Cap. (3. Art. 14. speaks

in as peremptory terms as may be, " That the cup
shall not be given by the faithful, one to another, it being
contrary to an express canon of our discipline ; which
ordereth pastors, if possible, to deliver it ; or where they

cannot, the elders to assist the pastors in populous
churches."'

Where it is to be noted that elders are to have no
hand in it but only in cases of absolute necessity, which is

so far insisted on, that in another canon they condemned
one Royer, who wrote a book to prove it lawful for elders

ordinarily to give the cup in the sacrament, and recite the

words of institution at the delivery of it. The censure is

in these words :
" This Synod having already determined

what should be done herein, by an express canon inserted

into our discipline ; in which nothing shall be changed,

for whatever difficulties may arise about the delivery of the

VOL. VIII. L
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cup, it cannot by any means approve of the said Royer, &c.

But our advice is, that forasmuch as pastors in populous

churches cannot without excessive toil deliver the cup to

every individual communicant, they may use the help of

elders, but yet enjoin them silence, and the pastors only

shall speak when the sacred elements are distributed, that

so it may be generally and manifestly known, that the

administration of the sacraments is wholly appropriated to

the pastoral office." Synod of St. Maixant, Cap. 8. Art. 35.

The non-conformity of some pastors and churches gave

them still fresh occasion to repeat this injunction. There-

fore in the Synod of Alez. 1620. they reinforced their disci-

pline with this Canon :
" In all provinces pastors shall be

obliged to administer the cup, as well as the bread, unto

every individual communicant, without distinction of persons.

And also they shall use meet words in the administration of

both the elements, to quicken the hearts and spirits of the

communicants at the Lord's table. And express order is

given to all Provincial Synods, to take special care that

pastors do not in the least transgress this canon." Cap.

5. Art. 14.

The Church of Montauban made a remonstrance against

this, and pleaded, that it had been an ancient custom with

them for elders to deliver the cup, and therefore they desired

license to continue their ancient practice. But the Synod
refused, and peremptorily commanded all pastors without

exception, to conform to the established order. Synod of

Alez. Cap. 14. Art. 37.

The two following Synods of Charenton and Castres

reinforced the said decree, " Expressly enjoining all the

Churches to observe most uniformly the canon of the Synod
of Alez : see the Synod of Charenton, 1 623. Cap. 6. Art. 3.

and Castres 162G. Cap. 14. Art. 5.

And whereas in the next Synod of Charenton 1631.

a complaint was made against the Churches of Nismes and

Montpellier, for non-execution of the canon of Alez, about

dehvering the cup at the Lord's table by pastors only

;

that Synod judged the province of lower Languedoc to

have incurred a censure for their overmuch indulgence to

those Churches : and it highly censured the consistories of

those Churches also, and enjoined them for the future to
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follow the practice of flic other Churches of tlie kirig-domjOn

pain of l)oiii<i- prosecuted with all ecclesiastical censures."

See the secoiul Svnod of Charcnton, Cap. 19. Art. 28.

The Church of Nisrnos not confoTminjr for all this,

another decree passed in the followini;- Synod of Alanson,

1637. Cap. 8. Art 4. enjoining;- them to suhtnit, and " conform

themselves to the canon of their discipline, which orders all

Churches to be informed, that it belong-eth to ministers

only to administer the cup, and this for the avoiding- many
evil consequences."

These canons 1 presume will bo owned to run full in as

high and peremptory terms, as the Rnbrick of the Church of

England, which enjoins the minister to deliver the elements

to every communicant's hand, and use a form of words par-

ticularly to every one at the distribution of them. Our dis-

senters call this an act of disobedience to Christ, and a

studvinof to be wiser than our master : but the French

Synods say, many evil consequences would attend the

contrary practice, and therefore they universally and severely

prohibit it, and subject the transg-ressors to all ecclesiasti-

cal censures.

I have one thing- more to add upon this head, that

whereas lay-elders in the Church of Geneva, were wont

sometimes to assist the pastors in the delivery of the cup:

in the year 1G23, " The pastors of the Church and profes-

sors of the University, sent letters to the National Synod of

Charcnton, telling them, that now they had resolved for the

future that it should be done by the pastors only." Synod

of Charcnton, 1623. Cap. 5.

And long before this they had declared their willingness

to comply with this custom. For in the National Synod of

Lyons, 1563, the brethren of Geneva being- demanded,

whether at the Lord's table pastors only should distribute

the bread and wine to the people ^ they gave this answer,
** That it were certainly best, if it might be conveniently

done at all times ; but where it would be impracticable and

too g-reat a burden for the pastor, as it would be in some

churches, there the elders and deacons might come in to his

assistance and distribute the elements unto those who were

more remote from him." Synod of Lyons, 1563. p. 53.

L 2
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So that here we have the concurring judgment both of

France and Geneva, not only for the lawfuhios but also the

expediency of the English way of distributing the elements

to the people ; which rule is never to be broken but in cases

of absolute necessity, when they allow elders and deacons
to distribute, but never the people to receive from one
another. This either justifies the Church of England, or

condemns the French Church for disobeying the law of

Christ. Let those now, who are concerned, tell us, whether

of the two it does, for we can see no difference between them.

CHAP. XVI.

Of the Doxology in the Communion-office , which speaks of
Archangels in Heaven.

I find another objection made against the communion-

office, by the authors of the book called, the Necessity of

Reformation, 1660. because in the doxology a little before the

prayer of consecration, there is mention made of Archangels

as well as Angels in heaven. Now they say, " This is

an uncertainty, if not an untruth ; for the scripture never

speaks of more Archangels than one. Dan. 10. 21. 1 Thes.

4. 16. Jude v. 12. Rev. 12. 7. This one is Michael, to wit,

Christ the Prince of his people." So those reformers, p. 29.

To which I answer, 1. That supposing there was but one

Archangel, yet this expression might be justified by many

passages of Scripture, where the plural number is used,

when only a single person is meant. As Matt. 27. 44. " The
thieves also that were crucified with him, cast the same

iri his teeth :" when yet it appears from Luke 23. 39. that it

was but one of the thieves that railed on him. See the like

instances. Matt. 26. 8. Heb. 11. 33. 37. Matt, 21. 2. cited in

Mr. Pool's Synopsis, on Mat. 27. 44. To which may be

added, Job 1. 5. Jud. 12.7.

Now as St. Matthew speaks truth, when he says, men of

all sorts mocked Christ, to wit, the chief priests, the scribes,

the people, the soldiers, and even the thieves that were
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criieifieH witli hiin, tl)oii<»-h it was l)Mt one of llic thiovos that

flid so : ill like manner our Church speaks truth, wlien she

Rays, " with Angels and Archangels, iinii all th(! company of

heaven, we laud and magnify thy glorious name;" tlxMigh it

could ho certainly proved, that tiiere was hut one Archang-el

in heaven. For still it will he true, that heavenly Spirits of

all sorts, Ano'cls, Archangels, &c. praise the name of God in

heaven.

But 2dly. It is a mistake in the objectors, when they say

tiio scripture never speaks of more Archangels than one.

For Dan. 10. 12. Miciiael the Arehang'el is called one of the

chief princes : which T think plainly signifies that there are

more than one. And so St. Austin says expressly in his

Enchiridion, cap. 58. Sint tamen et. illic Archangeli, that

there are Angels and Archangels in heaven ; though he will

not undertake with Dionysius and the schoolmen to distin-

guish them into nine orders and tell what is the exact differ-

ence between them. Rivet commends St. Austin's mo-

desty,* and does not dislike his opinion of more Archangels

than one. Rivet Cathol. Orth. Tract. 2. Q. 46. n. 3.

And Peter Martyr says, " The names of Archangel, Che-

rubim, and Seraphim do denote that there are both different

orders and different offices among the celestial Spirits. And
he thinks Principalities and Archangels in Scripture mean the

same order, to wit, those higher Spirits, to whose care only

is committed the protection of provinces, empires, and

kingdoms.

* That the ancients were generally of opinion, that there were more Arch-

angels than one, is evident from hence, that they reckon Archangels one of

the orders of created Angels.—The Council of Sardica says expressly, that

Clirist was tlie Creator and Maker of Archangels and Angels, &c. Ep. Synod

ap. Theodoret,l.2. c. S. Pope Damasus in his Confession of Faith says, we

arc baptized in the name of Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, not in the name of

Angels or Archangels, ap. Theodoret. lib. 5. c, 11. Chrysostom adv. Vilu-

perator. Vitic. Monast. lib. 3. p. 498. torn. 4. Ibid. p. 505. with Angels and

Archangels. It. serra. 3. do incomprehcns. Dei naturfi apxayytXot Hovrai

t. 1. p. 365. ser. 4. p. 365. ser. 32. de Cruce et Latrone. t. 1. p. 498. ser. 2.

de Verb Esai. t.3. p.SlO. Clreg. Nazianzen. Orat. 1. Apol.de FugS. Hicron.

Ep. 53. adReparium. Cassian. Collat.7. c. 13. Collat. S. c. 15. Id.Collat. 18.

c. 16. Ambros. de Fide. lib. v. c. 8. Theodoret. ser. 3. de Angel, t. 4. p. 5«?2.
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" This, he says, was Daniel's meaning, when he wrote of

the Prince of the Grecians, and Persians, and Michael the

Prince of the people of God, Dan. 10. 13, and 12. 1. Pet.

Mart. Loc. Com. par. I.e. 12. n. 20, 21.

So that in his opinion, the Prince of Grecia, and the Prince

of Persia are of the same order with Michael the Prince of

the people of God.

And that shews, that he did not believe Michael to be

Christ nor the only Archangel that is mentioned in Scripture.

CHAP. XVII.

OJ the Use of the Sign of the Cross in Baptism, how far
justified by the French Church.

The next particular office that is found fault with is the

office of baptism, against which nonconformists have several

exceptions. That, which has made the most noise, with the

least reason, is the rubrick, which enjoins the minister to

sign the child after baptism with the sign of the cross.

Some say it is superstition, others that it is popery : but

Mr. Baxter has two new charges against it, first, he says, it

is inventing a new sacrament, and 2dly, it alters the term

of Christ's covenant, and directly contradicts the fundamen-

tal law of Christianity. Eng'. Nonconform. Cap. 13.

Let us hear the judgment of the French Church, whether

that be so severe as this. They neither enjoin this cere-

mony nor use it, I own, but neither do they condemn it as

superstitious, or simply unlawful, nor give our Church

those hard names for enjoining it as Mr. Baxter and some
others do.

Beza was not for the enjoining it, yet he gives this advice

to the brethren of England, that wrote to him about this and

many other ceremonies, " That forasmuch as they were

not idolatrous in themselves, it was not fit that ministers

should leave their office, or people forsake the communion
because of it, Beza Epist. 12. p. 107, and 109.
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In nnotlicr place he says, '* 1 know that some Churches

(meaning- (he En^hsh arul Lutheran) renouncing the ado-

ration of the cross, do stiil retain the use of this sij^n:

uiantur ujitur ipsi, siciiti par est, sua Libertate ; let them

therefore use their own libcrti/ (is it is meet they should

;

we in the French Churches for sundry reasons do not permit

it to be used. Beza Cont. Baldwin cited by Mr. Sprint in

his Cassander Anglicus p. 249.

This is spoken candidly with a just moderation and tem-

j>er : every Church may use her own liberty in this matter

and therefore as the Church of England does not condemn
the French for not retaining this ceremony, so neither does

the French condemn the English for retaining it. For they

are both aereed that it is not in itself unlawful.

Peter Martyr says, " The sign of the cross is worn by

kings upon their crowns without superstition, because by

that sign they only profess and declare, tha they reverence

and maintain the Christian religion. And if it be lawful

for a man to bear the coat of arms belonging to his family,

it is lawful also to profess ourselves Christians by the sign

ottho cross" .Loc. Com. part, 2. c. 5. n. 20.

What does the Church of England more than this, when
she uses this sig'n only as a token of professing the Chris-

tian religion, that we are not ashamed to own the faith of

Christ crucified, &c. 1 May we not as innocently use this

sign in baptism, as a prince wear it on his crown, in token

that he reverences and maintains the Christian religion ? A
disputing* head, I confess may work a new sacrament out of

either ; but Peter Martyr was not so quick sighted as to

discern any such mystery in them.

Nor surely did the National Synod of St. Maixant see

any harm in it, when they resolved, " That protestant

soldiers, to receive the relief granted by his Majesty, unto

those who had been maimed in his scrvive, might wear the

cross on their cloaks, not as a badge of superstition, but as

a mark and cognizance of their atHicted condition, and that

they should not therefore be excluded from the communion
at the Lord's table." Synod of St. Maixant. IG09. Cap. 6.

Art. 1 1

.

But it may be said, that though the French Church
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allow it to be lawful, yet they did not like the imposing- it.

Suppose they did not : what follows from thence ? That

therefore to impose it was to make a new sacrament, and

alter the terms of Christ's covenant, and destroy the funda-

mental law of Christianity, as Mr. Baxter words it 1 No
such thing ; for how then could Beza persuade ministers to

comply with it, if it was so manifestly repugnant to the Chris-

tian religion 1 Would he have exhorted both pastors and

people to have submitted to it, had he thought it a new
sacrament, or that it altered the terms of the covenant of

God ? Beza knew too well, that the enjoining" some indifferent

circumstance or ceremony was not to alter the terms of the

covenant : otherwise the French Church had been as guilty

as any other. For though they do not enjoin the sign of

the cross in baptism, yet they do some other things, which

Christ has no more commanded than the sig-n of the cross.

At Geneva it is enacted by a law, for some reasons of

state, that no minister shall baptize a child with the name of

Balthasar.* And though this sometimes occasions troubles

and tumults, yet the ministers are bound precisely to observe

it, as Beza himself informs us in the life of Calvin, " In
Gervasii templo tumultum non parvum eo pr^etextu excita-

runt, quod Minister infanti ad haptismun oblato, indere

Balthasaris nomen, quoniam id diserte leges scriptce ob

certam causam prohibebant, recusaret.^' Beza Vit. Calvin

p. 84.

In the other Churches of France ministers are enjoined by
canon not to baptize any child with any name that is

ascribed to God in Scripture, as Immanuel, and others of

the like nature. So their Book of Discipline. Cap. 11. Art. 14.

And the Synod of Orleans, 1562. Cap. 2. Art. 21. says

expressly; "Ministcrsshallreject the names of old paganism,

nor shall they give unto infants such names as are attribu-

ted to God ; nor names of office, such as Baptist, Angel,
Archangel." See also the Synod of Nismes, 1572, Cap. 2.

Art. 3. Synod of Figeac, 1579. Cap. 2. Art. 4. Synod of

Vitre, 1583. Cap. 3.

w Tlic reason of proliibiliug this naiiie, I conceive, was only because
Balthasai Pacimontanus was the liiig-leadcr of the Anabaptists.
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They arc further ohlijjfed not to Vmpti/c any childn.'n but

upon a sermon-(hiy. The Synod ot Tonneins, 1014. Ca[). 0.

Art. 7. " Itsliail not be lawful to celebrate baptism, unless

there be a sernion either before or after." The same was

decreed in the Synod of St. Maixant, 1009. Cap. 3. Art. 10.

and the Synt)d of Privus, 1612. Cap. 6. Art. 7.

Now the (juestion to be asked upon all fliis is, whether

any of tliese thing's be conditions of baptism enjoined by

Christ i If not
;
(for no one, I presume will say they are,)

then by what authority does the Churcli of France enjoin

them t Why must no child be baptized but on a sermon-

day ? Why not with an heathen name, or the name of Bal-

thasar, or Immanuel, or Ba[)tist, or Ang'el, &c? Hath Christ

made any of these thing's conditions of baptism ? No, but

at Mr. Baxter's rate of arg-uing-, the French canons do. For

they say no one shall be baptized, unless the parents will

first a<iree not to call him bv the name of Balthasar, or

Immanuel, or Baptist, &c. Now what if the parents insist

upon it and require the child to be named so, and plead as

IVlT. Baxter does, that Christ required none of these condi-

tions, and therefore if the ministers refuse to baptize, they

are guilty of altering- the terms of Christ's covenant and

sacrament : would this charg-e at all aflect the Church of

France "? If not, how comes it more to affect the Church of

England, which only requires submission to her injunction in

the same manner as the Church of France does to hers?
" Judge not according to appearance, but judge righteous

judgment ;" excuse the one, or condemn both.

If it be said, that the French canons do not deprive

any of baptism : I answer, they do as much as the Church

of Ii^ngland does, supposing men to be so weak or

superstitious, as to think them an encroachment upon their

Christian liberty, and an altering the terms of Christ's co-

venant ; for whilst they are under that prejudice, they will

think it unlawful to comply with them, and that they are

obliged to shew their Christian liberty by standing stifl"

against them ; in which case they can have no ba[)tism,

unless the canons are transgressed, or else give way to

their weakness or stubbornness, call it what you will: go

that the case is the same in both Churches, only the one
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has been so happy as scarce ever to have met with any

opposition upon such points, whilst the other has felt the

sad effects of inveterate prejudice to her great sorrow and

distraction.

But then experience, you will say, should make men wise

and teach them at last to take this stumbling block out of

the way, and leave every one at liberty whether he would
use the cross or not. I answer this belongs to convocations

and Synods, and not to private men to alter. The French

Church saw reason to alter one of the forementioned

constitutions. For the Synod of Castres, 1626. Cap, 25.

Art ,15. does not confine men to baptize only on sermon-days,

but allows baptism to be celebrated " on any day when
common prayer is said without sermon." And it was finally

determined by the following Synod of Charenton, 1631.

Cap. ] 9. Art. 22. " That every Church should be left to their

own usage and custom, to baptize with or without a sermon
as they thought convenient." But so long as the former

constitution continued in force, private men were not to

contemn, but pay a due respect and obedience to it. Atid

that is our case here in England. When the wisdom of

our superiors shall think it expedient to make any alteration

in this matter ; ministers may baptize with, or without the

cross, as now^ is done in private baptism: but till then

rubricks must be their, rule, and not humour or fancy.

Meanwhile dissenters have been often told, that if taking-

away the cross, or leaving it at liberty, would cure the

schism, the Church of England could as easily dispense

with it, as the French Church does with a sermon, and go
many steps further for the sake of peace and union,* if

such conditions would procure it.

* See Dr. Stillingfleet's preface to Unreasonableness of Separation, p.
82. And Dr. Sherlock's defence, p. 13.
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CHAR XVIII.

Of the Saving Regeneration of Infants, that it is a Doctrine

of the French Church, as much as of the Church of
England.

The next thing- that is scrupled in the office of baptism is

the rubrick at the end of it, which say^, " It is certain by
God's word, that children which are baptized, dying- before

they commit actual sm, are undoubtedly saved.' Mr. Baxter
is so offended with this, that ho says, were there but this

one thing-, it would oblige them to nonconformity, whatever
they suffer for it. Case of English Nonconformists, Cap. 9.

Sure there must bo some extraordinary evil in it then,

which makes it so frightful : yes, he says, it is a new
article of faith, and a dangerous adding- to the word of God
and a doctrine never heard of till the last alteration of the

Liturgy. All which is abundantly proved to be false by Dr.

Falkner in his Libertas Ecclesiastica pag. 230. &c. whither

I refer the reader for satisfaction. All, I am here concerned
to shew, is, that this rubrick is agreeable to the doctrine of

the French Church. Which will appear if we compare it

with the 35th article of their confession, which says, " That
baptism is administred to us to testify our adoption, because

by it we are ingraffed into the body of Christ, washed by his

blood, and renewed by his spirit unto holiness of life." Now
are not those, who are washed by the blood of Christ and
renewed by his spirit, truly regenerated, and undoubtedly
saved, if they commit no actual sin to reverse and
cancel the benefit of their baptism ? How comes the

Church of England then to be charged with making a new
article of faith 1 Why, because it is not certain by God's
word that all children that are baptized, are saved : particu-

larly not the children of infidels and heathens, though they

should be baptized. And does the Church of England say

this ? No, but Mr. Baxter says ^he means so. and that is
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enoug-h to charge her with making- a new article of faith.

But why may not the Church of France mean so too, seeing

her words are as indefinite and without exception 1 No, that

would spoil another charge of Mr. Baxter's, who says, the

Church of England presumptuously condemns the reformed

Churches and the Christian world. So that in short, here

is no controversy upon this point, unless we will allow Mr.

Baxter the liberty of fixing what sense he pleases upon

words, and let him partially load the Church of England,

and excuse the French and other reformed Churches, when

yet they all speak and mean the same thing, which is no

more than this ; that all children who have a just right to

baptism, and are truly qualified for it, and are lawfully and

duly baptized, are thereby put into a salvable condition, in

which if they die without committing actual sin, they will

certainly be saved. And if this be not truth, the whole doc-

trine of infant baptism must be false and to no purpose, and

it is in vain to dispute with Pelagians and Anabaptists any

longer about it.

But what if the Church of England had said, that all cKil-

dren that were baptized were undoubtedly saved, &c.

ought not this in reason by every candid interpreter to be

construed of children only that had a true right to baptism,

that is, of children of believing parents, and not of Turks

and infidels, as Mr. Baxter will needs understand it? And
then what is it more than is said by other Churches ? Calvin

and Beza were for the salvation of all infants baptized, if Rivet

rightly understood their doctrine : for he says in answer to

ajesuist, that it is most false, that Calvin and Beza ever

said, that some baptized infants are damned, dying in their

infancy before they commit any actual sin.

Rivet. Cathol. Orthod. tract. 3. Q. 3. sect. 6. Falsissi-

mum est eos unquam dixisse, quosdam infantes jam bapti-

zatos damnari, si in infantia moriuntur, antequam peccata

actualia sine panitentid commiserint.

x\nd Peter Martyr's words are as general as those of our

rubrick, that children dying with baptism are saved, which

he proves by Scripture-arguments, though Mr. Baxter says

there is no Scripture for it. Pet. Mart. Loc. com. part. 4

Cap. 8. n. 19.

But 1 have a greater authority to urge than either Calvin
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or Bo/.a, which is (ho authority of a National Synod hchl at

Chaionton, 1023. Cai).2«i. Art, 1 1. whore thoy say, " tlial the

word of God tostifioth, that tho children of holievorsaro holy

tliroMiili tho sinf:ular honofit of tlio covenant of grace, in

uhioh thoy are iiu ludod with their parents : therefore fathers

and mothers fearing- God should not doubt of their children's

election and salvation, whom God takes upon liimself in

thoir infancy." Now if even the unhaptized children of the

faithful are saved, much more the baptized.

And it is to bo observed that this was one of those canons,

which wore made to explain the decrees of the Synod of

Dort, which every French minister subscribes, and swears

to believe and maintain : so that after all Mr. Baxter's

declamations and invectives ag-ainst the Eng-lish Rubrick, it

tlesorves them no more than this French canon, or tho Synod

of Dort; since it speaks only of tlio children of believers,

who have a right to baptism, and no others. And this

leads us to another controversy raised by Mr. Baxter, con-

cerning those who have right to baptism by the rules of the

Church of England, which shall be the subject of the

following chapter.

CHAP. XIX.

That the Church of England admits of none to he baptised

but what are allowed Baptism in the French Church.

Mr. Baxter in his 34th chap, of Engl. Nonconformity lays

it to the charge of the Church, that she oblig-es all

her ministers under pain of suspension, to baptize the

children of atheists, Jews, infidels, heretics, blasphemers,

or any other that are brought to church to them. The only

ground of this charge are the words of the GSth Canon,

which are these, " No minister shall refuse or delay to

christen any child, according to the form of the Book of

Common-prayer, that is brought to the church to him upon
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Sundays or holy-days to be christened ; whence he infers,

that no minister may refuse to baptize the children of Jews
or infidels, or so much as enquire whether the g-odfathers

be Christians, Jews, or infidels, because it is said, he must
baptize them without delay.

I could hardly have thought it possible for any man to

have put such a perverse interpretation upon the words of

an innocent canon. But this is Mr. Baxter's ordinary way of

disputing-, to strain words to an unnatural sense, and then

fight against his own chimeras. Who besides him would
have thought or said, that the children of Jews and infidels,

as such, were comprised in this canon, when it is so plain

that it speaks only of such as have a just right to christian

baptism ? whom the minister is not to refuse or delay to

christen, when they are offered^ for any private reason of his

own
; such reasons, suppose, as was that of Snapc in Queen

Elizabeth's time, who, as Bishop Bancroft informs us, would
not baptize a certain child, only because the parents insisted

upon having him called Richard.—Bancroft. Danger. Posit.

1. 3. c. 12.

This indeed might have been allowed in a French minis-

ter, who, (as I have shewn), is prohibited by canon to give

any heathen name to children at their baptism ; but it was
no rule of the Church of f<]ngland, and therefore probably

Bishop Bancroft, who was president of the convocation,

when the canons were made, might have his eye upon the

very thing, and insert this canon on purpose to prevent this

abuse in others of the like nature. But whether that was
the occasion of the canon or not : it is certain, it can have
no such sense as Mr. Baxter puts upon it, that is, to oblige

ministers to baptize tiie children of Jews and infidels, who
have no right to baptism. It is certain our Church in this

matter goes by no other rule than all the reformed Churches,

which exclude the children of Turks, Jews, and infidels

from baptism, as being out of the covenant, and unclean,

except in some particular cases ; as when they are adopted
into Christian families, either by the voluntary consent of

the parents themselves, transferring their right of education

to Christians ; or children that are exposed by their parents

and taken up in charity by Christians, to be brought up
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by tlicm ; or are mndo lawful captives of war, and by that

means become the le^al possession of Christian masters.

\n tliese cases, their adoption into Christian families, where

they are designed a Christian education, <^ives them a qnali-

fieation for Christian ha|)tism. And if in such cases, the

Church of En<;land ailniits the children of Jews, 'J'urks, or

heathens to be baptized; it is no more than what Rivet and
Walfous tell us is done by most other reformed Churches,

who think that by such means those children gain a right to

l)aptism, after the same manner that Abraham's servants,

bought with his money, did to circumcission, as well as

those that were born in his house. And they say further,

that this was so common a practice, and so beyond all

controversy in the Primitive Church, that St. Austin made
use of it to prove free grace and election against the Pela-

gians. Vid. Synops. pur. Theol. Disp. 44. n. 49.

Where then is the fault of the C'hurch of England in this

matter, if she acts bv the same rule that the Primitive

Church and all Reformed Churches go by 1 If she admits

not the children of Jews and pagans to baptism, but only in

such caaes as all other Churches do; it is a slandering- her

constitution for any man to say, she obliges her ministers

by canon, to refuse none, though they be the children of

Jews or infidels, if they be but brought to church to be bap-

tized.

But however, she admits the children of wicked Christians,

and commands the minister to baptize them. And where is

the harm of that ^ Is it not much better, than to perplex

her ministers, as many dissenters do themselves, with

doubting consciences and endless scruples about the

parents' godliness, which they cannot always, nay very
seldom, certainly know. The forementioned authors. Rivet
and Waloeus, tell us in the same place (n. 50.) that their

Churches do not exclude the children of Christian parents

from bapsism, though the parents have rendered their own
baptism null, as to any efficacy upon themselves, by an
ungodly life or impure faith ; and their reason is, because
the son is not to bear the iniquity of the father : God is still

the God of those children.

What then, must all children be admitted, that arc
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brought to baptism 1 Suppose the children of atheists,

heretics, bhisphemeis, incestuous, adulterers, or even

excommunicate persons ; must none of these be delayed

or refused, but be immediately baptized? I answer, the

children of the three last mentioned are to be baptized by

the rules of the French Discipline. For in the Synod of

Vitre, 1583, Cap. Art. 8. This case was proposed, " Whether

the usual form of prayer should be recited at the baptism of

infants born out of matriftiony, or in adultery, or incest,

because there are in it (hose words, ' begotten of father and

mother whom thou hast called into thy Church.' And the

Synod judged, that there needed be no dispute made about

it; because that under the name of father and mother are

not only comprised the more immediate parents, but also

their ancestors to a thousand generations ;
and this also

should be considered, that though the parents be faulty;

yet they are not therefore totally excluded the covenant of

God." See also Book of Discipline, Cap. 11. Art. 19.

In the Synod of Rochel, 1607. Cap. 10. Art. 35. this other

ease was proposed, " Whether a child born in marriage

disallowed by their discipline, being presented by Godly

sureties, might be baptized 1 and answer was given, that

the parents' fault cannot prejudice the children, so that there

is no difficulty at all in the case ; nor should any scruple in

the least be made about admitting such infants unto baptism,

especially when as Godly persons will become sureties for

their religious education."

Nay Beza says farther, that the children of excommuni-

cate persons have a right to baptism. " Charity, says he,

bids us hope well of all, and labour to restore those, who are

taken captive in the snare of the devil: therefore, God

forbid we should conclude, that when parents are excommu-

nicate, their posterity belong not to the kingdom of God."

He gives many reasons for his assertion, much of the same

nature with those of the foresaid Synod of Vitre, and then

infers from them all, " That such children ought to be

baptized, modo idoneus Sponsor interveniat, provided some

fit surety will undertake to the Church for their Christian

education, which the ministers and other pious persons
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oiig-lit to procure, rnllior ilian the bnptisin of siuli sliouM

be (lef'orred. Bcza. I'^[>. 10. afl Neoconienses, p. 97, and tliu

Book of Discipline, Cap. 1 1. Art. 4.

But what shall we say to Mr. Baxter's three iiistaiices of

atheists, heretics and blasphemers ? Why, 1 say, by tln'same

rules, fur uuiiht 1 ean see, the French Churcii would determine

that their children should be baptized, provided some pious

surety would undertake for their education : for they may
have pious ancestors, and then they say the wickedness of the

immediate parents does not prejudice the children ; so that

Avhalever is done in England in these matters, it is sutli-

ciently justified by the rules and practice of the French

Church. As to what concerns heretics in particular, they

expressly put them into the same rank with excommunicated

persons, and say, their children may be baptized. " Children,"

says their Book of Discipline, " both whose parents are

members of the Cluirch of Rome (who are heretics in their

account) and those of excommunicated persons shall not be

baptized unless the parents require it, and resig-n up their

authority unto the sureties," &c. Cap. 1 1. Art. 4. This implies

that they niig-ht be baj)tized, if they desired it, by proper

sureties. And the next canon says, " The children of Sara-

cens and Gypsies may be admitted unto baptism upon the

same conditions."

As for atheists and blaspliemers, I find no particular

canon in the French Church about their children, and
therefore can say nothing' further about them. If any one
proves they have no right to baptism, he proves at the same
time that no minister is obliged to baptize them ; since the

canon is only to be understood of such children as have an
undoubted right to be baptized.

VOL. viii. M
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CHAP XX.

That the French Church allows and commends the Use of
Sponsors or Sureties in Baptism.

We have already heard in the last chapter, that in some
cases the French Church requires sureties as of absolute

necessity, that is, in case the parents be excommunicate or

unfit: here I shall shew that in all cases she recommends,

and so far requires the use of them, as to censure those for

contentious persons, who refuse to comply with the received

custom. The only difference is, that she does not so pre-

cisely enjoin it to all, as the Church of England does : for

her canon in this point runs in a different strain from almost all

the rest. Book of Discipline, cap. 11. art. 7." Forasmuch as

we have no commandment from the Lord to take g-odfathers

and godmothers, who may present our children unto baptism,

there cannot be any particular canon made, which shall bind

persons to do it. But since it is a very ancient custom, and

introduced for a good end, to wit, to testify the sureties'

faith, and the baptism of the infant, and also for that they

charge themselves with the care of educating the child,

in case it should be deprived of its parents by death
;

and for that it doth maintain a sweet communion among
the faithful, by a conjunction of friendship, they who
will not observe it, but will by themselves present their own
children, shall be earnestly entreated not to be contentious,

but to conform unto the ancient and accustomed order, it

being very good and profitable."

This I freely own is no necessary injunction, but it may
have very near the force of one ;

for the earnest exhortation

of a Church is next to a command, and a general custom

and order falls very little short of a law. " If any man will

be contentious," says the Apostle, " we have no such

custom, neither the Churches of God." He thought there
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was some force in custom, else lie would not have drawn it

into an argfument to quiet tlio contentious.

But tlie (juestion is not aitoootlu'r whcthor it bo enjoined,

but wlietlier men (iii^lit not to comply with the received

order of any church, whether it be founded on law, or only

on g-eneral custom ? And on this point there is no ditl'ercnce

between the two Churches. Nay, Beza plaiidy justifies the

enjoining- it, writing- to Bishop Grindal: " To use," sayshe,
*' a convenient form of prayer, and explication of the nature

of baptism, and sponsors to undertake for the ciiild's

relig-ious education, being" rights of an innocent simplicity

and gravity, and no ways symbolical, and free from giving-

the least occasion to superstition
; Quis tandem damnare

ausit? Who is there that dares to condemn them, unless he
will incur the Apostle's censure, who commands all things

to be done decently and according to order V It seems Beza

thought that text of the Apostle a suHieient ground to

authorize the enjoining it, though some of his brethren

were of another opinion.

Rivet says it is an useful custom, nfilis infantibus, and

therefore they retain it : and though it be not absolutely

necessary to salvation, yet he thinks there may be both

g^eneral and particular reasons fetched out of Scripture to

persuade men to the use of it ; and he derives its original

from the Jewish rites in circumcision. Cathol. Orth. tr. 1.

Q. y. n. 21.

But now admitting it only to be a custom and practice,

not a law of France : wherein does their practice difler from

ours? Why first, Mr. Baxter says, " we forbid parents to

be godfathers vvilh the rest, or to speak one word, or to

dedicate their children to Christ ;" for which he quotes the

29th canon, which says, " No parent shall be urged to be

present, nor be admitted to answer as g-odfather for hisi

own child." Case of Eng. Nonconf. C. 10. p. 59.

Some of this is true, and some false. It is false that the

Church forbids parents to be godfathers with the rest, or to

dedicate their children to Christ. The Church forbids

parents to be sole sponsors for their own children, and

requires them to get others to answer for them : but this

M 2
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(loos not suporsedc the obligation of parents, but only super-

induces a further obligation upon other persons for greater

security of performance, as Bishop Stillingtleet well words
it. The parent may make an express compact with the

sponsor, if he will ; at least the desiring him to be sponsor
is an implicit compact, and a transferring all his right and
power upon him. The parent also may be present at

baptism, and there express his consent, and dedicate his

cliild to Christ with sponsors, but not without them. How
then are parents excluded from giving their consent, or

being godfathers with the rest in effect, when they have so

many ways to testify their consent? This is all that is

commonly done in the French Churches, and they that will

do more are deemed contentious persons.

But 2dly. Mr. Baxter says, " Our Church allows god-
fathers without any difference, to bring the children of
any atheists, saddueees, jews, infidels, or opqn enemies of

Christ, without taking them for their own." This T have
shewn already in the last chapter, to be in a great measure
a false charge, but so far as the Church is concerned in it,

she is fully justified by the practice of the French Church,

which has no such condition as sponsors taking children to

be their own, but only to take care of their education in case

their parents die, which yet is not to be found in all editions

of their Discipline, as Dlr. Quick himself acquaints us.

3dly. But Mr. Baxter says further, " Our sponsors

personate the child without authority," which is only

repeating a false accusation over again, for they have

always the parents' right and authority by their consent, if

they be living ; and if they be dead, there is no need of

their authority : for baptism may be administered upon
other grounds without it, as a learned person has unanswer-

ably proved from the general consent and practice of the

Catholic Church, See Stillingfleet's Unreasonableness of

Separation, p. 382.

4thly. He says, " Our sponsors in personating the child, do

make him say at present, ' I believe, I renounce, I desire,'

&c. falsely intimating, that infants are bound at present

to do this by another,—uhen as God requireth no faith or
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repentance of infants, l)iit only lluit lliey he the seed of peni-

tent believers, devoted to Christ/' But sure he had not tliis

doctrine from Calvin, who owns a sort of faith in infants,

thoiioh not formed as it is in adult persons, yet in semine,

and that wrought hy the operation of th<^ I^'dy Cihost.

Calvin. Inst. lih. iv. cap. 1(5. n. ll> and 20. Which was also

the opinion of jMelancthon, Chemnilius , Rivet, and g-ene-

rally of all the Lutheran and French Churches, whose
aro^iiments Beliarmin essayed to answer, though I know not

Avhether Mr. Baxter ever did. Vide Bellarm. de Bapt. lih.

1. cnj). 1 1.

But suppose there were no such faith in infants, yet Mr.

Baxter might have known that the a[)o!ogists of the Church
of England justify her practice another way. They say, it

is sufficient that the faith which referreth to infants, liavo

only some general agreement in its notion with tlie faith of

the adult. Now since the faith of the adult is an acceptance
of the covenant of grace and the Gospel-doctrine, ^vith a

submission thereunto, which in their state is an active exer-

cise of the soul; when an infant is said to believe, this must
consist in such an acceptance of, and submission to the

Gospel, as his state is capable of, which is passively. Thus
by being- baptized he accepteth Christ and the covenant of

gTace, and is united to and made a member of the Church, en-

teringupon the profession of Christianity, which his sureties

declare, and himself stands obliged to own, when he comes
to years of understanding-. So Dr. Falkner and others;

and questionless, this was the sense of the Catholic Church,
as appears from St. Augustin, Ep. 23. and his Book Do
Peccatorum Mcritis, lib. 1. cap. 19. where he says, infants

are called believers and penitents, because they do in some
measure make profession of faith, and renounce the devil

and the world in the words of those that carry them. So
that whether we consider the sense of the first reformers, or

the sense of the Catholic Church, the answers given in bap-
tism do not proceed upon such a false intimation, as i\Ir.

Baxter would make it, that children do at present believe,

renounce, &c.

And therefore the Lutheran Churches, as Chemnitius
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informs us, retain the old form ; and those Churches, which

changed it, did it not upon Mr. Baxter's principle, as if it

were absurd to say in any sense that children believe,

renounce, &c. For they prayed for faith for them, as it

is in the Tigurine Liturg-y, lately translated into English,

page 82. " Let us pray to God to grant faith unto this

child, that this outward baptism, as it is administered

outwardly, may also be done inwardly bv the internal power
of the Holy Ghost."

5thly. But the worst, he says, is yet behind. That is the

common perfidiousness of godfathers, who either understand

not what they promise, or take no care to perform it. And
must the Church bear the blame of all this, and allow it for

a just cause of separation ? Yes, because she admits

atheists, infidels, or any wicked men not excommunicate

to be godfathers : he should have named the canon that

allows atheists and infidels to be godfathers. For my
part, I know no such canon. Tf they be secret atheists

or infidels, no minister can take any cognizance of

them: but if they be professed ones, he may find a way to

refuse them ; for he may reject them from the communion,

and such as he may reject from the communion, I conceive

he may reject from being sponsors at baptism. As for

others, who are not under any censure of the Church, they are

allowed to be sponsors in all nations, particularly in France

they have this canon, " that although the faithful be ill

reported of, yet in case they be not by the consistory sus-

pended from the Lord's table, they shall be admitted sure-

ties for infants in baptism." Synod of Gergeau, 160L Cap.

5. Art. 9.

And their Book of Discipline, cap. IL art. 10, requires no
other conditions, but that the sureties " be of sufficient age,

in their 14th year at least, and shall have communicated at

the Lord's table, or if they be well stricken in years^ and
have not yet communicated, they shall protest seriously that

they will do it, and in order to it that they will suffer them-

selves to be duly catechized." Here we see persons may
be admitted as sponsors, who want catechizing in order to

receive the Lord's supper themselves.
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The next canon excepts persons suspciulod from tlio Lord's

supper, " They may not present chililron in the (nuillly of

sureties unto l>iij>tisin so long- as their suspension shall stand

in force against them/'

The 0th canon also excepts strangers that want testimo-

nials. " A surety coming- from another Church, shall not

be admitted to present a child unto baptism, unless he bring

with him a certilicate from his own Church ;'' which is a

C'ood canon.

These are all the rules they give about sponsors and their

qualifications; the rest is only matter of advice, can. 12.

" That pastors shall diligently exhort all godfathers and

o'odmothers to weioh and consider their promises made

at the celebration of baptism, and parents also to choose such

sureties for their children, as are well instructed in religion

and of a godly life and conversation, and that are as much as

may be of their acquaintance, and by whose means, if there

should be a necessity for it in the course of God's providence,

it is most likely that their children will have a religious

education."

And may not the pastors of the Church of England do all

this, and something more if they please 1 Or w hy must all

neglects, either in pastors or sponsors presently be charged

upon the Church, as if the institution itself were unlawful?

There are too many faults committed in the exercise of it

indeed, but that is not the fault of the thing itself, but the

persons who are concerned in it : and I believe most Churches

find reason enough for such complaints, which they know
not how to lielp. Peter Martyr g'ives an honourable testi-

mony to the institution itself, " calling it utile Inst itut urn,

a very useful order, that when children are received into the

Church by baptism, they should be committed to the care of

godfathers and godmothers to instruct them ; but, says he,

though the sponsors pawn their faith to do this, yet now-a-

days there is nothing which they less regard." Loc. Com.

part. 4. cap. 8. n. 5.

I hope 1 have now made it appear that Mr. Baxter's excep-

tions are all either false or trifling, and such as would hold

against the practice of the reformed Church of France, as
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well as the Church of England: and his last great argu-

ment upon which he lays the most stress, would hold as

well ag-ainst baptism itself; for there is more peitidiousness

committed by persons that break their baptismal vow, than

by godfathers that break their covenants as sponsors
;
yet

we may not lay baptism aside, or charge men's faults upon

the institution.

After all, he owns our baptism with all its faults to be

valid, and dares not say it is null and void ;
though the

arguments are not very good which he uses to prove it.

For he says, " If it were no minister, or one unauthorised,

that baptized, it would not be a mere nullity, if by mistake

it were supposed well done. Factum valet, was judged by

some, when Athan:isius by a boy was baptized in sport;""

p. 05. He should have said, when Athanasius being a boy,

baptized some other boys in sport ; for it was not Athana-

sius that was baptized by a boy, but he was the boy that

baptized others, as Sozomen and Ruffin tell the story. But

that is but a small mistake. If Mr. Baxter had been a minis-

ter in France, he must have recanted, not only his history,

but his doctrine also. For their discipline requires men to

subscribe and teach the contrary, and repeals all such bap-

tisms, as are only administered by women, laymen, or any

unordained person. It is a canon of their Book of Disciphne

cap. 11. art. 1, " That baptism administered by an unor-

dained person is wholly void and null. Therefore in the

Synod of Poictiers, 1560. Cap. 6. Art. 11, the question

being put, what was to be done in case a child had been

baptized by a private person? The answer was given, that

the baptism shall be declared null, and the child shall

be brought publicly into the Church, there to receive true

baptism."

The same resolution was given in m.any other National

Synods, as the first and second of Rochel, the Synod of Gap,

and the Synod of Alanson, 1(337. cap. 25, where, though

the king had sent them a letter, requiring them to reverse

their decree, and allow of the baptism of women and others,

according' as is done in the Romish Church, yet they utterly

refused to allow of any such baptism, as a thing formally
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contrary to their hollof. So that this one thing" wouh] liuve

tn;i(h.' Mr. Baxter a noneonlormist, had he lived in (he Church
of" I'^rance.

He tliat wunhl see their arg-iinients upon this point, and
tlieir answers to Mr. Baxter's instance of Atlianasius, may
read Rivet's Cathol. Orthod. Tract. 3. Q. 7. and Charnier de

Baptistno, hh. 1. cap. II. Beza contra lleshusium. Calvin

Ep. to IMenso Poppius, &c. 32ii.

1 have but two thinf;-s more to observe upon tliis head.

The lirst is, that the French Cluirch allows of sponsors by

proxy, which Mr. Baxter also dislikes, ajid reckons next to

ridiculous. But the Synod of Montauban thought fit to

grant this privilege, at least, to kings and great princes;

which shews, that they did not think it simply unlawful.

Synod of Montauban, 15!J4. Cap. 4. Art. 30. " No sureties

shall present children unto baptism by their proxies, unless

it be kings and g-reat princes, who by reason of their weighty

adairs cannot always be present at the time of baptizing*."

And the following- Synod of Saumur, 1596. took oil' this

very pstriction, and left all sponsors at liberty to act by

])roxy, as need required, Cap. 4. Art. 8.

The other thing- I would remark is, that they require

sponsors for adult persons also, and no one can be baptized

Avithout them. For in the third Synod of Charenton, 1645,

a form of baptizing* pagans, jews, mahometans, and ana-

baptists, was composed and inserted into the acts of that

Synod, cap. 9, where among- other thing-s we find it ordered,

that the minister shall address himself to the sureties, who
present the catechumen, in these words: " do you not

promise before God and this holy assembly, to continue

more and more to strengthen and confirm him in the faith,

and to stir him up unto all g-ood works V And they must
answer, " Yes." Where I observe, that this being- part of

the office prescribed and enjoined, baptism cannot regularly

be administered without it; and the French ministers are

under the same obligation not to baptize adult persons

without sponsors, as the English ministers are not to bap-

tize infants publicly without them. And this will serve as an

answer to Mr. Baxter's other charge in his eleventh chapter



170 THE FRENCH CHURCH S APOLOGY

of English Nonconformity ; where he says, the Church of

Eno'land makes oodfathers essential to haptism. Which is

false, unless he can prove, first, that it is never administered

without them, and then secondly, that it is required, not

only as an useful order of the Church, but a necessary part

of Ijaptism of God's appointing ; which neither he nor any

one else have ever done. But admit the charge had some-

thing in it, what does it prove against the Church of Eng-

land, more than the French Church, which made the same

order about sponsors for adult persons 1 If it be schismati-

cal imposing here, I would know by what name it is to be

called in the Church of France.

The next public office, which is the form of catechism, I

pass over, as finding no other oljjections made against it

but what have been considered before, or will be considered

in the next chapter about confirmation.

CHAP. XXI.

That the French Church approves of the English fVay of
Confirmation, and exacts something equivalent to it,

before she admits any Person to Communion.

Mr. Baxter in his 19th chapter of English Nonconformity
declares, that he is so far from scruoling the true use of

confirmation, that he thinks the want of it is the greatest

corruption of the Church of any outward thing he remembers.

But then he likes not the English way of confirmation, he
says, nor can consent to reject all from the communion,
who desire not our episcopal confirmation.

His objection against our English way of confirmation

is, that here it is made impossible to be done any otherwise

ordinarily than as a ceremony, and game for boys, as he
modestly words it. His reason is, because the dioceses

are so vast, that the bishop cannot do this and other his

offices for the hundredth part of his flock. Whence he says
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it follows. 1. That there is not one of an hundred coiifirnied

at all. 2. 'Ihai all the thousands that arc unconliriiiod

may come to the sacrament when they will. 3. That

ministers do not concern themselves to keep any back from

the sacrament for not being- coidirmed, or being- de-

sirous of it, 4. That it is usually performed as a running-

ceremony.

To all which 1 answer. 1. That there are many, both

bishops and inferior pastors, whose constant practice prove

this to be a mere calumny and slander in every instance.

2. Admit there be some defects or abuses committed in the

non-administration or mal-administration of it : upon whom

are these faults to be charg-ed ? Upon the persons, or the

Church and her institution 1 That they are not to be charged

upon the institution itself, I prove from Mr. Baxter's own

mouth. He says, Dr. Hammond and Mr. Elderfield, and

divers others of the highest episcopal divines, have written

as earnestly for the true use of confirmation as himself.

Now either they wrote agreeably to the principles and insti-

tutions of the Churih of England, or against them : that

they wrote against them, Mr. Baxter will never persuade

any of his rational readers to believe ; but if they wrote

according to them, then there may be a true use of confir-

mation according to the institution of the Church of Eng-

land ; and all Mr. Baxter's exceptions are frivolo-i:s, because

they charge personal faults upon the institution, which the

Church may lament, but cannot always help: for all forms

of government are liable to abuses ; and the putting confir-

mation into every ordinary pastor's hands would never mend

the failings that are now complained of in the exercise of it,

but rather increase them, unless some diligent inspectors

were appointed to look into their behaviour, with sullicient

power to correct them. And every private minister has now

a sufiicient power in his hands (if he will make use of it)

by serious catechizing to qualify persons under his charg-e

for confirmation, and either actually procure it for them, or

at least teach them to be desirous of it, which is all that the

Rubrick requires : and such a desire is a tacit confirmation
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of their baptismal covenant, when the other, more solemn

and public, cannot be had.

But Mr. Baxter cannot consent to keep any persons back

from the communion who are not desirous of episcopal con-

firmation. " For many godly persons scruple it as sinful.

1. Because the words of the collect make it seem to some

to be yet made a sacrament, which are, " Upon whom after

the example of thy holy Apostles, we have now laid our

hands, to certify them by this sign of thy favour and gra-

cious goodness toward them." Here," he says, " is an out-

ward visible sign of an inward and spiritual grace given to

them, said to be done in imitation of Christ's Apostles, as a

means whereby they receive the same, and a pledge to as-

sure them thereof; which is the catechism's definition of a

sacrament."

Mr. Baxter takes any hint to prove the Church guilty of

making new sacraments, but his method is absurd, and will

prove the French Church, and all Protestant Churches, as

guilty in this particular as the Church of England. For, I.

No Church does more expressly deny confirmation to be a

sacrament than the Church of England does, both in her

Catechism and 25th Article, which says, " Those five com-

monly called sacraments, that is to say, confirmation, pe-

nance, orders, matrimony, and extreme unction, are not to

be accounted for sacraments of the Gospel." She does not

so much as call imposition of hands a temporary sacrament,

though Calvin, in his Book, De Vera Ratione Reformandoe

Ecclesiae, scruples not to call it by that name, accusing the

papists of absurdity for changing a temporary sacrament,

given peculiarly to the Apostles, into a perpetual one. Pro

Sacramento habendum esse fateor, sed ex iemporali inipe-

rite perpefuiimfaciunt. See Calvin, tom. viii. p. 285, where

he says the same of the apostolical unction.

2. If all imposition of hands, after the example of the

Apostles, used as a sign to certify men of God's favour and

goodness, does thereby become a sacrament; then both

confirmation, and ordination, and reconciliation of penitents

are sacraments also. For the French w riters refer confirma-
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lion, and the imposition of hands used therein, to an apos-

tohoal original, and say, it is used as a blessing-, as all prayer

aceonipanied with imposition of hands was ever understood

to he.

Rivet says expressly, " That the imposition of hands,

joined with the doctrine of baptism, Ileb. vi. 2, refers to

that solemn benediction of baptized persons, which the an-

cients so often speak of, and which was in use in the Primi-

tive Church, which was, that when children, who were

baptized in infancy, could give an account of their faith to

the satisfaction of the pastor, he then laid his hands upon

them, and blessed them, commending' them to God, and
thereby confirming them in the profession of the Christian

religion." Which custom, having" been corrupted among-

the papists, he says they had restored to its lawful use, by

catechizing, instruction, and benediction of children in

prayer, before they were admitted to the Lord's supper.

Rivet. Cathol. Orth. Tract iii. q. ix. n. 3.

In another place he speaks at once, both the sense of the

French and Dutch Churches. " It is probable," he says,

" that the doctrine of laying- on of hands, joined with the

doctrine of baptism, Heb. vi. 2. refers to that care which the

Primitive Church used, in bringing children, after they were

catechized, to give an account of their faith in the Church,

before they were admitted to the communion ; when, also,

they recommended them to God by prayer, and the solemn

rig-ht of imposition of hands, which was a gesture used in

prayer and blessing- in the time of the patriarchs and after-

wards. If they of the Church of Rome would be content

with this prayer and commendation of adult persons to God,
after a solemn examination, we should willingly acquiesce

therein
; if they would demand no more than that rite which

Calvin wished to have restored, and which, for the sub-

stance of it, is now religiously observed in our Churches."

Synops. Pur. Theo. Disp. 47. n. 13.

Here, if I mistake not, imposition of hands is referred to

an apostolical original, and said to be done in imitation of

the Apostles, as much as that of the Church of England
And if benediction and prayer be means of obtaining- God's
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favour, then imposition of hands (a rite accompanying' them

in the opinion of these learned writers) was no less an out-

ward sign of God's favour in that primitive confirmation,

than now it is in ours. So, that if Mr. Baxter's argument

proves any thing, it proves confirmation to be made a sacra-

ment in the Primitive Church as well as in the Cliurch of

England. For this is the common doctrine of learned French-

men, that it is a benediction by imposition of hands, done

in imitation of the Apostles. Calvin, in his comment on the

aforesaid text, Heb. vi. 2, says expressly, " That this one

place does abundantly prove, that the original of this cere-

mony came from the Apostles. Therefore we ought now

to retain the purity of the institution, and correct the super-

stition that has been added to it." And Beza is of the same

judgment. Annot. in Heb. vi. 2.

But if we believe Mr. Baxter, the superstition still re-

mains uncorrected amongst us, merely because we retain

that rite: for we use imposition of hands in confirmation as

an apostolical rite, and as a sign of God's favour and bless-

ing ; which, in his opinion, is to make a sacrament of it.

And then it follows that ordination and reconciliation of pe-

nitents by the same rule are sacraments also : for imposition

of hands was used in both those holy offices, after the ex-

ample of the Apostles, and as an outward sign of benedic-

tion. At which rate, we must come to the number of seven

sacraments again, though both the French and English

Church utterly disclaim that doctrine.

3. I must observe one thing further of Mr. Baxter's inge-

nuity in representing' the Church's doctrine. He says we

make imposition of hands a means whereby to receive spiri-

tual grace, and a pledge to assure men of it (as the collects

shew) which is the catechism's definition of a sacrament.

But by his leave, that is but one part of the definition ;
for

to make a complete sacrament, the catechism requires that

it be ordained by Christ himself, which he cunningly omits

and makes the collects say, what they do not say,—that im-

position of hands is a means to convey grace : there is not

one word in them tending to this purpose : there are some

prayers indeed used to implore God's blessing upon the
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persons conlinnod, and those in some sense may be said to

be means of <>iaco ; but it" that makes a sacrament, then

evorv collect in the Liturgy, and every prayer any man makes
to God for his orace is a new sacrament ; which I presume

is too al)surd for any man seriously to maintain.

But Mr. Baxter has two other reasons why godly persons

may scruple our conlirmation as sinful. He says, " They
that are against our diocesan sort of prelacy, dare not seem

to own it, by coming to them for confirmation appropriated

to them." I suppose the same persons will not come to

diocesan churches, prayers, nor communion neither, for fear

of seeming" to own diocesan prelacy. And what need any

man be concerned for being obliged to deny such the com-
munion, who will not take it though it were offered them 1

" But some think that a great and holy duty is made a mere

mockery to delude souls, and corrupt the Church ; while

every one in England that will but take this ceremony, is

pronounced to God in prayer to be regenerate by the Holy-

Ghost, and all their sins forgiven them ; these dare not joia

themselves with the profaners in their delusory way."

This is spoken like Mr. Baxter indeed, in a strain of elo-

quence peculiar to himself. To which all I shall say is, that

he had done of these flowers of rhetoric from Calvin, or any

famed author of the French Church, who detest any man that

shall bespatter the English episcopal confirmation with such

opprobrious terms, as mockery, delusion of souls, corruption

of the Church, and profanation of an holy duty. Calvin

speaks honourably of the ancient episcopal confirmation, and

any one that will observe the account, which he gives of it,

will find it exactly agreeable to the form prescribed in the

Church of England. " It was an ancient custom," says he,
" that the children of Christian parents, when they were

grown up, should be presented to the bishop, to do that

office which was required of persons who were baptized at

adult age.—Forasmuch as that being baptised in infancy,

they could not then make any confession of their fiiith before

the Church, they were again brought by their parents before

the bishop, and examined by him in the catechism, which
they had then in a certain form of words. And that this
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act, uhich oug-ht to be grave and sacred, mig-ht have the

greater reverence, the ceremony of imposition of hands was

used in the exercise of it. And so the youth, after their

faith was approved, were dismissed with a solemn benedic-

tion. Now such an imposition of hands as this, which is

used purely as a blessing-, I very much approve of, and w ish

it were now restored to its pure and primitive use." Calvin.

Institut. lib. 4. cap. 19. n. 4.

He had no quarrel against it, because it was administered

by diocesan bishops ; much less did he think their adminis-

tration of it a delusive mockery of souls, or the corruption

of the Church, or a profanation of the institution ;
which

are Mr. Baxter's compliments to the Church of England.

But Mr. Daille, as a learned man, quotes him,* gives her

a compliment of a very different nature : he says her way of

confirmation is to be preferred before the practice of the Pri-

mitive Church in the fourth century. His reason, I presume,

was, because in the Primitive Church, as they received

infants to the communion, so in many places they confirmed

them immediately after baptism. If this be true, (as I see

no reason to question it, though some learned persons are

of a different opinion, and refuse to receive his compliment)

he had very good reason to prefer the English way of con-

firming adult persons, before that which allowed infants to

be confirmed: for the one much better answers the end of

the institution than the other : but if he was mistaken in his

opinion of the Primitive Church, he however shews his

respect to the Church of England, whilst he allows and com-

mends her way of confirmation, and solemnly protests that,

in the large volume, which he wrote upon that subject, he

never meant to speak one word in derogation of it.

If it be said, that Calvin and Daille and all the French

Church think it lawful for presbyters to confirm ; I answer

that is not the question at present, but only whether it be

lawful in an established episcopal Church, for presbyters to

set up against their bishops, and take confirmation out of

• Dr. Beverigp, Cod. Can. Vind. Piooem. n, II.
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thoir liniuls. This neither Calvin, nor Daillo, nor any other

I''r(>;iih author that I know of, will justify, but rather eon-
(leinii as sehisinatieal usurpation. The case of necessity,

where there are none but presbyters to confirm, dillers very
much from ours, where bishops retain their privilege, and
either are or ought to be dilig^ent in administering- confir-

mation. I said before, if there be any neglects, per-
sonal faults are not to be charged upon the institution,

which T have proved to be holy and pious in the judgment
of the best writers of the French Church

; some of which
Sfiy, it agrees with the practice of the Primitive Church, and
others say it exceeds it.

Yet Mr. Baxter is so bold as to call it a delusory profana-
tion, because of those words in the collect, "Almighty God,
who has vouchsafed to regenerate these thy servants by
water and the Holy Ghost, and hast given unto them forgive-

ness of all their sins.'' This, he says, is pronouncing every
one regenerate, that will but take this ceremony: wiiich is

a manifest slander ; for the words imply no more than a
general charitable presumption, that such as come to confirm
their baptismal vow, were once truly baptized, and now come
in a serious and religious manner to ratify their baptismal
covenant in person. Upon which presumption they are

charitably supposed to be in a state of regeneration. Such
charitable presumptions are frequent in St. Paul's Epistles

and almost all public offices and prayers of the Church,
which suppose the congregation to be holy and sanctified,

though many particulars may be otherwise. Thus it is in

the thanksgiving after the communion, not only in our office,

but in Calvin's Liturgy, where the form of thankso-ivine-

after the reception of the Eucharist, runs in these words,
" We render Thee our eternal thanks and praise, O Heavenly
Father, for this great benefit which Thou hast bestowed
upon us miserable sinners, in bringing us to the participa-

tion of thy son Jesus Christ, whom Thou didst suiFer to be
delivered up unto death for our sakes, and hast now imparted
Him unto us to be our food unto eternal life." Calvin.

Formul. Prec. tom. 8. p. 30.

I ask now whether these expressions, participatini^ of
VOL. VHl.

i^
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Christ, and having" Him imparted to us as tlie food of eternal

life, be not equivalent and parallel to being- regenerate, and
having- forgiveness of all our sins? Tf they be, then either

our confirmation office may be justified, or the French Litur-

gy is to be condemned, as a delusory profanation of the com-
munion service. I know Mr. Baxter himself would not have
ventured to have said this of the French Church, however he
makes bold to say what he pleases of the Church of Eng-
land.

I have now considered all his exceptions against our con-

firmation office, and shewn them to be unreasonable upon
the principles of the French Church. The result is, that

upon the same principles, communion may lawfully be denied
to those who refuse episcopal confirmation in an episcopal

Church. For not to enquire now either how far confirma-

tion is necessary in itself, or necessary to be performed by a

bishop : thus much is certain and agreed upon, that the

rules and discipline of every Church relating to communion,
ought to be submitted to by all the members of it; and it

being a rule in the Church of England, that all persons

before they be admitted to communion shall be confirmed

by the bishop, or be at least prepared for and desirous of it

;

it follows, that such persons as obstinately refuse to submit

to this order, may as lawfully be denied communion here, as

those are in the French Church, who refuse to submit to their

order of confirmation. Calvin says, " it is their law, that no
children shall be admitted to the Lord's table, till they have
first given an account of their faith, and are approved by
their ministers." Defens. 2. Cont. Westphal. p. ti78.

And to this ng-rees that French Canon in the Book of Dis-

cipline. Cap. 12. Art. 2, " that children under twelve years

of age shall not be admitted to the Lord's table ; and when
they are above that age, it is left unto the minister's discre-

tion to judge whether they have sufficient knowledge to

qualify them for their admission to it." Now the only differ-

ence between their rule and ours is, that we oblige all

persons not only to give an account of their faith to their

private minister, but to the bishop also, and receive his bene-

diction upon it: but if they liave no opportunity to do this.
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then it is sufficient to satisfy their own minister, thnt they

are prepared for the eominnnion, and willing- to approve their

faith and preparation hofore the bishop as opportnnity shall

ponnit them. Anil he that will not do this in an episcopal

Church, is refractory, and liable to be censured, by the rules

and discipline of the French communion, which is the thing

I undertook to prove.

CHAP. XXII.

Of the Form of Marriage, Visitation of the Sick, Commu-

nion of the Sick, Burial of the Dead, Thanksgiving after

Childbirth, Commination and the Church's Wish for the

Restoration of Ecclesiastical Discipline.

Concerning- several of these offices in our Church I need

not say much in this place. The form of marriage I have

considered already, in the chapter about set forms of prayer,

and shewn the French manner of celebrating it to be a

sufficient justification to ours. For the other offices, I own,

they have no forms : but then they do neither absolutely

condemn tb^ use of such forms in general, nor ours in par-

ticular. The visitation of the sick is left to every mi-

nister's wisdom and discretion, and that is an office

wherein our Church allows some liberty likewise, and I

meet with no objections against it.

They have no form for administering the communion to the

sick, because the practice of the thing itself is not in use

amone: them. But the want of it is rather their misfortune

than their choice, if w hat some of them tell us be true, that

they cannot have it, because the magistrate permits them

not to exercise the offices of their religion, but only in public

places. So Mr. Drelincourt, cited by Dr. Durel. Conform,

of Ref. Church, p. 50. Calvin also in his own opinion

was entirely for the use of it, as appears from his Epistle to

the Church of Mompelgard, where he gives them this advice,

N 2
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" My opinion is, that the custom of giving" the communion
to the sick oug-ht readily to be admitted, when the sick man's
case and opportunity will allow it. But with this proviso,

that it be a true communion, that is, that there be a certain

number of the faithful to make it some sort of congregation.""

So in another Epistle written about some rites of the

Church, p. 206. " There are many and weighty reasons

which incline me to think that the communion ought
not to be denied to the sick. Yet I am sensible this prac-

tice is very liable to abuse. Therefore there ought always
to be some congregation of the sick man's kindred, or ac-

quaintance, or neighbours, that so distribution may be made
according to the law of Christ." Which is the very rule of

the Church of England in the Rubrick before the communion
of the sick, that there shall be two or three besides the sick

person to make up a congregation.

If it be asked, why then Calvin did not bring this custom
into the Church of Geneva, seeing he so much approved of

it ? He answers for himself in his epistle to Olevian, p. 207.

" You know what reasons I have for o-rantinef the commu-
nion to the sick, but I would not have any disturbance

raised upon that account. The custom is otherwise in our

Church, and I acquiesce, because it would not be profitable

to contend about it." See also Respons. 2. ad Westphal.

p. 678.

It seems this was one of those things, which Calvin freely

owns needed a further reformation in the Church of Geneva;
but he was willing to tolerate such a defect, lest the danger

of alteration might prove more fatal in its consequence than

the inconvenience itself 5 which may teach some men these

two things by the way. 1. That the peace and communion
of a Church is not to be broken for every inconvenience or

defect. 2. That they should not call those things the cor-

ruptions of our Church, which wiser men deem the happi-

nesses of her reformation.

But to proceed ; the French Church, it is confessed, has

no burial office, neither with nor without a form ; no, nor so

much as any funeral exhortation, as I have shewn before in

the chapter of Liturgies. But then it is not because she
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thinks such an oflice or form in itself unlawful, bin because
of .some inconveniences and su])cistitions, which, so long" as

protestants bvo mixed ainon^- the papists, she j)icsurned

would accidentally attend it. For when the French niiriis-

ters are in other countries, as in England, &c. where this

reason ceases, they scruple not to use a funeral office as

others do. Nor do any of them raise those objections against

our form of burial that dissenters do. For being- brought
up in a Church, where discipline by reason of continual

synods was ke[)t in force, they are sensible that our oflice of

burial is a very excellent form, supposing the due exercise

of ecclesiastical discipline ; upon presumption and hopes of

w hich, it was evidently framed. For allowing- the due exer-

cise of discipline, all the objections made against the oflice

will vanish of their own accord, and as the case stands now
with us, the office is not so liable to objection as some
imagine. For as a learned person observes,* " There is one
thing- to be said in this matter, which, though it be not ordi-

narily taken notice of, seems to be of great moment, and
justifies every minister in taking a liberty to omit such pas-

sages as our dissenters except against in the burial of papists,

schismatics, or incorrigible sinners." I add notorious and
professed heretics, condemned by the unanimous vote of the

whole Catholic Church.

By the Kubrick, all excommunicate persons are excepted
from Christian burial ; " Now there are two sorts of excom-
munication allowed in our Church, excommunicatio subju-
dice, et lata sentential ; the first is, when men are formally

excommunicated by the ecclesiastical judge ; the second is

that which Mr. Baxter so often talks of. The excommuni-
cation ipso facto, whew by the Canons of the Church, a man
who is guilty of such offences as are there specified, is

declared to be excommunicate, before any judicial sentence

passes on him. Now the Kubrick, which forbids the burial

of excommunicated persons, does not confine this to any one
sort of excommunication, and therefore if a minister, either

*• Dr. Slu'ilock's Dtf. of Dr. blilliiigflecf, p. 103.
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in visiting" the sick, or by any other means, finds any man
under this sentence, though not actually inflicted on him by
an ecclesiastical judg-e

;
yet he may, by virtue of this Rubrick,

refuse to bury him by that form prescribed in our Liturg"y,

because by the Canons of the Church, he is under the sen-

tence of excommunication. This authority is expressly

allowed the minister, in repelling- those from the communion
of the Lord's supper, who are notorious and open evil livers

;

and the same reason holds in the office of burial," as that

learned person delivers his opinion, with submission to the

judg-ment of his superiors.

Admitting the truth of this discourse, which I find none
of our superiors to have disapproved; it follows, that every mi-

nister is impowered to deny the use of that office, in whole,

or in part, to all who have rendered themselves incapable or

unworthy of it. And such a limitation does abundantly clear

the seeming difficulty that appears at first in assenting to

the use of it. Yet because the use of it, even with this

restriction, may create great troubles and hatred to ministers,

and sometimes vexatious law suits to their utter undoing :

I cannot but say, with the forenamed author, " I wish with

all my heart, that some expressions were altered, to prevent

any scandal to the scrupulous or the profane; or which is

more desirable, that discipline were revived, which would
soon answer all these objections." Mr. Baxter himself says

the same, " that if true discipline in the Church did make a

just separation of the capable and incapable, he could like

all the office very well, and even those words which are

most excepted against." Eng. Nonconform, cap. 16.

But our adversaries tell us, this is another of our Church's

faults, that she wants ecclesiastical discipline. That she has

not the exercise of discipline in that perfection, which were

to be wished, I freely own, and the Church herself both

owns and laments it ; but that she wholly wants ecclesiastical

discipline, I utterly deny ; for her rubricks, and injunctions,

and canons, which some so much clamour against, are

nothing else but what in other Churches are called rules of

discipline. And for that particular branch of it, which is

called abstention from the Eucharist and excommunication.
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our Churcli is not without nilos i'or the cxcrciso of fh:it

neilhor. Every minisfor, as was hut just now (Jiscrvod, has

power to ro|)el those from the conununion, who are noto-

rious and open evil Hvers, anil the hishops hiive power to

proceed to exeouunuuieation. If these things are not always

done, or not so Iwippily and elJettually as it were to be

wished, other reasons may he assig-ned for it ; amono- which

I reckon the factions and schisms that divide the Church, to

be none of the least ; for they loosen the bands of ecclesias-

tical discipliue, and make it impracticable in its true perfec-

tion; whilst men who are excluded from one communion, can

be received and caressed in another. And is it not hard,

for men first to cast blocks in the way and then charg-e it as

a fault upon the Church which is her misfortune, and

chiefly owing to the iniquity of the times, that it is not

remedied ?

But admit the decay of ancient discipline were wholly the

fault of the Church, oi' her ministers, to what does this

chari'-e amount ? That therefore there is no discipline in our
r^ ... .

church, because it is not in its utmost perfection ? Or that

men may lawfully desert her communion, because there is

not such exactness observed in the administration of it as

were to be wished 1 Neither of these, I am confident, were

the sentiments of Calvin or Beza; though Beza looked upon

the face of discipline to be the worst aspect of the Church

of England
;
yet he owns that she was tolerably well refor-

med in that point also, in comparison of other Churches:

and all he desires more is, jdenam Ecclesiasticce D/sc/plince

instnurationem, the ferfect restoration of ecclesiastical dis-

cipline, which is the wish of the Church and all good men

in it. See Beza, Epist. Dcdicat. to Queen Eliz. before his

New Test, cited above, chap. 2.

Surely he did not think the want of discipline then alto-

o-ether so great as some imagine, much less a just cause of

separation from the Church of England, whose reformation

in all respects he so highly extols above most other Protes-

tant Churches.

But suppose there were a total want of discipline in our
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Church, either through necessity, or want of zeal in the

ministers, or by some defect in our constitution
;
yet Calvin

will by no means allow any of these to be reasonable causes

of separation. It was the common case, he says, of the first

reformers in all places, when they came to the point of

discipline, they could only express their wishes and their

groans, but it was not in their power to mend it. For so

he expresses himself in a consolatory letter to Farel upon
this subject, who had complained to him that he could not

get discipline settled in his Church. To shew him that his

case was not singular, he tells him, Melancthon and the

rest were under the same unfortunate necessity. " When
discipline comes to be talked of, Melancthon after the

manner of others, only sighs and mourns about it. For the

most he can do, is rather to deplore the miserable condition

of the Church in this matter, than correct it ; that you may
not think you are the only persons that labour under this

misfortune." Calv. Ep. Farello, p. 6.

His advice is not that the ministers should forsake their

calling, or the people forsake their ministers and the Church
for want of discipline ; but to be content to take part in a

common calamity, which was their misfortune, not their fault,

so long as they had no power to redress it.

In another place, he owns that discipline was not rightly

exercised at Geneva, but he charges himself with no fault

upon that account, because it was not he, but others, that

hindered it. " And yet they had the face," he says, " to ob-

ject the want of discipline to him, though they themselves

were the causes of it. Dissifationem cujus ipsi causa sunt,

probri loco nobis objectant.''' Calv. de Necess. Reform.

Eccl. t. viii. p. 56.

Some Protestant Churches have no use of excommunica-
tion at all, as the Churches of Helvetia and the palatinate :

yet Calvin is so far from condemning their communion for

this defect, that he rather makes a soft and kind apology for

them, presuming they had reasons for what they did ; that

they set up such a discipline as the times and place, or

magistrates and people would admit of. Thus writing to

the ministers of Zurich, where excommunication was laid
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aside, ho says, " All inon have not exactly the same senti-

ments of excommunication at [)resent: I know there arc some

pious and learned men, who tiiink it not necessary -under

Christian princes ; though I hope no sober man disallows the

use of it. For my part, I believe it to be a doctrine of

Christ, But if a people cannot be prevailed with to take

tliis yoke of Christ upon them, after the pastors have done

their endeavour to g'et it settled, they are excusable, though

we are not, if we sutler it to be pulled down where it once

obtains." Calv. Ep. Minist. Tigar. p. 75.

He that thong-ht the communion of a Church lawful,

where excommunication was wholly laid aside, as unneces-

sary under Christian magistrates, would doubtless not con-

demn a Church where the use of excommunication is settled

by law, though there may be some imperfections in the exer-

cise of it.

It is generally agreed that there are some cases in which

the exact rigour of discipline would do more harm than

good to the Church ; as where it would be attended with a

general revolt of the people, or a severe persecution : in

such cases, it has ever been thought a point of christian

prudence, rather to relax a little the reins of discipline, than

use that which was designed for the Church's edification,

to her destruction. St.Augustin pleads this above twenty times

in his Epistles and writings against the Donatists, which it

is none of my business to recite at present ; I may perhaps

have a more convenient occasion to do it hereafter, in an

historical accountof the exercise of ancient Church discipline:

at present I only observe, that the French Church, which is

famed for the exactness and rigour of Synodical discipline,

approves St. Augustin's doctrine, and allows of a mitigation

of discipline in the forementioned cases. Thus in the Synod
of Rochel, 1571. Cap. 11. Art. 1. " The question being put,

w hat course should be taken in the censuring of revolters in

times of persecution ? It was answered in the words of St.

Augustin, concerning a numerous Church of drunkards, that

it were much better to have a vicious Church than none

at all." -
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The following Synod of Nismes, 1572. Cap. 3, Art 5.

resolves another case concerning- apostates to the Romish
religion, who were also become enemies and persecutors of

the Church ;
" that they should not be formally and publicly

by name excommunicated in the Church, because this would

only make them rage more bitterly against her, and do her

more and greater mischief." There was no need to excom-
municate such, who had already abandoned the Church's

communion. Private notice to the people to beware of

them, was sufficient in such eases. " Therefore all minis-

ters and consistories are warned in procedures of this na-

ture, to use ail manner of moderation and prudence ; be-

cause that Church censures and canons of discipline are

only used for edification, and not for destruction ; remem-

bering alv\ays that saying of St. Augustin, that medicines,

which are more hurtful than profitable, should be wholly

forborne."

If St. Augustin spake the sense of the Catholic Church,

and these Synods the sense of the French Church, then

there are some allowed cases, in which the rigour of ex-

communication is to be abated, when either delinquents

are become very numerous or formidable within the Church,

or deserters very malicious and powerful without it
;

when more harm than good will accrue to the Church

by the use of it, and the remedy prove worse than the

disease.

So that here are three things fairly suggested by the

French writers, in answer to tliis objection about want of

discipline in the Church of England. 1. That for the main,

it is a false charge; because excommunication and other

parts of discipline are in force by our laws, and when occa-

sion requires, reducible to practice. 2. Supposing excom-

munication were wholly laid aside, that would no more

make our communion unlawful than it does in the Helvetian

and Palatine Churches. 3. There may be particular reasons

for mitigating the rigour of discipline in some Churches,

and at some seasons, more than others : and it should be

considered whether that has not for a long time been, and
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still is the case of the Church of En^'^hind : whether the

sects and scliisms that are amon<^ us do not greatly hinder

the exercise of ili^ci[>rme ; and whether a formal excomtnu-

nication of all that deserve it, inioht not raise a g-rcater and

more dang-eroiis schism than any yet among" us, and instead

of purging- the bad from the g"ood, only enrage a party to

contrive her ruin and destruction : whether in such a case,

it be not better to sutler the tares to grow among the

wheat, and patiently bear with some corrupt members of

the Church, rather than expose her to so great inconvenien-

cies ; remembering that saying of St. Augustine's and the

Synod of Nismes, " That when medicines will do more

harm than good, they are to be forborne." Whether this be

actually the case of the Church of England, I leave wiser

men to determine: if it be, her practice is her prudence, and

what others call her fault, is, properly speaking, the eflect

of her charity and discretion: but if it be otherwise, if she

might have an exact discipline, and will not, though that be

a fault, yet it will not justify a separation from her, as I

have proved from the principles of the French Church. And
so I think I have fully answered this objection about want

of discipline in the Church of England.

As to the commination office, w hich was appointed to be

used, till discipline could happily be restored, it is so useful

and innocent, that I do not find many persons that have any

thing to object against it. Only the authors of the Neces-

sity of Reformation in 16G0, bring some railing accusations

against it. They say, p. 31, " it is a necessitating people

to curse themselves, and employing ministers of the Gospel,

whose office is to be the messengers of peace, in cursing

the people, as part of their office ; which is an inhuman and

unchristianlike invention, that has no warrant from the

Word of God, nor from the practice of the Primitive

Church, but is a latter spawn of Antichrist in his popish

services."

Some men have used their tongues and pens so much to

opprobrious language, that they can scarce speak of any

thing they dislike, but under the reviling names of popish
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and antichristian. I would ask such men, whether it be not

part of the minister's office to declare God's thrcatenings,

as well as his promises ? or whether the Gospel be all pro-

mises, and no revelation of the wrath of God against the un-

godliness and unrighteousness of men ? as St. Paul says it is,

Rom. i. 18. If there be declarations of God's judgments in

the Gospel, as well as promises of pardon and peace, how

comes the one to be the minister's duty more than the other ?

Or why must the declaration of God's judgments be called

cursing the people, or the people's consenting- to the truth

and equity of them be called cursing themselves, as cursing-

signifies imprecation of evil upon men 1 concerning which

there is not one word in the commination office. But if by

cursino-, they mean only denunciation of God's judgments

against unrepenting sinners, then their charge of popish

and antichristian is not so much against our office, as the

Gospel itself. Perhaps the Primitive Church had no such

set form in her Liturgy, nor has the French Church any that

I know of: but doubtless the ministers both of the one and

the other did frequently do the same thing in their sermons

and homilies ; notwithstanding that they were ministers of

the Gospel of Peace. And 1 challenge any person to shew

us any passage in a French writer, where such an office is

called popish and antichristian.

Besides the office of thanksgiving after childbirth, (which

I remember not any objection made against,) there remains

but one office more in the Liturgy to be spoken to, which is

the form of ordaining bishops, priests, and deacons ;
against

which Mr. Baxter has a great many objections, in speaking

of the eighth Canon of our Church ; which, because they

will be more properly cousldered under that title, I refer the

reader to the next Book, and here put an end to this part of

my discourse ; having made it appear, that there is no office

in our Liturgy, in ordinary use among us, nor any particular

Kubrick or prescription in any office, but may be assented

to, and justified upon the principles and practice of the Re-

formed Church of France. In some things our Liturgy ex-

ceeds theirs, as in the form of absolution and communion of
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the sick, the want of which Calvin conlossos to \)0 defects

in his Litur<;y, whiih he coiiKl not help: in other forms tliey

exactly agree, and in such forms as we have more than they,

or they more than we, it is so far ao-reed, that (here is no-

thin"" reouonant to the word of (lod in either. Whence it

follows, that they arc unreasonal)le, who separate from our

Church upon account of the Liturgy, because it is not re-

formed according' to the example of the best Reformed

Cluirch.
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BOOK IV.

THE OBJECTIONS AGAINST THE CANONS OF THE
CHURCH OF ENGLAND CONSIDERED AND AN-

SWERED UPON THE PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE

OF THE REFORMED CHURCH OF FRANCE.

CHAP. I.

Of Ordinaries and Chancellors, and that as strict an Oath

of Canonical Obedience is required in the French Churchy

as in the Church of England.

Before I speak of the Canons in particular, it will be

necessary to say something of the promise and oath of

canonical obedience, which refers to them all in general.

In the form of ordination, this question is put to every

priest and deacon :
'' Will you reverently obey your ordi-

nary, and other chief ministers, to whom is committed the

charge and government over you ; following with a glad

mind and will their Godly admonitions, and submitting your-

selves to their Godly judgments'?" And the answer is, " I

will do so, the Lord being my help!" In like manner every

beneficiary, when he is instituted into any benefice, swears,

that he will pay true and canonical obedience to the bishop

and his successors in omnibus licitis et honestis. Now we
have no controversy with dissenters, about the meaning

of this promise or oath : it is agreed on both sides, that

canonical obedience in effect, is no more than obedience to

the orders and Canons of the Church, and does not subject

men to any unlimited power, or require any new duty from
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tliom, but such as the bishop may rcMjuiro Ity virtue of tho
Canons: so that if the Canons l)e lawful, one would think

the oath of canonical obedience shouhl be hiwful also. Yet
Mr. Bavter has several objections against it. Enir. Non-
fortn. Cap. fi.

I. lie likes not the word successors :
" Little know we

of what religion their successors will be, or who will have
the choosing- of them. Til not swear to I know not who."
But here he forgot what was just now said and agreed
upon, that canonical obedience in efl'ect, is obedience to the
Canons, and the bishop's successors are as much oblio-cd

to rule by the Canons, as the bishop in being; so that if

obedience be due to the one, ruling by the Canons, it is

with the same proviso due to the other also. In the French
Church, their oath of canonical obedience is taken to the

Canons, or Book of Discipline, and decrees of their national

Synods, of which I have given a full account in the first

Book, chap. 3. Where the reader may observe, that though
neither consistories, classes, nor provincial synods be ex-

pressly mentioned in the oath, yet obedience to them and
tiieir successors is implied : for they are the ordinaries,

which are to sec the Canons executed by every particular

minister, and have power to punish delinquents, which they

could not have, unless by their rules canonical obedience

was due to them. Nor is the minister's oath supposed to

be taken only to the present consistories, classes, or synods,

but to all that shall succeed in their place and office, during-

the minister's whole life, so long- as they exact no other

obedience from him but what is due by the Canons. So
that, for ought I can see, the word successors does not at

all make our oath of canonical obedience difficult to any,

but such as are willing to make a stumbling-block of dis-

obedience of it. If Mr. Baxter could not swear to he knew
not who, how would he have done in the French Church, to

have sworn to he knew not what ? 1 mean to the decrees

and Canons of their national Synods before they were made,

as I have shewn, the F'rench ministers did ;* when they

* See Book I. chap. 3.
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sent any deputies to a National Synod ;
" They promised

before God to submit themselves to all that should be con-

cluded and determined in their holy assembly, and to obey

and execute it to the utmost of their power, &e." as the oath

runs in express terms in the form prescribed in the second

Synod of Vitre, 1617. Cap. 2., art. 1. We have no such

oath of canonical obedience in Eng-Iand, and I cannot but

think this one thing- would have made Mr. Baxter a non-

conformist in the Church of France.

2. But he says, suppose our oath of canonical obedience

to imply only obedience according- to the Canons: yet there

are abundance of things in " the Canons, which he thinks

greater sins than he thinks meet to call them." Tt would

have done well, if Mr. Baxter had but kept to this deg-ree of

modesty, which he here professes ; but I believe I shall

shew, that he speaks as bad things of them as he could

think of, and with as little reason as modesty, forgetting-

both the rules of decency and argumentation too : but of

this more by and by in the following chapters.

3. He says, " Bishops rule by their chancellors, and suf-

fer laymen to exercise the church keys, by decretive excom-

munications and absolutions which wise men think to be

sacrileg-ious usurpation, and a profanation of a dreadful

part of Christ's government." Here he begins immediately

to exalt his style, and give the Church as hard words as he

could think of. But, 1st. How does he prove that lay-

chancellors and civilians use the keys for excommunication

and absolution 1 Why that he takes for granted, which

others tells us is a great mistake. For though civilians are

used to declare what is law, yet the sentence of excommu-
nication and absolution is the act of a minister, both in court

and church assembly ; and if any thing be declared as law,

which is contrary to Canon, the minister is not bound by his

oath to execute the sentence. But then perhaps he may
suffer for it, and be ruined, and the bishop cannot help him.

I know of no such cases at present ; but if there be any,

they concern not the oath of canonical obedience, which

oblig-es a minister only to keep a good conscience, but it

may be cannot always secure him from suffering.
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But secondly, suppose civilians were allowed to use the keys

in Imio land; are there no lay elders allowed in France to exer-

cise Clunch discipline, neither separately, nor conjunctly Avith

others ? He is a great stranger to the allairs of that Church,
who knows not that lay elders liave a decisive voice hotli

in Consistories, Classes, and Synods, vvhethiT it be to make
new rules of disci[)line, or punish dolin(pients by the old

ones with suspension and excommunication. I will not so

much as trouble the reader with a single proof of this, be-
cause it is so plain and known a case ; but I will acquaint

him with one thing-,which I believe is not so commonly known,
which is, that lay elders by the Canons of three National

Synods successively, had power granted them to exercise

discipline, without, or against the will of the pastor, so far

as to suspend from the Lord's table. In the Synod of

Privas, 1612. Cap. 5. Art. 1 1, a case was moved, "Whe-
ther in those Churches, where there is but one pastor, and
an appeal is brought against him, the elders may judge of

this controversy. And the Synod determined, that elders

may judge of all emerging* differences, yea, so fiir as of

suspension from the- Lord's table, matters of doctrine and

excommunication only excepted; in which two points elders

may not judge without their pastor."

This Canon was confirmed in the next Synod of Tonneins,

1G14. Cap. 6. Art. 3. Where it is said, " In reading* that

Article, which gives leave unto elders, the pastor being*

refused and excepted at, to judge of some emerging diffe-

rences, yea, even to suspension from the Lord's Supper, the

province of Lower Languedoc demanded that there might

be some mitigation of its rigour. But the assembly judged
that that Article should abide as it was conceived, without

any alteration at all." The same Article being by some
means omitted in the transcript of the acts of that Synod, was

inserted by the following Synod of Vitre, both into their own
acts, and the former Synod of Tonneins, with an order, that

it should abide in those very self same words, in which it was

couched at first. Synod of Vitre, 1617. Cap. 5. Art. 2.

Now let any one judge, whether this does not ])ut the

exercise of Church discipline more into laymen's hands, than

o
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can be pretended in the Chnrcli of England? And whether

the French ministers, while those Canons were in force,

were not obhg-ed by their oath of Canonical obedience, to

grant lay elders this power, and to submit to their decisions

and judgement 1

It is true, the following Synod of Alez, 1620, a little

moderated the rigour of this Canon: for they decreed. Cap.

G, Art. 2, " that in such a case, where the pastor was

excepted against, the elders only by themselves should not

proceed to suspend any person from the Lord's table, with-

out the presence and approbation of a neighbour pastor."

But still it seems the pastor was to be concluded by their

act, if a neighbour pastor did but consent to it. Whence it

follows, that in such cases every pastor was oblig'ed by

Canon to take his neighbour pastor for his ordinary, and pay

canonical obedience to his admonition and judgment, in

such things as related to the exercise of Church keys: and

yet Mr. Baxter makes this also an objection against the

Church of England, that ministers promise at their ordina-

tion to obey their ordinary, and other chief ministers, to

whom is committed the charge and government over them,

that is archdeacons, surrogates, &c. As if persons era-

powered with authority by canon, to oblige others to sub-

mit to their judicial acts, were not the same things in

France that they are in England, whatever names they are

called by.

" But if so, then we must confess that the power of the

keys is not proper to a bishop, but may be validly used by

a priest." We confess it : all priests by our laws and Canons

have the ordinary use of the keys in many cases: they ad-

mit persons to baptism, and suspend them from the Lord's

table, &c. by virtue of this power, and they are judges,

though not sole judges, in these cases, but under the direc-

tion of the Canons: other priests are entrusted with a larger

share of this power, by a more extraordinary and particular

commission and deleg-ation from the bishop and the laws, to

proceed against delinquents, even to excommunication, &c.

Now what follows from hence 1 Nolhing that T can see,but

only that it is lawful to promise obedience to any chief
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rniriistors tims lf'i>-ally ompovvoroH, so far as tho canons re-

(juiio it. Wliicli is the direct contrary, to what Mr. Baxter
by his nrgtunent intended.

But he says still, " it is tho layman that docreeth the e.\-

comtnunication, which is tho judicial act; and when wo use
a surrogate priest, it is but as an hireling- servant to pro-

nounce the decree, to ' mock the Church with a formality.'"

This is a very modest character of the Church and surrog-ate

priests together ! Every rule of the Ciuirch, and every act

of a priest is but a formality, when it stands in the way of a
keen objector. But be it what it will, I have shewn that

his censures hitherto fall as heavy upon the French Church,
as they do upon the Church of England.

4. His next reason against the oath is taken from the

nature and frame of diocesan episcopacy, " which," he says,

" is unlawful, totCt specie, and they dare not justify it and
its several abuses by confederacy in such an oath." But I

shall shew, the French Church had another opinion of dio-

cesan episcopacy and our Eng-lish bishops, when I come to

speak of the 7th Canon in the 4th chapter of this book; and
therefore I necil not say any thing further here of this ob-
jection.

5. " Bishops are not elected by the clergy and people
as by ancient Canons they ought to be : therefore they are

usurpers: we cannot conceive how any man can be the

pastor of those that consent not ; therefore though we can
submit to these and live peaceably, we cannot swear obe-
dience to them." By this rule all the pastors of France are

made usurpers : for none of them are elected by the people,

but by classes or provincial Synods, as I shall evidently

make it appear in the 5th chapter of this book.

His remaining' arguments are such as these, which equally

affect the French Church: 1. "It is the prerogative of

kings in all nations to have subjects swear allegiance to

them, and dangerous to make them swear obedience to

every justice or inferior officer. 2. Subjects may be entan-

gled between their oath to the king and such officers.

3. Many oaths make government a snare to the conscien-

tious. 4. Much sweariny- makes oaths contemptible and
o 2
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bring-s in perjury.'' These would have been excellent reaj;ons

in a French Synod, where every deputy swore for himself

and his province, to submit to the Canons of the Church,

and where so many oaths of canonical obedience, notwith-

standing these dangers, were still appointed. But perhaps

the French Canons are more innocent than ours, as to the

matter of them. That is the only plea that can bear the

face of an argument: but I shall satisfy that, by examining-

and comparing the particular Canons, in the following

chapters of this book.

CHAP. II.

That the French Church allows no one to call in Question

the Lawfulness of any Part of her Liturgy, or Book of

Common Prayer and Administration of Sacraments,

agreeably to the 4th Canon of the Church of England.

The first Canon which is commonly objected against, is

in order the 4th, made against the impugners of the public

worship of God established in the Church of England in

these words, " Whosoever shall hereafter affirm, that the

form of God's worship in the Church of England, established

by law, and contained in the Book of Common Prayer, and

administration of sacraments, is a corrupt, superstitious, or

unlawful worship of God, or containeth any thing in it that

is repugnant to the Scriptures: let him be excommunicated

ipso facto,''' &c.

Mr. Baxter in his case of EngUsh Nonconformity, Cap.

13, gives the Church very hard words upon the account of

this Canon ; he charges it with no less crimes than puri-

tanism, pharisaism, and popery. " These men," says he,

" that call themselves the Church of England, do not only

justify a large volume of forms, orders, rubricks and calen-

dars, but also force all other men to justify it all as sinless
;

and he shall be no minister that will not do it, nor a Chris-
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tiaii ineml)cr of (ho Church that donieth it: as if fh.e piMfec-

tion of their worUs wore an article of the creed, and neces-

sary to salvation to he believed. Is not this puritanism,

Pharisaical, and a justification of works V
It were a much modestcr question, to ask, Avhether this

be not such a rant, and run of boisterous style, as any good
man tliat had looked over his writings in sober thoughts a

second lime, uoulil have thouclit fit to have stjftened and
corrected { But bo the charjrc what it will, it holds no niore

against the Church of England, tl)an it does against the

Ixefornied Church of France, and it may be all othej settled

Protestant Churches. So that at this rate of arguing, all

National Reformed Churches shall be pharisecs, puritans

and papists together.

As to the Church of France, I have already proved,

that they oblige every minister not only to subscril)e, but

many times swear to their Liturgy, or Book of Common
Prayer, catechism, administration of sacraments, &c. Now
1 hope they would not make men swear to that which they

did not at least believe to be agreeable to the word of God,
and were satisfied that it contained nothing* in it repugnant
to the Scriptures, But if so, then they were puritans, phari-

sees, and papists in Mr. Baxter's account, for forcing- men to

justify a large volume of forms, orders, rubiicks, &c, all as

sinless. But the Church of England forces the people as

well as the ministers to be modest, and not rail at the Liturgy

as a corrupt, superstitious, unlawful worship, repugnant to

the word of God, under pain of excommunication. And is

it not fit such men's mouths should be stopped, wh'^ traduce

and speak evil of the worship of God, to the distu*;' ".nee of

the peace of the Church, and detriment of. piety and
religion ? Such were the continued declamations of Good-
man, Gilby, Penry, and the rest of that strain, which may be
seen collected by Bishop Bancroft, in his Book called Dan-
gerous Positions, &c. Lib. 2. and which probably might give

occasion to the making of this very Canon. But whatever

was the occasion of it, it is the very same in substance with

a Canon of the French Church in their Book of Discipline,

cap. 5. art. 31. which is in these words :
" If one or more of
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the people stir up contention, and do thereby break the

Church's union in any point of doctrine or discipline, or

about the form of catechizing-, or administration of sacra-

ments, or public prayers, or the celebration of marriag^e,

and that private admonitions have not been effectual reme-

dies to appease them ; the Consistory of that place shall

endeavour to compose the whole affair; and in case the dis-

senters do not acquiesce therein, the Consistory shall intreat

the Classis to assemble at a convenient time and place, they

having" first engaged the said dissenters in express terms,

and upon record, to promise, that they will not spread their

opinions in any manner or way till the meeting' of the

Classis, upon pain of being- censured as schismatics. And
if they refuse to g-ive the said promises, they shall be cen-

sured for rebels, according to our discipline. Then it is or-

dered, that if the Classis cannot bring- them to be quiet and
conform, they shall be referred to a Provincial Synod, and
from that to a National Synod ; unto which if they refuse

to yield full obedience, and in express terms to disclaim

their recorded errors, they shall be cut off by excommunica-
tion from the body of our Church."

Does not this Canon denounce excommunication agfainst

obstinate traducers of the French Liturgy, in as full terms as

the Canon of the Church of England 1 The only difference

is, that the one orders a long- process agarinst them, the

other proceeds more summarily with them, as supposing the

things in controversy to have been sufficiently argued and
handled already, and that there need not be recourse to a

Provincial or National Synod upon every such occasion.

Mean ^ghile all proper methods may bo used to instruct or

convin>I/5 gainsayers, notwithstanding- this excommunication

ipso facto denounced against them. And it is further to be
observed, that this Canon is not intended against those, who
have scruples in their own minds, or modestly propose their

scruples to their spiritual guides, in-order to obtain satisfac-

tion: but ag-ainst such only as speak evil of the Liturgy with

scandal and offence, and with a malicious design to vilify

and disparage it.



lOR rilF. CHl'UOII Ol' KNrJlAND. [)'.)

CHAR 111.

T/ial the French Church censures Impitfjners of her Articles,

and Discipline, and Riijhfs, mid Ceremonies, arcording to

the '^th and dth Canons of the Church of En//1and.

The 5th Canon is in these words: " Whosoever sliall

hereafter aflirin, that any of the nine and thirty articles are in

any part siiporstititious, or erroneous, or such as may not

witli a liood conscience he subscribed : let hitn be ex'com-

ruunicated," &c.

The titli is this, " Whoever shall affirm, that the rites and

ceremonies of the Church of England by law established,

are wicked, antichristian, or superstitious, or such as being

commanded by lawful authority, men who are zealously and

Godly alfoctod, may not with any good conscience approve

them, use them, or as occasion requireth, subscribe unto

them : let them be excommunicated ipso facto,''' &c.

These Canons are to be understood in the same sense and

latitude as the former. Every man docs not deserve excom-

munication that has any scruples about any of the Articles

or ceremonies, or modestly and seasonably proposes his

scruples for information : but the factions and turbulent may
deserve it, who declaim against every thing- they like not, as

wicked, superstitious and antichristian, and thereby scan-

dalize the weak, and disturb: the peace of the Church, and

destroy its union. Admit that some things in the Articles

and ceremonies are matters of small moment: yet it is not

a thing of small moment to break the Church's peace by

raising contention about them. Suppose they be not arti-

cles of faith, nor necessary to salvation, yet peace is

a necessary duty, and strife and contention great sins,

be the matters never so small which men contend about.

Therefore, though men should not deserve to be east

out of the Church for their bare dissent, yet they may for

their (iictious and turl)ulent spirits, for their bitterness and
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clamours, and e\il speakings, for their strifes and seditions

and contentious humours : for these things will exclude

them from the kinadora of heaven. And it can be no crime

to excommunicate such, who first by their strife and conten-

tion excommunicate themselves. Or if it he a crime, it is

such a one as the National Church of France has always

been guilty of, who by that Canon of their Book of Disci-

pline which 1 but now mentioned, decree, ' that if one or

more of the people stir up contention, and do thereby break

the Church's union in any point of doctrine or discipline, or

about the form of catechising, or administration of sacra-

ments, or public prayers, &c. and cannot be wrought upon

in express terms to disclaim their errors, they shall be cut ofi

by excommunication from the body of the Church.'"

Is not this to make matters of small moment and dubious.

Articles of the creed, and necessary to church communion,

as much as the Church of f'^ngland does ? Are not all

men cast out of the Church that dissent from them ? Does

not this excommunication extend to laymen in France as

well as England ? Is it not as harsh there, to lay so great

stress on every ceremony of the Church, as to excommuni-

cate every one that calleth any one of them unlawful 1

Does the Church of England equal her constitutions to the

ten commandments and the creed, any more than the Church

of France does? And yet thus Mr. Baxter argues against

these two Canons of our Church, Chap. 24 and 25 of his

Eng. Nonconform, and then cries out, what is pharisaical if

this be not ?

He might as well have said, it was Turcism, Popery, and

Fa.o-anism. For what is calumny, if this be not? The

Church of England requires all her members, as the Church

of France does, to raise no contentions about her doctrine

or ceremonies, not to impugn or traduce them as antichris-

tian or unlawful, and thereby raise schisms and divisions

about them. And this he calls equalling them to the creed

and ten commandments, as if the Church of England

required men to take them all for necessary points of faith

and terms of salvation ; when yet she does not forbid a

modest dissent from them, but only men's expressing their
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dissent in such a way as tends to c roate divisions, arid draw

(lieni oil from her corninnumion. it is one thing" to dissent

and err in opinion, and another to express that dissent with

eontenijtt and disdain either by word or action. The one

may deserve pity, whilst the other calls for censures and

rebuke. And if the Churcli censure such witli excotnniuni-

cation, she does no more than what the Primitive Clmrch

did and all other settled Churches now do, and what she

seems authoiized to do by an Apostolical Canon, "Mark
those that cause divisions among- you, and avoid them."

Dr. Sutcliff" observed long- ago, before our Canons were

made, that the practice of France and Geneva was very

severe in this particular. " For that John Morelly disputed in

a certain treatise, that the words ' Tell the Church' belong-ed

not to the consistory ; his book was burnt, and the man
excommunicated. Two ministers at Geneva were deposed

and banished for speaking ag-ainst usury allowed in that

state. And another was g-lad to fly, for speaking against

unleavened bread." Sutcliff". of Eccl. Discipl. c. 7. sect. 5.

p. 132.

Monsieur Amyraut, Professor of divinity at Saumur,

delivers it as his opinion from the chair, " That that man is

not to be reputed a Christian, who despises and tramples on

the laws of the Church. Forasmuch as they derogate

nothing from christian liberty, and ought not to be esteemed

a slavery, being but few in number, where the Church is

rightly governed, and such as recommend themselves to the

consciences of men ; so that the faithful observe them with

a willing mind." Amyrald. Thes. de Libert. Christ, n. 13.

inter Thes. Salmur.

By this rule then, to rail at the doctrine of the 20th Article,

which speaks of the Chuvch's power to decree rites and

ceremonies, may be a crime deserving' excommunication.

Calvin in one of his epistles to Viret, p. 61. speaks of a

certain petulant preacher, called Maurisius, who was used

to vent in his sermons bitter invectives against the ministers

of Geneva, and more especially Calvin himself; saying,

that they were worse than the papists, and taught false doc-

trine contrary to the word of God, &c. Now it came to be
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a question among- Calvin and his eollea«^ues, what course

should be taken with him ? Calvin was not very forward to

have him censured, because of some personal reflections

made upon himself; but the rest were urgent for it, saying",

" It was not to be any longer endured, that the common doc-
trine of the Church should he publicly traduced and con-
demned, and they see and hear and take no notice of it. Non
ulterius ferendum, tit publice nobis videntibus et scientibus

damnetur commuvis Ecclesice nostrce Doctrinal p. 139.

Calvin says in another of his epistles, that it is one rule

in the Geneva discipline, " That if any one spreads opinions

contrary to the received doctrine of the Church, and persists

obstinately in them, he is to be suspended from the Lord's

Table, and complained of to the senate also." And then
" the senate may proceed ag-ainst him as a contumacious

rebel, and despiser of the Church's censures." Ep. ad

Magistr. Genevens. p. "fO et 77.

This, I am sure, is as much, if not something more than

the present Canons speak of, which are so disliked in the

Church of England.

CHAP. IV.

Of the 1th Cavon of the Church of England: that the

French Church allows of the English Diocesan Episco-

pacy, and thinks it lawful to submit to the Authority and
Jurisdiction of Bishops, and condemns those who call

them Antichristian.

The principal thing in which the Church of France seems

to differ from the Church of England, is in the point of

Church government. The}^ allow no pastor to have any

primac}^ or superiority over another ; but by the 30th Article

of their Confession, declare them all to be of equal autho-

rit}- and power. But then they do not condemn other

Churches which have this inequality among their ministers
;
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nor do tliev iclusc to ooiiuiiunicate with tliciii, nor to siilj-

luit to episfopal ^"ovtMMitnent in llioso Churehos vvhero it is

loyally estahlisheil, it" we may Ijclieve cither their SSynods

or the best advocates of their cause.

'J'he Synod ofTonneins, 161 J, has a whole chapter about

expetlients fur ro-unitinj^' the Protestant Churc•h(^s ijito one

entire body and coninuinion witli one another. One of these

e.vpedients is this, " That concerning;' ceremonies and
Clauch «^overnment, a mutual declaration shall be made by

the deputies appointed to treat of this union, by which, in

the names of their principals, they shall declare, that the

Chnrclies shall not judg-e or condemn one anotlier for this

dillcrence; it not hindering- our mutual agreement in the

same true fiiitli and doctrine, and that for. all this, we may
cordially embrace each other as true believers and joint

members of one and the same body. And as a pledge of

this their mutual concord, the Lord's supper shall be cele-

brated, wherein the pastors from England and the other na-

tions shall all mutually communicate tog-ether." Synod of

Tonneins, 101 1. Cap. 18. Art. 7.

Peter du Moulin was an eminent professor of the French
Church about this time, and he wrote an apology for the

Confession of Faith ag-ainst Arnoux, the Jesuit, where he
delivers his judgment to the same purpose in these words :

" As touching- ecclesiastical policy, we do not refuse to ac-

knowledge those for pure and true Churches, where equality

of ministers is not observed ; because we esteem not this

order to be a point of faith, nor a doctrine tending- to salva-

tion. We live, God be praised, in brotherly concord with

the neighbouring- Churches, which observes another form,

and where bishops have some superiority.^'

1 know, that under pretence that the Church of Eng--

land hatli another form of discipline than ours is, " our ad-
versaries (the papists) charg-e us that our religion is divers.

But experience confuteth this accusation ; for we assemble
with the English men in their churches, we participate to-

gether in the holy supper of our Lord: the doctrine of their

confession is wholly agreeable unto ours. The most excel-

lent servants of (Jod in our Churches, Peter Martyr, Calvin,
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Zanchius, Beza, &c. have often written letters full of respect

and amity to the prelates of England."

He abuscth himself, who believeth that the word bishop,

used in the Holy Scripture, is odious in our Churches ;
" and

our adversaries unjustly accuse us to be enemies of the epis-

copal order. For we must be altogether ignorant in history,

if w^e do not know that antiquity speaks honourably of that

degree. Eusebius, in his chronicle, witnesseth that a year

after our Lord's death, James, our Lord's brother, was esta-

blished Bishop of Jerusalem ; and that ten years after,

Euodius was created Bishop of Antioch ; and that after

Jr»mes succeeded Simon in the bishoprick of Jerusalem,

from whence descended the succession of bishops in Jeru-

salem. St. Jerom, in his Book of Ecclesiastical Writers,

saith that Polycarp, St. John's disciple, was by that Apostle

made Bishop of Smyrna. In the same book he saitli, that

St. Paul established Timothy Bishop of Ephesus, and Titus

Bishop of Crete. And TertuUian, in the o2d chapter of the

Book of Prescriptions, calleth those Churches, Apostolical

Churches, and buds and sprigs of the Apostles, whose

bishops were established by the Apostles, &c."

After a deal more to the same purpose, he concludes

thus: " All these allegations," says he, " tend to shew, that

notwithstanding the diversity of ecclesiastical policy, two
particular Churches may live in peace and concord under

the band of one faith and religion ; and that if sometimes

we speak against the authority of bishops, we condemn not

episcopal order in itself, but speak only of the corruption

which the Church of Rome has induced into it," &c. Mou-
lin's Buckler of Faith, p. 345 Ed. Lond. 1631.

If this learned person rightly understood and represented

the doctrine of the French Church, in whose name he speaks,

their doctrine is, that though episcopal superiority be not

expressly commanded in the New Testament, yet there are

some instances of it in apostolical practice, and that it is

agreeable to the practice of ail antiquity : that it is not to

be condemned in those Cliurches which retain it; and that

they would willingly and heartily have submitted to bishops,

had bishops been their reformers.
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This itu.lination of theirs to siihinit to episcopal f^-ovcni-

ment, is fiutlier o\ideiit from their ready cotnphance to some
motions of this kind that were actually made to them

;
par-

ticularly to that proposal made by the Bishop of Troyes, of

which Peter Martyr gives us an account in an epistle to

Beza, at the entl of his common places. It is as remarkable

a passage as any that occurs in the whole history of the

Reformation, and therefore I will insert it in his own words,
" Trojce niimerosa est admodum ecclesia et indies augefur.

Episcopus jam Christ i regniim serio promovet ; nee tantum

suas oves ipse pure docet, sed quia ei gravis scrupulus in-

jectus est de sua vocatione, quod in ed Ecclesia^ et populi

electionem sen conjirmationem non habuerit, ideo, semores

Ecclesice Reformatce accersivit, rogavitque ut pie ac pru-

denter dispicerent, an eum vellent eligere, confirmare ac pro

episcopo habere? Quod si judicarent faciendum, se datu-

rum operam, ut sicut ccepit ita pergeret ecclesiam sibi com-

missam docendo et hortando pro viribus cedijicare et augere.

Sin vero existimarent ilium minus idoneum ad tantum mu-
71US, libere atque aperte dicerent, se autem paratum esse

loco cedere, modo ei liceat in Ecclesia Refurmatd vivere

juxta sanctam evangelii disciplinam. Rogavitque ut ed de

re mature cum Ecclesia deliberarent : quod cum factum
esset, ab omnibus unatiimiter ut verus episcopus agnitus est

et receptus. Quare illius authoritas et pietas multum Ec-
clesice Christi commodat : Deus laudetur qui ad hunc mo-
dum Filii sui regnum gubernat et dirigit.^^ Pet. Mart. Ep.

57. ad Bezam, an. lotJl. p.p. 1 143.

" The Church of Troyes is very great and increases daily.

The Bishop thereof is now become a zealous promoter of
the kingdom of Christy and instructs his flock in the purity

of the Gospel. But having a scruple upon him about his

calling, because he had not the election and confirmation of
the Church and people concurring to it, he therefore sent

for the elders of the Reformed Church, and desired them to

consult among themselves, prudently and piously , whether

they might elect, confirm, and accept of him for their

bishop ? If they did, he would then go on, as he had be-

gun, to edify and augment to the utmost of his power the
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Church committed to his charge. But if they thought him
not qualijied for so great a work, they should deal freely

and plainly with him : for in that case, he ivas resolved to

resigji his hishoprick, and live as a private Christian among
them. He pressed them again to deliberate upon the mat-
ter with the whole Church, and take their most mature ad-

vice upon it. Which when they had done, be was unani-

mously acknowledged and received by tbem all as a true

bishop: and his authority and piety did great service t^ the

Church of Christ : praised be God, who takes these methods
to govern and advance the kingdom of his Son."^

Can we have a fuller testimony, either of the usefulness

of episcopal authority, or of the willingness and readiness

of the French to have submitted to it, couid they have been
so happy as to have had it quietly settled among them ?

But it was their misfortune at first, that they could not have
it, though their inclinations led them to embrace it. For no
sooner did the popish party hear of the least suspicion of

any bishop's leaning towards the protestant cause, but im-

mediately the whole power both of France and Rome was
armed against them. Thuanus tells us, that this example ol

Caraccioli (for that was the bishop's name) was looked

upon by the adverse party to be a matter of such dangerous
consequence, that they laboured with all their might to ruin

him, and never ceased till they had prevailed with the king
to force him to quit his station. Thuan. tom, ii. an. 1561.

lib. 2\ p. 48.

The popish authors themselves tell us, there were about
this time several other bishops in France, who were well

wishers to the Reformation, such as Odet, Colinius, Cardi-

nal Castilion, the AdmiraTs brother ; Johannes Monluc,
Bishop of Valence ; Sanromanus, Bishop of Aix ; Johannes

* Matthias Jagan, Bishop of Brandeburg, was a Protestant, and designed
to have ordained George, Prince of Anhaiilt, Bishop of Mersburg, but died
before lie could perform it. Wittenhal. Duty of Preaching, c. 3. p. 708. cites

Georg-. Anhault. Praefat. de Ordin. p. 62.

Upon this necessity, George was ordained Bishop of Mersburg by Pres-
byters. Melanctjion penned his Letters Testimonial. See Meleh. Adana.
Vit. Germ. Theol. p. 94-0.
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Bail)anson, nislioj) of Parniors; Johannes do Sunpi-elasio,

liislio|) of Utica ; Francis de Noaillus, Bishop of A<jiia^ Au-
giist;i>; Carolus Gilhirius, Bishop of Chartres, together with

Lewis d'Albert and Claiuliiis Reginus, two Bishops of the

Territory of Bern nnih'r the Protestant Queen of Navarro.

But no sooner did they in tlie least shew themselves favour-

ers of that way, hut they were presently aceused of heresy,

and eited to appear before the Consistory of the Inquisition

at Rome, \\ here three of them were deprived, and the rest

suspended, till they should make their personal appearance,

and clear themselves of the heresy laid to their charg-e.

This opposition made most of them draw back and recant,

and so they kept their bishopricks: but Cardinal Castilion,

and Sangelasius, with the Bishop of Troyes, turned Pro-

testants, and continued for some time to act as bishops, but
at last were forced by the secular power to withdraw, and
betake themselves to a private station.

Spondanus is our author for all this, An. 1563. n. 21. And
some intimations of the same thing are given by Thuanus,
lib. 35. Homerus Tortora Hist. Franc, lib. 3. Gabutius
Vit. Pii. 5. lib. 2. cap. 4. Catellus Hist. Occitan. et Onu-
phrius Vit. Pii. 4. Out of whom Spondanus collects his

history.

Luther dedicates his Forma Missne. in usum Ecclesiae

Witteberg-. to Hausman, Bishop of Cygnea Ecclcsia, who
appears to have been an encourager of the Reformation.

Luther. Oper. torn. 2.

Luther in his Epistle to Spalatinum, t. 2, p. 1 83, cited by
Scultetus, Annal. Evangel. Decad. 1 An. 1524. p. 204. says,
'' Episcopus tandem unus Chriato nomcn dedit, et evanyeli-

aat in Prussia, nempe Sambiensis, quern fovet ac erudit

Joannes Brismanniis, quern iliac misimus, abjecto cucullo.

Ut et Prussia regno Satana valedicere incipiat.''' Scultetus

adds, " Episcopus iste fuit Georgius de Polentid, cui Lu-
therus Commentariutn suum in Genesin inscripsit^

Luther and Melancthon wrote letters of commendation to

John Thurzo, Bishop of Breslaw% in Silesia, who was a fa-

vourer of the Reformation. Their letters are in Scultetus'

Annals, an. 1520. p. 59, &c.
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Melancthons words are very remarkable. " Qui unus

nobis, quod sciam equidem, in Germanid Episcopi irapd-

Stiy/xa absolvisti, Anctoritate, Literis, ac Pietate. Quod si

respublica decern haberet tui similes avf^ppd^/iov^g, non du-

bitarem renasci Christum.''''

Scultetus adds, p. 63, that the Bishop died, before he re-

ceived those letters, on the 26. of August, 1520. Upon
which Luther g-!oried, that this excellent Bishop died a Pro-

testant. " Ideo Lutherus gloriatur Episcopum hunc opti-

tnum in Fide Evangelicd mortumn esse."" Ex torn. 2. Epist.

Luther, p. 7.

By this we see, it was not any aversion the French Pro-

testants had to episcopacy in general, but rather the iniquity

of the times, that hindered bishops from being- settled

among- them. And Dr. du Moulin, son of the famous

'Peter, before mentioned, confirms this by another instance

in the case of the Bishop of Meaux and some others. Pre-

face to his father's Book, called. The Novelty of Popery,

p. 3. " How soon," says he, " both pastors and people

may be brought to submit to bishops, hath been tried by the

Bishop of Troyes, and that of Meaux, who, as soon as they

began to forsake the errors of popery, were acknowledged

by the Protestant Churches within the verge of their juris-

diction for their diocesans. The Archbishop of Vienna and

Bishop of Orleans were once about to have done as much,

and would have found the like obedience from the Protes-

tant party ; but the great stream of the State proved too

strong for them to swim against."

He tells us further, there was a time when some of their

prime men, feeling the inconveniences that follow the want

of ecclesiastical subordination, moved Cardinal Richelieu to

place it among them b}' his authority, pretending that it

would brino' them nearer to the Roman Church: but he

flatly denied to give way to it, and told them, " If you had

that order, you would look too like a Church." lb. p. 2.

The same author gives us there also the judgment of that

eminent Lord du Plessis Mornay, whose learning and go-

vernment made him equally famofus in the French Church.

" His opinion was, that though presbyterian government
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Jiii^lit n^rce very well witli popular states, such as Geneva
and Switzerland

;
yet in kingdoms and monarcliios, episco-

pal ooYornment was rather to be chosen, to sustain the dig--

nity of the Church, and shelter it from oppression," &c
ri)id. p. rt.

All \vhich [)roves, that though the French Protestants

were willing- to justify their own g-overnment as an allow-

able thing" among^ themselves
;
yet they were far from crying-

down episcopacy as antiehristian, or pulling- down bishops

merely to set up themselves. Calvin himself was as far from
this as any man, witness that solemn declaration of his, in

his Book, De Necessitate Reformandae Ecclesiaj. " Talem
si nobis exhibeant hterarchiam, in qua sic emineant epis-

copi, ut Christo subesse non recusent—ut ab illo tanquam
unico Capite pendeant, et ad ipsiim referentur^-tum nullo

non anathemate dignos fateor, si qui erunt qui non earn

reverenter, summdqiie obedientid obseriient. Give us such
an hierarchy,''' says he, " in ivhich bishops preside, who are
subject to Christ, and Him alone as their only Head ; and
then I will own no curse too bad for him that shall not pay
the utmost respect a7id obedience to such an hierarchy as
that:' Tom. 8. p. 60.

Beza was of the same mind, with relation particularly to

the Bishops of Eng-land :
" The Church of Eng-land," says

he, " after the reformation, was supported and stood by the

authority of archbishops and bishops, of which order she
had many, not only famous martyrs, but excellent doctors

and pastors ; and 77iay she for ever enjoy that singular

blessing of God upon her. Fruatur sane istd singulari

Dei benijicentid, quce utinam ei sit perpetual Beza Resp.
ad Sarav. cap. 18.

The truth is, Calvin and Beza, and the French Church
set up such a g-overnment and discipline at the reformation,

as the state of their affairs would bear ; but they never abso-
lutely condemned episcopacy, or thoug-ht their own model
ought to be a rule to other Churches. Beza expressly dis-

claims that as a false and slanderous imputation in any that

should say, " They prescribed their own example to l»e fol-

lowed by any other Church, like those ig-norant men, who
VOL. viii. p
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think nothing right done bat what they do themselves."

Beza, Ibid. cap. 21.

So that if any zealots among the French have either con-

demned episcopal government as unlawful, or sought to

impose their own form as necessary upon other Churches
;

they had no authority for so doing, either from their first

reformers, or their National Synods, or the best writers in

their own Church, who, as I have shewn, have always

spoken honourably of the English diocesan episcopacy, and

expressed themselves ready to submit to such a form of

government, if ever it could have been settled among them.

Let but the same temper and moderation be shewn by our

English dissenters, and then this controversy about bishops

must needs have an end : but whilst they continue to decry

episcopacy as antichristian, and seek to destroy the order as

unlawful, and invade the power of bishops by ordaining

ministers, against their authority legally settled among us
;

they may not flatter themselves to think their case is the

same with that of the French Church : for if there be any

truth in what I have now discoursed, their practice in every

point does manifestly contradict it. Calvin himself would
not have scrupled to subscribe the 7th Canon of our Church,

which says, " Whosoever shall hereafter affirm, that the

government of the Church of England under his Majesty

by archbishops, bishops, deans, archdeacons, and the rest

that bear office in the same, is antichristian or repugnant to

the word of God ; let him be excommunicated, ipso facto,

&e." For what does he say less in those words which I

have cited before, " Nullo noti Anathemate dignos fateor,

&c. / confess no excommunication too bad for them, that

will not pay the utmost respect and obedience to such an

hierarchy as that." If it be said, that Calvin mentions nei-

ther archbishops, deans, nor archdeacons, nor the rest that

bear office in the Church of England : it is true ; but he that

approves of bishops as settled in England, does virtually

and consequentially approve of all the rest mentioned in

that Canon, and may with a safe conscience submit to their

government, as not repugnant to the word of God.

It is certain the French authors themselves thus under-
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stand (^ulvin, as speaking- of the English lii(!iarchy. Mon-
sieur de i'Aiigle, minister of the Froncli Cluirch at Cliaren-

ton, in his letter to the Bishop of London, 1080, cites his

autliority to the same purpose that I have done. "• ^Since

the Church of England," says lie, " is a true Church of our

Lord; since her worship and doctrines are pure, and have

nothing- in them contrary to the word of God ; and since

that when the reforunation was there received, it was received

together with episcopacy, and with the establisliment of the

Liturgy and ceremonies, which are there in use at this day;

it is without duubt the duty of all the reformed in your realm,

to keep themselves inseparably united to the Church. And
those that do not this, upon pretence that they desire more

simplicity in their ceremonies, and less inequality among- the

ministers, do certainly commit a very great sin. For schism

is the most formidable evil that can befiil the Church : and

for the avoiding- of this. Christian charity oblig-es all good
men to bear with their brethren, in some things much less

tolerable than those now in dispute ought to seem, even in

the eyes of those that have the most aversion for them.

This was so much the opinion of our great and excellent

Calvin, that in his treatise of the necessity of the reformation,

he makes no difficulty to say, that if there should be any so

unreasonable, as to refuse the communion of a Church that

was pure in its worship and doctrine, and not to submit

himself with respect to its government, under pretence that

it had retained an episcopacy qualified as yours is, there

would be no censure nor rigour of discipline that ought not

to be exercised upon them,"*

To this I add the testimony of Monsieur Daille, shewn

me by the kind information of a learned and worthy person

of that Church, in his book called, Replique a Messieurs

Adam et Cottiby, part 3. c. 20. p. 261, he says, " Calvin

himself honoured all bishops that were not subjects of the

Pope, and that taught the pure and sincere doctrine of the

apostles, purged from the leaven of human traditions ; such

* See this Letter at the end of Bisliop Stillingtieet's Unreasonableness of

Separation, p. 421.

p 2
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as were the prelates of England, Cranmer Archbishop of Can

terbury ; Hooper Bishop of Worcester, and others. We our-

selves also have ever maintained, and do still maintain, the

same Christian communion in faith and charity with their suc-

cessors, notwithstanding the different manner of ecclesiastical

government, that is found betwixt them and us. We confess

that the foundation of their charge is good and lawful, esta-

blished by the Apostles, according to the command of Christ,

in the Churches which they founded.'' And this he says is the

difference betwixt bishops, and the Pope and monks, " That

the latter were never instituted by Jesus Christ, nor by his

Apostles ; nor can there any footsteps of their order be

found, either in the word of God, or in the genuine monu-
ments of the Ancient Church."

The title of the chapter has the same words :
" There is

this grand difference between bishops, and the Pope and

monks. Que rEpiscopal est institae de Dieu, that episco-

pacy is instituted of God; but popes and monks are the

inventions of men, and are the authors of disorder and

abuses.''

This plainly refers the original of episcopacy to Apostoli-

cal and Divine institution. Some others, I confess, among
whom is Lud. Capellus and Rivet, do not carry it so high,

but derive it only from ecclesiastical order : yet they all agree

in this, that to make a separation in a Church upon the

account of episcopacy, where it is regularly settled, and

reformed according- to the model of the Ancient Church, is

criminal schism, and a breach of the unity and peace of the

Church. Dr. Rivet says expressly, " That if Aeriiis sepa-

rated from the Church for the distinction of superiors and

inferiors, he was a hold and schismatical mail ; because such

distinction was introduced into the Church at least by

human order ^ upon very just and reasonable causes, and is

r^o ways contrary to the faith. Audax fuit et schismaticus

Aerius, si ob inferiorum ac superiorum distinctionem,fidei

non contrariam , ac csquis de causis humand Institutione

introductam, se ab Ecclesid separavit.'''' Rivet. Cathol.

Orth. tract. 1 . q. 23. n. 6.

I leave those who are concerned to make the application.
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CHAP. V.

Of the 8th Canon : that the French Church docs not impugn
our I'^orm of ordaining Bishops, Priests, and Deacons,

or sag theg are not true Bishops, Priests, and Deacons,

who are ordained bg it, until theg have some other Calling

:

that they alloio not the People in France to choose their

oun Pastors, Sfc.

The words of the 8th Canon are, "Whosoever shall affirm

or teach, that the form and manner of makinc and consecra-

ting bishops, priests, and deacons, contains any thing- in it

tliat is repugnant to the word of God ; or that they, who are

made bishops, priests and deacons in that form, are not law-

fully made, nor ought to be accounted cither by themselves

or others, to be truly either bishops, priests, or deacons,

until they have some other calling to those divine offices,

let him be excommunicate," &c.

The doctrinal part of this canon is the very same with the

3Gth article, which says, " The Book of Consecration of

archbishops and bishops, and ordering of priests and dea-

cons, set forth in the time of Edward the 6th, and confirmed

at the same time, by authority of Parliament, doth contain all

things necessary to such consecration and ordering : neither

hath it any thing that of itself is superstitious and ungodly.

And therefore whosoever are consecrated or ordered accord-

ing to the rites of that book, or hereafter shall be conse-

crated or ordered according to the same rites, we decree all

such to be rightly and orderly and lawfully consecrated and

ordered,"

So that every one, who can subscribe the doctrine of this

article, must needs allow the same to be true in the Canon
also. But I have proved before in the Second Book, chap.

1. &c. that the French Church allows our Articles, both

in general and particular, as lawful to be subscribed ; and I

have made it appear in the very last chapter before this, that
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the French have no exception against our diocesan bishops,

or their ordination. So that the only difficulty, which seems

to remain, is as to practice : whether it be fit to excommu-
nicate such as vent their dislike of our bishops, priests, or

deacons, in such a way as the Canon specifies; that is, who
say they are so unlawful and repugnant to the word of God,

as that they ought not to be taken for lawful bishops, priests

or deacons, until they have some other calling to their re-

spective offices 1 We say, they deserve excommunication ;

but Mr. Baxter says, no ; and undertakes their apology, and

offers reasons against the Canon. I will first shew briefly,

what reason there was for making the Canon, and then

examine his reasons against it.

Bishop Bancroft, in his book, called Dangerous Positions,

tells us, it was become a common practice in Queen Eliza-

beth's days, among those, who liked not the discipline and

government of the Church of England, " to renounce the

calling which they had from the bishops, and take it again

from the approbation of the classis : they were content to

accept orders from the bishop, as a civil matter, but did not

thereby account themselves ministers, until the brethren of

some classis had allowed them : they taught, that all minis-

ters, who were called according to the order of the Church

of England were unlawful ; and therefore urged as many as

they durst trust, to seek at their classis a new approbation,

which they termed the Lord's ordinance. Danger. Posit,

lib. 3. cap. 14. p. 113.

Now when we consider, that Bishop Bancroft was presi-

dent of the convocation when the Canons were made, we
cannot doubt but that this history points out to us the plain

reason of the present Canon. A design was formed to nul-

lify all the orders of the Church of England, and subvert its

whole discipline, government, and constitution, by pretend-

ing that her ministers were no lawful ministers, nor could

officiate as such, until they had another calling, more con-

sonant to the ordinance of God. And was it not high time

to give a check to such a pretence as this'? Could any

established Church, in prudence, suffer such dangerous posi-

tions and practices to go uncensured ? Can any man think,



FOR THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND, 215

tlio national Synods of France would liavo faincly Kuflcrod

uiiroasonahle men thus to have struck at llie foundation of

their ministry, and call in (juestiun the le<»ality of their

whole order and constitution, without so much as threaten-

ing' theiu, in case of obstinacy, with excommunication *?

They who rose up so severely a«^ainst the independent

principles, as I have shewn they did,* because they thought

tlieni pernicious and destructive of their classical and syno-

dical constitution, would doubtless much more have exerted

themselves against any, that should presume to null their

whole ministry and manner of ordaining.

But it may be, the form and manner of ordaining in the

French Church is not so liable to exception as the forms of

the Church of England. To which I say, supposing our

forms to be lawful, as the French Church in subscribing

our 36th Article owns them to be, there can be no differ-

ence, at least no material objections against the one, which

will not equally hold against the other. And if we examine

Mr, Baxter's arguments, we shall plainly find it so. In his

27th chap, of Eng, Non-conform. he offers five arguments

to prove it lawful to call our ordinations sinful. His first is,

" that we thereby obtrude pastors on the churches, upon the

bare choice of a patron, without, or against the people's

wills,' But if the nomination of the patrons must be called

obtruding, then pastors might have been obtruded upon the

churches in France, For by several of their Canons,

patrons are allowed the same liberty of presenting and right

of nomination, as they have in England. The Synod of

Vitre, 1583. cap. 2. Art. 15, says expressly, " gentlemen and

others enjoying right of patronage, shall not be urged to

forsake their just titles," The Synod of Montauban says

further, " that lay patrons may enjoy their privilege of lay-

ing claim by protestation unto their rights and emoluments,

that so their title to them may be preserved, though they

could not at present collate, because none but papists might

be collated, and it was against their conscience and religion

• Sec Book 1, Chap, 1.
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to collate them. But this I think plainly implies, that by

the laws of the Church they had liberty to collate protest-

ant ministers, whenever the laws of the realm would g-ive

way to it. See Synod of Montauban, Cap. 4. Art. 44. and

Book of Discipline, cap. 14. art. 3.

But whatever became of the right of patrons, it is certain

the people had no right of nominating- or electing" ; no, nor

yet of consenting, any otherwise thgin they have in England.

For the right of probation and election belonged wholly to

classes and Synods, and all that the people had power to

do, was only to object against the nominated party ; but if

they had nothing material to object against him, their silence

was taken for consent, and the minister was immediately

ordained, without asking any other vote or consent of the

people. He is much mistaken, who thinks that pastors in

France were chosen by poll or popular election.

Their Book of Discipline, cap. 1. art. 4. refers the elec-

tion of ministers wholly to classes, or provincial Synods.

" A minister of the Gospel, unless in times of difficulty, and

cases of very great necessity, in which he may be chosen by

three pastors, together with the consistory of the place,

shall not be admitted into this holy office, but by the provin-

cial Synod, or a classis composed of seven pastors.—And
the minister elect shall be presented with good and valid

testimonials, not only from the universities, and particular

Churches, but also from the classis of that Church, where he

hath been most conversant."

Here we see ministers are called elect, not from the elec-

tion of the people, but from the choice of provincial

Synods, or classes: and though in cases of great necessity,

three pastors and the consistory of the place were allowed

to choose, yet the election is never referred to the vote of

the people.

The next Canon says, " after the Synod or classis have

examined any minister elect, they shall notify his election

by their act or letters, to the Church whither he is to be

sent, and their letters shall be delivered or read to them by

a pastor or elder." This again plainly shew^s, that the elec-

tion is made, before the people have any knowledge of it.
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Then follows in the Gth Canon what it is the people are

allowed to do: " lie, whoso election shall ho declared unto

the Church, shall preach puhliely on three several Sah-

baths in the audience of the whole con<^regation, and the

said auditory shall be expressly charged, that if any one of

them do know any impediment, for which his ordination,

who shall be then mentioned by his name, may not be com-

pleted, or why he may not be accepted, that they do then

come and give notice of it unto the consistory, which shall

patiently hear the reasons of both parties, that so they may
proceed to judgment. The people's silence shall be taken

for a full consent." This was all the people had to do in

the election of their pastors, which can no more be called

election, than in our congregations, the people may be said

to elect husbands and wives for persons to be married, be-

cause whenever the banns are published, they are charged,

" that if any one of them do know any cause or just impe-

diment, why those persons should not be joined together in

holy matrimony, they should declare it." Only in the French

Canon, lest eternal quarrels and animosities should rise be-

tween pastor and people, in case they were obstinately,

though wrongfully set ag'ainst hirn, there is this proviso

made, " that although the minister elect be justified in Sy-

nod against all impeachments brought against him by the

people, yet shall he not be given as pastor to that people

against their will, nor to the discontentment of the greatest

part of them." And there may be something of prudence in

this, for which reason it is also commonly practised in

England: but still I say, this does not give the people

power of election. For at most, it is but an indulgence of

their weakness and passions in some particular cases, when

diflerences cannot otherwise be composed; which is far

from granting them a proper and inherent right of choosing

their pastors.

And I must add, that at Geneva, there is no such regard

had to the people's moroseness ; but they must have some

real objections, of which the magistrates make themselves

judges. Their manner of electing and calling ministers, as

Beza describes it, is thus :
" first thev are examined, both as
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to learning- and morals, by a classis of both city and country

ministers, which meet weekly on Fridays at Geneva. Then

such as are approved by the ministers, are presented to the

senate. The senate again examines both their doctrine and

morals, and if they like them, they give them their approba-

tion : if not, the ministers proceed to a new examination of

other persons. When the examination is ended, the Sun-

day following the probationer's name is publicly mentioned

in every church of the city, and particularly that church of

the city or country, where he is designed to serve ; and if

any one knows any impediment, which may render him un-

fit for the ministry, he is required within eight days to give

notice of it to the magistrate : if nothing be objected against

him, he is then immediately ordained, and sent to take pos-

session of his cure." See Beza's Ep. 20. p. 1 39. and Calvin s

Ep. to Olevian, p. 142. and 228.

In this whole affair, the people's consent is not so much
as asked; but only if they have any thing to object, they

may give information to the magistrates, who have power

with the classis to hear and judge of the reasonableness of

their objections. And the very same liberty is allowed the

people in the Church of England.

But Mr. Baxter thinks this is against ancient Canon, and

the privilege of the people in the Primitive Church. A
great many learned persons not only think, but prove the

contrary.* But admit Mr. Baxter were in the right : does

cur pratice differ more from ancient Canon than that of

France and Geneva does 1 Beza had the same objection

thrown in his way ; and his answer was, quid verofuerit in

multis locis in vetere ecclesid usurpatum in episcoporum

electionibus, non tarn spectandum arhitror, quam quo jure,

and quo successu fuerit factitatum. " I do not think, we
are so much to consider what was done in some places,

about the election of bishops in the Primitive Church, as by

what right, and with what success they did it.'''' Beza, Ep.

83. p. 402.

* StiUiiigfleet's Unreasonableness of Separ. Part. 3. tject. 25. p. 314, &c.
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His meaning- is, 1. That the practice was not general, but

only in some parts of the Church. 2. That it was no Divine

ami inhorcnt ri^ht of tlio people, but only what they had

obtained by custom and iiulul<ience. 3, That many great

inconveniences did attend it: for popular elections were

commonlv accompanied with popular tumults, as it was too

frequently veritied in this very case, in those places where

popular elections were grown into fashion. And therefore

there was good reason to make Canons, as many of the pri-

mitive councils did, tola)' some restraint upon this pretended

power of the people. I hope this is a full answer to Mr.

Baxter's first argument, whereby he would prove the ordi-

nations of the Church of England sinful, because they ob-

trude pastors upon the Churches, without or against the

will of the people.

2. His next argument is, " that our ordinations are sinful,

because the Church ordains such as by Canon she forbids to

preach or expound any doctrine." I presume he means the

4yth Canon, which shall be considered in its due place,

chap. 10. Here I only observe, that there is no consequence

at all In this argument. For admit the Canon he speaks of

were faulty : that would not prove our forms of ordination

sinful; because they were used above 50 years before that

Canon was made. The Church might be to blame for mak-

ing such a Canon, if it were faulty; but that vvould not

afi'ect her forms of ordination.

3. He says, " we determine that bishops, priests, and

deacons are three distinct orders, which yet is an undeter-

mined controversy among even the most learned papists.

And what follows hence ? Why, that we damn and cut off

men for that w hich the very papists leave at liberty." I must

here take leave to say again, that Mr. Baxter was out in his

arsfumentation. For our Church does not damn or cut oflf

all that think that bishops, priests and deacons are not

three distinct orders, in the sense in which the papists take

order as distinct from jurisdiction; nor do all that deny

them to be three distinct orders in that sense, call in ques-

tion the lawfulness of our bishops, priests, or deacons, or

nullify our forms of ordination. Manv French writers think
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bishops and priests to be the same order; and yet they do

not say, that our forms of ordination are repugnant to the

word of God, or that those are no true bishops or priests

that are made by them : nor on the other hand, does the

Church of Eng-land damn or cut them off from her commu-

nion, because they believe bishops and presbyters to be the

same order. Some of our best episcopal divines, and true

sons of the Church of England, have said the same, distin-

2"uishino' betwixt order and jurisdiction, and made use of

this doctrine and distinction to justify the orduiations oi the

reformed churches against the Romanists. So Mr. Pvlason,*

Dr. Forbes, Bishop Usher, and others, who yet defend epis-

copal superiority and jurisdiction as of Divine appointment,

at the same time that they say bishops and presbyters are

but one order. And will Mr. Baxter's argument ever be able

to persuade the world, that these men liked not our forms of

ordination, or that the Church damned her own sons and

champions, and cut them off from her communion ? yet this

is the method he takes to prove our forms of ordination sin-

ful ; because they damn all that do not say bishops, priests

and deacons are three distinct orders. Respect to truth and

modesty, if not to the Church of England, might have en-

gaged a wise man to have dropped this argument, which

makes such a wild conclusion.

4. But he says we ordain men to an office, which the

Scripture maketh no mention of. " For Dr. Hammond saith,

it cannot be proved there were any presbyters subject to

bishops in Scripture-times, nor any but bishops : none that

had not power of ordination and the keys ; nor any bishops

of a multitude of churches and presbyters, both which are

here ordained : Ergo, our forms of ordination are sinful."

But 1. What if Dr. Hammond was mistaken? What then

becomes of this argument? 2. Admit that there were no

presbyters, subject to bishops, mentioned in Scripture: how

does it follow that our forms of ordination are sinful 1 Does

* Mason's Defence of the Ordination of the Protestant Ministers beyond

Seas, p. 132. Forbe's Trenic,!. 2. c. 11. Bp. Usher's Judgment of Ordina-

tion by Presbyters, &c, p. 112,
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Dr. Ilammoiul say so ? No. Does the French Church say so 1

No. Docs the practice of the Pritnitive CathoHc Chiircli

coiuhMU!) our I'onris ? No; lor slic orilaiiied hishops, priests

ami deacons alter the same manner. Only Mr. Baxter will

bear us down against all opposition and authority, that our

forms are sinful. But to lay aside authority and answer to

this reason : suppose in Scripture-times every bishop's

Church was but a single congregation, and that for that

time he had no need of presbyters to assist him : yet why
might not he be then invested w ith a power to ordain him-

self as many presbyters or assistants as he should need,

when the number of converts in any city or diocese became

too great for a single congreg-ation '? Then it will not follow,

that because there were no presbyters, subject to bishops

in Scripture-times, that therefore the Scripture makes no

mention of the office ; or that because there were no such

presbyters whilst the bishops had no occasion for them, that

therefore there never should be any, when they should have

occasion for them. Yet this is Mr. Baxter's way of proving-

our order of bishops and presbyters to be unlawful: which

is as much contrary to Dr. Hammond's sense, to the sense

of Scripture, to the sense of the Catholic Church, and the

French Church, as it is to the Church of England.

5. His last argument is, " that our ordinations are sinful,

because they make bishops swear obedience to archbishops

and their sees ; and priests to covenant obedience to their

ordinaries.' But I have already shewn in the first chapter,

that the French Church does the same in effect, requiring

an oath of canonical obedience, and submission to classes

and Synods, which answer to ordinaries in the Church of

England.

Upon the whole it appears, that notwithstanding these

objections, our forms of ordination are lawful in the opinion

of the French Church ; and though men might have leave

to dissent, or express their dissent in a modest way, as Mr.

Baxter pleads; yet to do it in that dangerous and disorderly

way, which the Canon mentions, tending manifestly to sub-

vert and destroy the whole constitution, may be a crime de-

serving the penalty of excommunication by the French dis-
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cipline, as well as that of the Church of England, though

Mr. Baxter is of a contrary opinion from both.

CHAP. VI.

That the French Church reckons Schismatics and their

Maintainers to he out of the visible Catholic Church,

and denies Communion to them till they return and make

Satisfaction.

The next Canons which Mr. Baxter finds fault with, are

the 9th, 10th and 11th, against schismatics, and maintainers

of schismatics, and maintainers of conventicles.

Can. 9. Whosoever shall hereafter separate themselves

from the communion of Saints, as it is approved by the

Apostles' rules in the Church of England, and combine

themselves together in a new brotherhood, accounting the

Christians, who are conformable to the doctrine, government,

rites and ceremonies of the Church of England, to be pro-

fane and unmeet for them to join with in Christian profes-

sion : let them be excommunicated, ipso facto, S^c.

Can. 10. Whosoever shall hereafter affirm, that such

ministers, as refuse to subscribe to the form and manner of

God's worship in the Church of England prescribed in the

Communion Book, and their adherents, may truly take unto

them the name of another Church not established by law,

&c. let them be excommunicated, and not restored until

they repent.

Can. 11. Whosoever shall hereafter affirm, that there are

within this realm other meetings, assemblies, or congrega-

tions of the king's born subjects, than such as by the laws

of this land are held and allowed, which may rightly chal-

lenge to themselves the name of true and lawful Churches,

let him be excommunicated, &c.

Now there is nothing in these Canons but what is agree-

able to the practice and discipline of the French Church,
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which reckons all cxcoinrmiriicuted persons and schismatics

to be cut oil" and separated from the communion of the

visible Catholic Church, by being- separated from those par-

ticular Churches whereof they ought to be members ; and

consequently esteem all meetings or assemblies of such

persons to be illegal conventicles, not true and lawful

Churches, since there can be no such out of the communion
of the visible Catholic Church,

Among- Beza's epistles there is one to the French Church

in London, wherein he passes his judgment upon certain

Articles, which they had drawn up and sent to him to de-

sire his opinion of them ; two of which are to our present

purpose. Article 21. "They, who are either lawfully ex-

communicated, or do unlawfully and with scandal withdraw

themselves from anv Church, forasmuch as they banish

themselves from the kingdom of Christ and salvation, may
not be admitted to perform any public offices of the Church,

or be allowed the use of the Sacraments in any Church, till

they have made legal satisfiiction," &c.

The 13th Article is to the same purpose, " that whoever

is lawfully excommunicated in any particular Church, or un-

lawfully cuts himself otF from it, does thereby exclude him-

self from all the privileges of the Catholic Church, and is

not to be received into any other particular Church, without

making satisfaction;" &c. Beza, Ep. 24. ad Eccles. Peregrin.

Is not this as severe against schismatics, as the Canons of

the Church of England are? To say, that schismatics ex-

clude themselves from all the privileges of the Catholic

Church ; that they exile themselves from the kingdom of

Christ and salvation ; that they may not be admitted to per-

form any public offices of the Church, nor be received into

communion with any particular Church, till they have made

legal satisfaction ? If such persons should have combined

themselves into a society, and called themselves a Church,

would Beza or the French Church have allowed them the

name of a true and lawful Church, whom they did not

esteem members of the Catholic Church, and thought them

unworthy of communion in any Church, till they repented

and made legal satisfaction ?
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The Canons of the French Church are no less severe

against schismatics, whilst they renew that ancient Canon

of the Primitive Church, that no person who forsakes the

communion of his own Church, shall be received into ano-

ther. Their Canons commonly run in this style, as particu-

larly that of Lyons does, Ann. 1663, Art. 25, "Vagrants,

heretics, and schismatics, shall be notified to all churches,

that they may be aware of them." That is, as I suppose,

that they may not be allowed to perform any public offices

as ministers, nor be admitted to communion as private

Christians. Certainly then they would not allow such to

set up separate meetings, and dignify them with the name

of true and lawful Churches. And if Mr. Quick has rightly

published the French confession, in its 26th article, they

have much harder words given them : for there it is said,

" that they that separate themselves from the congregations

of God's saints, do resist the ordinance of God, and in case

they draw others aside with them, they do act very per-

versely, and are to be accounted as mortal plagues.*

If it be said, as Mr. Baxter says, that we allow the Church

of Rome the name of a true Church, and that schismatics

are at least as true a Church as the Church of Rome : I an-

swer, this is only playing with an equivocal sense of the

word, true Church, which may either signify a Church, with

which it is lawful to communicate in all points, as the word

true and lawful Church, is taken in the Canons ; or else a

Church so much corrupted, that a man cannot lawfully and

with safety communicate with it, notwithstanding there may

be so much of the remains of Christianity in it, as that she

may bring forth sons to God by baptism, which need not be

repeated: in which sense, Protestants commonly allow the

Church of Rome to be a true Church,t and the like may

* Confess. Gall, art. 26, of Mr. Quick's Edit.

+ Vide (.'rackaiithorp. Cont. Spalat. c. IG. et 21.

To know how far Protestants allow the Church of Rome to be called a

Church, the reader may consult Calvin's Epistle to Zozinus, p. 17. Beza's

Epist. 10, and the 28th Article of the French Confession, which 1 have pro-

duced in another place, in vindicating the doctrine of the 18th Article of our

Church.
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be said of some lieretical and scliisrnatiral congrog'ations.

But yot lor all this, it would not be proper to allow the

Church of Rome to be called a true and lawful Church, as

set up ill opposition to the leg*al established Church of

Euii'land: no more can a schismatical Church be called a

true and lawful Church in that sense, and that I conceive is

all the Carion intended.

CHAP. VII.

That the French Church requires, the Observation of some

Holidays according to the Prescription of the I3lh Canon

of our Church.

The 13th Canon is this, " all persons within the Church of

En<'land shall keep the Lord's Day and other holidays

accordini>' to God's will, and the orders of the Church of

Eno-land ; that is, in iiearing- the word of God read and

taught, in private and public prayers, in acknowledging"

tl)eir offences to God, and amendment of the same, in re-

conciling* themselves charitably to their neighbours, where

displeasure hath been, in often times receiving the Commu-
nion of the body and blood of Christ, in visiting- of the poor

and sick, using all Godly and sober conversation."

This rule for observation of festivals cannot possibly be

charged either with superstition or idolatry. For it orders

no adoration to be paid to the Saints, nor are the days dedi-

cated to them, but set apart for Divine Service. Only the

Saints are historically honoured by commemorating- their

good actions, and rehearsing their just praises, and g"iving-

God thanks for those g-ifts and graces, which he bestowed

on them, and by them on his Church ; that all men hereby

may remember their faith, and life, and conversation, and be

excited to imitate their examples. It is well known that

these days arc thus far observed in most Protestant Churches;

and in the Palatinate there is one more, which for its rarity

VOL. viii. Q
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I will here mention, because I believe but few persons have

taken notice of it ; that is, the day of Jubilee for the Re-

formation, mentioned by Philip Paroeus in his Epistle Dedi-

catory before Ursin's Catechism, where he has these words,

Anno, 1617, Celebratum Juhilcsum Restituti Evangelii

;

" This year was kept a Jubilee for the Restoration of the

Gospel.""

But it is beside my purpose to enquire further into the

practice of any other Protestant Churches, save only the

French, concerning' which I observe three thing's.

1. That they keep the festivals of our Saviour's Nativity,

Circumcision, Passion, Resurrection, Ascension, and De-
scent of the Holy Ghost, as we do, with prayers, ser-

mons, &c.

2. They are obliged by the Edict of Nantes to forbear

working" on popish holidays: and their Book of Discipline

takes a due care to see that order of the edict put in exe-

cution. For there all ministers are oblig-ed by an express

Canon, " according" to his Majesty's Edict, to exhort the

faithful to g-ive none offence by working upon holidays."

Discip. cap. 14. art. 21.

3. They are so far from condemning' the other festivals,

as kept in memory of the Saints in the Church of Eng-land,

that they allow the same exercises mentioned in our Canon,

to be performed even on popish holidays, and that by the

order of two National Synods.

The Synod of Gergeau, 1601, Cap. 4. Art. 20, " heard an

appeal of one Mr. Joubert from the order of the Provincial

Synod of Burg'undy upon this point ; and upon hearing-,

ratified the order of the said Synod, leaving- the Churches at

liberty to have public prayers and sermons on the Romish
holidays, if they liked it."

The second Synod of Vitre, 1617. Cap, 9. Art. 3, at the

request of divers persons of quality renewed the same
order. " Forasmuch as our mechanics are obliged by the

King-'s Edict to forbear working on the festivals of the

Romish Church, over and besides the Lord's day ; it is left

to the prudence of Consistories to congregate the people

on such holidays, either to hear the word preached, or to
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join in common puljlic prnycrs,as they shall find to ho most
exj)(Mii(.M!t.

Jk'sides, tho Fionch writers expressly vindicate the use

of holiiiays in our Clinrch troin the eliarge ot" superstition.

It was objected to Mr. Dailie by his jxjpish adversaries,

Adam and Cottiby, that the French condemned the Papists

for the observance of such things, as thev allowed in tho

Protestants of Germany and Eng-land ; and they instance in

the observation of the festivals of the Saints. To this he
replies, " Sotne holidays I confess they observe, such as

those of the Holy Apostles, and it may be a few others, to

perpetuate the memory of their piety. But do they direct

Jheir vows, prayers or invocations to them, as you dol Do
they exercise any other acts of religious worship, which you
ofler to tlie Saints ? No; they reject and impugn them as much
as we, and accuse them as will-worship and Imman inven-

tions; that is to say, superstitious devotions. But, sayyou, they

have temples which bear the names of Saints. And do not they

of Geneva, whom you cannot deny to be our nearest brethren,

call the places of their religious assemblies by the names of

St. Peter and St. Gervais ? But neither the one nor the

other consecrate the relics of any saints in their churches,

nor give any religious worship to them; which are properly

the things we cannot bear in your churches." Replique a
Messieurs Adam & Cottiby. Part 2. cap. 10. p. 71.

This is an ample testimony, and generous vindication of

the practice of the English and German Churches from the

charge of superstition, idolatry, and will-worship, in the ob-

servation of festivals. And it is well observed, that if callins'

a church by the name of a Saint, was any consecration of it

to the honour of the Saint, or any other ways superstitious,

as some plead among us ; Geneva itself is as liable to the

charge as any other place, for calling their churches or tem-

ples by the names of St. Peter, and St. Gervais, &c.

Many other testimonies of tho like nature might here be
brought; but I will only add the judgment of Calvin, and
give some account of the practice of Geneva relating to the

observation of festivals.

The practice of the Church of Geneva has undergone

u 2
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some changes in this matter, as Calvin tells us in his Epistle

to Hallerus, a divine of Zurich, which is written by way of

apology for himself, to satisfy the Helvetians that he had no

hand at all in abrogating the festivals, as some falsely ac-

cused him.
" I can solemnly protest," says he, " that this was done

without my knowledge and desire, me inscio ac ne optaiite

quidem. Before ever I came to this city, their custom was
to observe no holidays except the Lord's day. But the

same decree that exoelled me and Farel, brouoht in the ob-

servalion of the same holidays that are observed by you in

the Helvetian Churches. Which decree, though it was tu-

multuously and violently obtained against us
;
yet, upon my

return, I observed this moderation in reference to it, that

the festival of Christ's nativity should be observed after the

same manner as it is with you ; and for ihe rest, they should

be kept with prayers extraordinary in the morning, the shops

being shut till after dinner, when men should be allowed to

resume their business aoain. But there were some head-

strong men, who, through preposterous malice, would still

dissent from the common custom. Therefore, forasmuch as

different usages in a well ordered Church are not tolerable,

and are apt to create suspicion among foreigners, that peo-

ple do not well agree among, themselves, I exhorted the

senate that they would find out some convenient way to

cure this dissension for the future. Shortly after, I was sur-

prized with the news, as a perfect stranger, that they had

passed a decree, abrogating holidays, &c. In this I had

no hand at all : I neither advised nor encouraged the pass-

ing of it, though I am not much displeased that it has so

happened. Yet I would have all men know, that if it had

been put to my choice, I would not have given my opinion

for making such a decree. And yet I must say, there is no

reason why men should be exasperated against us only for

using our liberty, as the edification of our Church may re-

quire: as, on the other hand, it is not fit that our custom

should be a rule to other Churches." P. 101.

We have here Calvin's judgment upon this matter, as

well as the practice of the Church of Geneva. Every
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Cliureh lias power lo appoint or abiog-at<! holidays, as she
lliiiiks most expedient tor edification

; and tin; rules and
praetiie of one Chinch oii^ht not to |)rejudiee or prescribe

to any oilier. But the custom of every Church is to he oh-

served by its own momhers, and they arc porvicacious and
stiihhorn who refuse obedience to it. The first reformation

at Geneva allowed of no holidays but the Lord's day: and
whilst that decree lasted, Calvin and the rest of"the minis-

ters ct)inj)lied with it.* Afterwards, the use of holidays

was liroiio-ht in, An. 1537, in compliance with the custom of

the Helvetian Churches. And then Calvin freely consented

to observe them ; as appears not only from the forecited

Epistle, but many other places. For this decree continued

in force till the year 1551, during all which time they had
sermons on Christ's nativity, and solemn prayers on the

other holidays. Calvin, in an Epistle to Farel, written An.

1551, speaks of his o\^ n preaching" on Christmas day. " Die
Natali condone hahitd,'" &c. And in another Epistle,!' he

says, " Though he could upon his return from banishment

in a moment have disannulled that decree which introduced

the observation of the festivals, (so g'reat was his power
among the major part of the people,) yet he willingly ac-

quiesced in it; save only that he could not but say, ho
thought it preposterously ordered, to omit the day of our

Saviour's passion, whilst they kept his circumcision."

So that Calvin was so far from beino- ajrainst the observa

tion of these holidays, when settled by law, that he thought

it reasonable one more at least should have been added to

them. He says, in the same place, " he took some pains to

satisfy and calm those of the adverse party, who still cla-

moured, and cried out for the abolishing of them, insomu h

that they accused him for being lukewarm in the mutter.

* Calvin Ep. Miiiistio Burcnsi. p. 03. Antpquam iirbem hanc primo ad-

ventu ingrcssus usscm, abrogati nant dies festi omnes prieter Dominicum.
Fart'llo et Vireto hoc utile visum fuorat. Ego receptsE consuetudiiii libenter

acqiiiovi.

f Ibid. p. 03. Keversus, quum momciUo possem convcUfic, placido

quievi.
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The dispute ran so high betwixt the contending parties, that

it came once to the drawing of swords ; which immoderate
heat on both sides he endeavoured to compose, by getting

a decree made, that holidays should only be kept in the

morning with shops shut, and men be allowed to return to

their ordinary work in the afternoon. And thus it continued for

nine years 5 but that did not end the quarrel : for some would
have their shops shut, and some open, which shewed that

the old controversy was still on foot among them. This
made Calvin once more address the senate, to take this evil

of dissension into consideration, and find out an expedient for

it. "But," says he, " 1 spake not a word about abrogating
the holidays, but rather commended the senate for their

moderation, in that, for peace sake, they had complied with

the custom of the Helvetian Churches. And when I heard
that these days were abrogated by an ordinance of the peo-
ple, it was so unexpected a thing to me, that I was almost

astonished at the news of it." p. 102.

I have repeated these passages more at large, to do jus-

tice to Calvin, and shew that he had no hand, first or last, in

abrogating the observation of holidays at Geneva: but his

opinion was, that in such matters, all men ought to comply
with the received laws and customs of the Church where
they live. This was the rule he himself walked by, and the

advice which he g-ave to others, as mav be seen in his Letter

to the Church of Mompelgard, p. 25; and that to Menso
Poppius, p. 205; and a third to Anonymus, p. 218. And
his Book, De vera Ratione Reformandai Ecclesise, written

against the Interim, p. 293, where he allows of such festi-

vals as may serve to put us in mind of the virtues of the

Saints, and provoke us to their imitation. Which is all that

is required by any rule or Canon of the Church of England.
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CHAP. VIII

Of (he \^lh, 21.S/, 2Mh, 2'}fh. and 2{jth Canons: par/icu-

larhj of howimj at the Name of Jesus, required in the

\8th Canon: that it is not condemned by the French

Church.

The words of the Canon are, " When in time of Divine

service the Lord Jesus shall be mentioned, due and lowly

reverence shall be done by all persons present, as it hath

been accustomed." Where note, 1. That this is not pre-

scribed as necessary by Divine command, but as a laudable

custom of the Church. 2. The reverence is not to be paid

to the name or word in itself, but to the person of the Lord

Jesus at the mention of his name. 3. If any one cannot

think this lawful, yet he may hold communion with the

Church, and join with those that do, as Christian brethren.

And thus far I am sure the French Church will go along

with us. For though they have no Canon to enjoin this

practice, yet neither have they to condemn it ; nor do any

of their writers speak against it as superstitious or unlaw-

ful. Peter Martyr says a thing that will fully justify it, for

he tells us, " It is a pious custom among some to bow the

knee and worship, whenever they hear those words of St.

John, ' The Word was made flesh :' and we cannot, nor

ought not to say, they worship the bare words, but the Per-

son sio-nitied thereby." Loc. Com. Class. 4. c. 10. n. 50.

If it be lawful, and a pious custom, to bow the knee, and

do reverence to Christ, at the hearing of the name Logos, or

fVord, which is one of the names of Christ ; is it not alto-

gether as lawful and pious to do the same thing at the hear-

ing of another of his names, provided the reverence be not

done to the name itself, but to the Person whose name it is?

Peter Martyr, no doubt, would have said as much of the one

as the other, had his argument led him to it: but he brings

his instance only to justify kneeling at the Eucharist, of

which I have spoken more fully before in its proper place.
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But some ask us, why the Church enjoins bowing at the

name of Jesus, and not as well at the name of Christ, or God
or the Holy Ghost, &c. To which I answer, if there were no

other reason to be given for this, but only the custom of the

Church of God, that were sufficient in this case: but if we
look to the first rise and original of the custom, a much
more rational account may be given of the reason of this

difference, which was this : the name Jesus was become a

name of reproach among the Jews, they always blasphemed
and reviled him by this name, terming him, by way of

reproach, Jesus the magician, and Jesus the impostor

;

which terms of infamy and disgrace they endeavoured to

fasten on him, and propagate, not only in Judea, but over all

the world : for Justin Martyr tells us in his dialogue with Try-

pho, that immediately after our Saviour's death, they sent

forth their apostles, or emissaries from Jerusalem, to all the

Synagogues in the world, to tell them, there was a certain

impious, lawless sect, risen up under one Jesus, a Galilean

impostor. So that the name Jesus was become a name
of infamy among the Jews ; whereas the name of Messias,

or Christ, and God, and Holy Ghost, were always names of

respect and honour among them. For this reason, the

Church of Christ, to do a peculiar honour to their Lord, took

up this decent custom of expressing their respect to Him, at

the mention of that very name, by which the Jews blas-

phemed and reviled Him ; to shew that that Jesus, whom they

hated and reproached, was honoured by them as their Lord

and Christ.

Now if that was the original of this custom, as Zanchy,*

and some other learned persons own it to be ; and the testi-

mony I have cited out of Justin Martyr makes it very proba-

ble ; then it must be confessed to have been very pious in

its first rise: and unless some mighty superstition has crept

into it by tract of time, it cannot now be condemned as sin-

ful. What corruption may happen in the practice of private

* Zanch. Com. in Pliil. ii. 10. torn. vi. p. 128. Ilinc non duhito, quin pio-

fecta sit ilia antiquissima cousuetudo In ecclesiis, ut cum nominatur Jesus,

omnes aperiant capnt, in testimonium reverentiee, &c.
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persons, I know not : it any u'orslii|) f lie name itself, or how
the knee w itliout devotion to Christ in their hearts, they must
answer for their own faults; the Church gives no encou-

rai;-cmcut to any such superstition, or heartless devotion :

what she reipiires is, " That men should testify by this out-

ward gesture their inward devotion, and due acknowledg-
ment, tliat the Lord Jesus Christ, the true eternal Son of

God, is the only Saviour of the world, in whom alone

all the mercies, graces, and promises of God to man-
kind, for this life, and the life to come, are fully and
wholly comprised, as the Canon words it. Which thing- the

Jews continue still to deny, and not only deny, but curse and
blaspheme Jesus of Nazareth to this very da}', in their ritual

books, and talmudieal writings, as Sixtus Senensis, and
Grotius,* and other learned persons, who are acquainted
with them, inform us.

Where then is the harm to express our reverence to

Christ, at the mention of that name, which the Jews still

continue to hate and blaspheme ? Zanchy says, " it was at

first Consueiudo non improbanda, a laudable custom, and
not to be disliked, as used against the Jews, Arians, and
other heretics; but afterwards it degenerated into supersti-

tion, as many other things did, which were religiously and
piously ordained." But if it may be freed from all supersti-

tion, then the use of it may be laudable still. And so Sculte-

tus prudently determines the matter saying, " if it be done
with devotion of mind, it is commendable; but if otherwise,

blameworthy."

Idea Concion. in Esai. 45. 23. Si cum animi devotione id

fiat, laudandum ; siii autem, vituperandum:\

There are some other prescriptions in this same Canon,
against which some take exceptions, such as the injunction

to be uncovered all the time of Divine Service, and kneeling

• Grot, in Luc. 0. 22. Otho Lcxic. Rabbin, p. 79, 8ixt. Senensis Biblio-

thec. lib. 2. p. 129. Ter quotidie orantes in odium Jesu Nazareni.
t I add D. PartEus' opinion. De geniculatione et capitis apertionevel in-

clinationc ad Nonien Jesus prolatuni, si I,utbi-rani et Papistic ut de Ueveren
tia Adiojihosa consentiunt, niiiil ub iis nos dissentimus, nam et nos eam cere-

moniam (nisi «bi superstitionis species aut confirmalio vitanda est) libcro

observamus. Da\id Par. Ircnic, e.2t. art. 15.—/?. B.
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at the confession and litany, and other prayers, and standing-

up at the belief, Gospel, &c. But of these I have spoken in

the former book, and therefore need not here repeat them.

See book 3. c. 9, and 1 1

.

For the same reason J omit the exceptions which are

made against the 21st Canon, which obligeth every parishio-

ner to receive the communion three times a year, and the

minister to deliver both the bread and wine to every commu-
nicant severally. For of these I have spoken before in

treating- of the communion.

The 24th and 25th Canons speak of habits, surplice,

hoods, copes, &c. But I have already dispatched Mr. Bax-

ter's arguments about them, in treating of that ruljrick in the

Common Prayer, which says all ornaments shall be in use,

which were appointed in the 2d year of the reign of King-

Edward VI. See book 3. c. 7.

The 26th Canon ought not to be omitted, not because I

find any objections against it, but because it is so plain a

disproof of the confident and ignorant pretence of some,

who say our Church allows no ordinary exercise of dis-

cipline to private ministers, when yet the very express words

of this Canon are, " that no minister shall in any wise admit

to the receiving of the holy communion, any of his cure or

flock, who are openly known to live in sin notorious, without

repentance, nor any who have maliciously and openly con-

tended with their neighbours, until they shall be reconciled.

Nor any church-wardens, &c. who break their oaths in re-

fusing to present such enormities, and public ofiences as

they know themselves to be committed in their parishes.

This is agreeable to the rubrick in the communion office,

which authorizes the minister to repel notorious and open

evil livers from the Lord's table ; which is not to be under-

stood with that restriction which some put upon it, as if it

meant only persons formally and judicially excommunicated,

or notorious in law, but all such persons whom the minister

certainly knows to be guilty ofany public scandalous crimes,

in which they persist without repentance ; as learned per-

sons well expound it.

See Bishop StiHingflect\s Unreasonableness of Separa-
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tioii, j)nrf 3. n. 15. p. 275. And Dr. Sherlock s Defeiico of

Stilling-. |). 103.

CHAP. IX

Of the 21th Canon, ivhich forbids Schismatics to be admit-

ted to Communion: the 2Sth Canon, which denies Com-
munion to Strangers : the2^)th, which forbids Fathers to

be Godfathers for their own Children: the SOth, which

explains the Use of the Cross in Baptism: 36th, which

requires Subscription of Ministers: 38ih, which censures

Re loiters after Subscription.

All these Canons, except the last, have been considered

before. The 27th, which forbids schismatics to be admitted

to the communion, unless they make protestation of repen-

tance ; and the 28th which remits strangers back to their

own parish to receive the communion there, have been spo-

ken to in the first book, chap. G. where I treat of occasional

communion. The 29th, which forbids fathers to he sole

sponsors for their own children, is justified also before, book
2. c. 20. where I discourse of the use of sponsors in the

French Church. The 30th, which explains the use of the

sign of the cross in baptism, is treated of in the same book,

chap. 17. The 36th, which requires subscription of minis-

ters, is handled at large, book I.e. 3. where I treat of sub-

scription in general, and book 2. c. 1. which treats of sub-

scription to the Articles. And book 3. c. 1st, 2d, and 3d,

which handle the business of assent and consent, and the

use of the forms prescribed in the Bogk of Common Prayer.

And what concerns subscription to the Book of ordering

bishops, priests and deacons, has been considered already

in this book, c. 5. in speaking of the 8th Canon. The
only Canon therefore which I shall say any thing further of

in this chapter, is the 38th, wliich censures revolters after

subscription, in this manner, " if any minister, after ho hath
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once subscribed to the said three Articles, shall omit to use

the Form of Prayer, or any of the orders or ceremonies pre-

scribed in the Communion Book, let him be suspended : and

if after a month he do not reform, and submit himself, let

him be excommunicated: and then if he shall not submit

himself within the space of another month, let him be de-

posed from the ministry.*"

" Mr. B. says, this is excommunicating" men for repenting*

of sin, and such an abuse of excommunication, as that our

Saviour speaks of, ' they shall cast out your names as evil

doers,' " &c. Engl. Noncon. c. 31.

Let us try whether the French Church does not abuse ex-

communication after the same manner, to use his phrase about

it. There is a Canon in their Book of Discipline, which I

have often had occasion to recite, and must here make use

of it once more, which says, " a pastor or elder breaking' the

Church's union, stirring up contention about any point of

doctrine, or of the discipline which he had subscribed, or

about the form of catechizing, or administration of the Sacra-

ments, or of our common prayers, and celebration of mar-

riage, and not conforming to the determination of the Clas-

sis, he shall be then suspended from his office, and be

further prosecuted by the provincial, or national Synod."

Disciplin. cap. 5. art. 32.

Now this 1 take to be exactly the same with our Canon.

Revolters after subscription are to be suspended by the

Classis; and if upon that they do not reform, and sub-

mit themselves, they are to be further prosecuted by the

provincial, or national Synod. And what can that further

prosecution be, but deposition or excommunication ? And
if the Synod excommunicate them, every minister in France

is bound by his oath of Canonical obedience, to publish the

excommunication, if he be required. So that if our Canon
deserves those hard names, which Mr. B. gives it, when he

says, it obliges us to excommunicate men only for repenting-

of sin, meaning their subscription , I cannot see how the

French discipline will be cleared or their rules escape the

same imputation.

But besides this Canon they have many rules of the
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like iiutmo. In the same Book of Discipline, c<\[). 1. art. 47,

" amono- other crimes for \vliicli a minister may be deposed,

rejecting- of the connsels of the consistory is one, and schism

another, and rehellion against the discipline of the Churcii

a third." It seems, if aftt-r admonition and suspension, they

do not conform to the order of the Church, then they arc to

be deposed.

The Synod of Alez. 1620. Cap. 10. Art. 22. speaking of

rebels against the discipline of the Chnrch, says, " classes,

consistories, and Synods shall inllict upon them the heaviest

censure of excommunication."

The Synod of Montauban, 1594. Cap. 4. Art. 19. says,

" ministers shall have no alteration in the forms of public

prayers, and administration of the Sacraments, the whole

having been prudently and piously ordained, and for the

most part in plain and express terms of holy Scripture.''

Now compare these Canons together, and see what they

amount to. Ministers must make no alteration in the forms

of public prayers, &c. Tf they do, they are liable to be sus-

pended ; if after that, they persist obstinate, they are to be

deemed rebels against the discipline of the Church, and to

be proceeded against as such by deposition or excommu-

nication.

They have other Canons which suspend men for trans-

gressing their rules about preaching', one or two of which

it will not be amiss here to mention. The Book of Disci-

pline, cap. 1. art 12. gives these directions to preachers:

" They shall never preach without having for foundation of

their discourse, a text of Holy Scripture.—They shall for-

bear all needless enlargements, all superfluous heaping up

of Scripture quotations, and vain recitals of various and dif-

ferent expositions. They shall very rarely alledge the

writings of the fathers, nor at any time profane histories and

authors ; that so they may reserve unto the Scripture

entirely, its own authority. Moreover they thall not handle

any doctrine in a scholastic way of disputation, nor with a

mixture of languages,—And that this Canon may be more

carefully observed, consistories, classes, and Synods shall

put to their helping hand." And what they mean by their
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helping" hand, is explained in the Synod of Gap, 1603. Cap.

3. Art. 4. which orders them to suspend all that observe not

the foresaid rules. " All provincial Synods, classes, and

consistories, are enjoined, as they would avoid the greatest

censures, to have a strict eye over such who act contrary to

the eleventh Article of the first chapter of our Discipline,

and to suspend them from the ministry. And they also shall

be liable to the same censure, who leaving the true and

g-enuine sense of Scripture expounded by itself, do rather

pitch upon the glosses of fathers, and school men, and

launch out into allegories : larding- their sermons with philo-

sophical discourses, quoting the fathers, and bringing their

books with them into the pulpit; and they also, who in time

of Lent, or on such noted seasons, do chuse the self same

texts with the Popish preachers."

Here it is plain, that all who transgress these rules about

preaching are to be suspended; and then if they rebel

against the discipline of the Church, or reject the counsels of

the consistory, by that rule of the Synod of Alez and Book of

Discipline, Chap. 1. Art. 47. they are to be deposed and cen-

sured with excommunication. I know not what Mr. Baxter

would have thought or said of these Canons, or how far he

would have complied with them, either in his own preach-

ing, or censuring transgressors : but I am sure, after all his

tragical outcries against the Canon of the Church of Eng-

land, there is nothing in it, but what is fully justified by

these rules of discipline in the reformed Church of France.

CHAP. X.

Of the 49th Canon, which forbids Ministers, who are

not licensed Preachers, to expound the Scripture, Sfc.

That the same Thing in effect, is done in the Church of

France.

The words of this Canon are, " No person whatsoever not

examined and approved by the bishop of the diocese, or not
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licensed for a suflicient or convenient prciiohor, shall take
npoii liiin to ex[)ouiHl in liis own cure or elsevvliere, any
Scripture or matter of doctrine, but shall only study to read
plainly and aptly, without ^lossin^- or addin^'-^ (he iioinilies

already set forth, or hereafter to he published by lawful au-
thority, for tile conlirtnation of the true faitli, and for the

good instruction and edification of the people."

Mr. Baxter is very angry with this Canon, and alter his

usual manner, says, " It binds us to sacrileg-e, pertidiousness,

and uncharitable inhumanity. 1. Men are at once made
Christ's ministers and forbid to exercise that which they
are ordained to, 2. We are laid under the lieinous guilt of
breaking our vow, when they have engaged us to make
it ; and of betraying* men's souls, by omitting a vowed
duty. 3. We are forbidden that which is the duty of every
lay-christian that is able, as if they would suppress relio-ion

and charity itself.

This is all the charity Mr. Baxter had for the religion of
the English Churchmen ! I will first shew^ what was the [)iac-

tice of the French Church in this matter, and then examine
his reasons against the English Canon.

As to the case of the French Church, I observe that they
lay under the same unfortunate necessity for many years
after the reformation, that the English Church did; that is,

that in many parts of the kingdom they could not have their

churches supplied by fit and able preachers, who could
compose sermons of their own for the use of the people •

but for want of such, they were forced to appoint Calvin's

homilies upon Job to be read publicly in the churches.

And Beza says this was done with very great benefit to such
churches as could not be better supplied. Beza Praif. in

Calvin. Homil. in Job.

Ludovicus Capellus considers this matter particularly, and
his resolution is this :

*' That postils, homilies, and such
other set forms of preaching, are to be allowed as little in

the use of the Church as may be ; not because they are
absolutely and simply unlawful, or wholly to be prohibited,

but because they w ould be an occasion of sloth and idleness
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and breed ig-norance in pastors. Yet forasmuch as in all

places, especially in country villages and hamlets, in so

great a number and multitude of country churches, it

would be no easy matter to procure so many learned

and able ministers, that could of themselves continually

make new sermons for the edification of the people, as their

occasions and necessities should require, it is much better

that they should read and preach to the people either domin-

ical postils, or whole homilies composed by learned and

pious men, by the public authority of the Church, rather

than say nothing at all. To confirm this his opinion and

judo-ment, he alledges the authority and dractiee of the

Church of England. " This, says he, was heretofore done

in England, when the reformation was first begun there
;

too-ether with the Liturgy, a great volume of homilies vt^as

composed, which were read to the people on every Lord's

day and holiday, by such pastors as could not make ser-

mons of their own. And histories tell us, that the same

thino* was anciently done in France bv Charles the Great,

at whose command, his master Alcuin is said to have com-

posed a set of homilies, which were read in order to the

people on all Sundays and holidays, the year round. Andwho
knows not, that in all the Eastern, Southern, and Northern

parts of the world out of Europe, in Asia, and Africa, there

are scarce any pastors among the Christians there at this

day, that can preach to the people sermons of their own
composing 1 And is it not better they should preach ser-

mons of other men's composing than none at all ? Thus far

Capellus, in his disputation about Liturgies, part. 3. n.9, 10.

among the Theses Salmurienses, p. 659.

We see the case of the French and English Church was

the same : it was not choice but necessity that led them both

to take the best measures that they could ; and the French

writers are so far from condemning the English Church with

Mr. Baxter, that they make use of her authority to justify their

own Church's practice, in appointing homilies to be read to

the people in such places, where the pastors had not suffi-

cient ability and skill to preach sermons of their own com-



FOR THK CHURCH OF KNOLANO. 24

J

posing-. And I have shewn elsewhere,* that the Dutch
Churches did the same, in n|)j)ointin*;- Bnnin<2;-er's decads to

he read instead of" sermons, Irom tlie he<rinnin<r of the

reformation.

Let us now hear Mr. Baxter's aranments against our

Church's Canon, and consider what they amount to. 1. He
says, " Men are at once made Christ's ministers, and forbid-

den to e.vcrcise that, which they are ordained to. But are any
ordained to preach sermons of their own composing-, whe-
ther tliey be able to compose them or no "? Suppose ordina-

tion be a vow and dedication to the sacred office, as both he
and we say it is : does tlie office consist altog'etlier in preach-

ing- sermons of the minister's own making ? What then

becomes of all the Churches of the East, South, and North
in Asia and Africa, where Capellus tells us the ministers

are not able to preach sermons of their own, but only homi-
lies, to the people ? Are such ministers guiltv of breach of

vow ? Or is there no performance of tlie sacred office among-
them? Were all those French and Dutch Churches also

without the sacred office of preaching, who had no other

sermons but Calvin's homilies, or Bullinger's decads read to

them ? Why is not this preaching- the word of God to the

people, as well when these sermons are read out of a printed

book, as when they were first spoken by Bullingeror Calvin,

provided it be done by a public minister reg-ularly appointed

to perform Divine service ? The contrary notion, which Mr.
Baxter advances, is so absurd in itself, and so g-reat a

reproach to half the Christian world (Churches that Mr.
Baxter upon other occasions expresses a g-reat value for,

and often appeals to them) that in compliment to them he
might have dropped this argument, though he had no respect

for the Church of Enoland.

2. But he says, " This Canon lays us under the heinous
guilt of breaking- our vow, when the Church has engag-ed us
to make it ; and of betraying- men's souls, by omitting- a

vowed duty." This will be best understood by considering-

* See Book 2, chap 11,

VOL VIII.
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the minister's promise at his ordination, which is the cove-

nant and vow he talks so much of. For if there be nothing

in our ordination promise, but what is consistent with this

canon, and agreeable to the practice of all other Churches,

then his whole argument falls to the ground.

Now the covenant made at ordination is, I think, the same

that is made in other Churches. In our form, it runs thus :

*' Quest. Are you determined out of the Scriptures to instruct

the people committed to your charge 1 Ans. I have so deter-

mined by God's grace. Quest. Will you .give your faithful

diligence always so to minister the doctrine and sacraments,

and the discipline of Christ, as the Lord hath command-

ed, &c. that you may teach the people committed to your

care and charge, with all diligence to keep and observe the

same 1 Ans. I will so do by the help of the Lord. Quest.

Will voube ready with all faithful diligence to banish and drive

away all erroneous and strange doctrines contrary to God's

word, and to use both public and private monitions and ex-

hortations, as well to the sick, as to the whole within your

cure, as need shall require, and occasion shall be given ?

Ans. I will, the Lord being my helper."

Mr. Baxter breaks out into a very indecent and unman-

nerly passion upon this ; saying, "' Is it not treachery to draw

men into all these vows, and then to command them never

to preach or expound any doctrine, &c. Doth it not come

near to an atheistical prohibition of religion V I will not

answer railing with railing, but ask a few more pertinent and

reasonable questions. 1. Whether this vow oblig-es men to

preach the Gospel precisely after one and the same way 1

2. Whether reading the Scriptures and homilies be not

preaching God's word to the people 1 and if a man, who is

not able to do more, do this carefully and diligently, does

he not discharge his ordination vow to the best of his power 1

If any man say, no ; then let him answer for the practice of

the French Church. 3. Whether all preachers, notwithstand-

ing their ordination vow, be not under some certain rules

and limitations of ecclesiastical laws and discipline, as to the

particular exercise of their function ? I am sure they are in

the French Church : for I have proved before in the very last
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cliuplcr, that they ore limited to a precise form and method
in their preachlno-, whieh they may not transg-ress under pain

of suspension, depoyition and excommunication. They must
also keep to thiMr own jiarish churches, and not rove about
and preach where they please. " Ministers shall not be
vao-rants, says their Book of Discipline, (chap. 1. art. 21.)

nor have liberty to intrude themselves of their own authority

into any place which best pleascth them. And if they do, they

are liable to be deposed. Now this, I think, is to tie men up to

some rules and orders in preaching-, which unless they
observe, they may not preach at all, notwithstanding- their

covenant and vow at ordination. 4. I ask whether all

preachers be not obliged to conform to those rules and orders
of any Church, which they themselves have subscribed and
promised to observe in preaching-, praying-, administering- the
Sacraments, &c. And 5. If they do not conform to thera,

vi'hether they may not lawfully be suspended or deposed, as
well for their nonconformity to such rules, as for preachinn-
heretical doctrine'? 6. Whether if they be silenced or deposed
by legal .luthority for such nonconformity, they ought not to

submit, and leave off preaching- (till licensed by the same
authority again) notwithstanding- their vow at ordination 1

If any man says, no, to all these questions, as Mr. Baxter
must do by his principles, and thinks there is a necessity laid
upon him to preach the Gospel against all rules and orders
of the Church, that would put any restraint upon him : then
I desire him to answer and account for the discipline and
practice of the French Church, which obliges all her minis-
ters to subscribe to her rule about preaching, praying,
administering the Sacraments, and all other points of her
discipline

; and if they do not conform to those rules, she
suspends and deposes them

; and then if they rebel a^-ainst
her discipline, and preach when silenced, she makes thera
liable to the heaviest censure of excommunication, as I have
proved before beyond all possibility of contradiction.
The result of all is this : either men may be under some

limitation as to preaching, notwithstanding- their ordination
vow ; or else the French Church sins grievously in layino-
so many limitations upon her ministers, as to the exercise of

R 2
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their g-ifts and talents, after she has ordained them: to use

Mr. Baxter's phrase, she treacherously draws men into vows
to preach, and when she has done that, commands them not

to preach. But if this be an unjust character of the French
Church, it is no less a slander of the Church of England.

3. What Mr. Baxter urges as a further argument, is still a

greater calumny. He says," this Canon forbids that, which

is the duty of every lay Christian that is able, as if they would

suppress religion and charity itself." I wonder v^^here Mr.

Baxter's charity was v^^hen he uttered this. As if it were
the duty of every lay Christian to compose sermons, and

preach them publicly to the people ! The Canon forbids not

private instructions to any persons, whether licensed preach-

ers or not licensed ; but only confines such as are not

thought sufiiciently qualifiad to compose sermons of their

own, to preach only the Scriptures and homilies set forth by

authority for the instruction of the people. And the same
thing, when necessity required it, was done in the Church
of France.

4. But what a priest is that, who must be forbidden to teach

the people in the Church ? If he means by teaching*, preach-

ing of Scripture, or homilies, or other public forms composed
by the Church, then it is false that any priest is forbidden to

teach the people in the Church : but if he meant that nothing

is teaching the people besides preaching sermons of the

minister's own composing, I have already proved that to be

absurd, and contrary to the sense of the French Church,

which, in cases of necessity, allows such priests as only read

homilies, and yet does not think she forbids them to teach

the people.

5 " But if reading the Scripture and homilies will qualify

men for the priesthood, then one may be a priest, that knows

no more than an infidel, or atheist; and if reading will

qualify men for a benefice, many will study for no more,

and the people will value them accordingly," Suppose this

were true, would it not be as true in France as England ?

But how does it appear that a man as ignorant as an atheist,

or an infidel, may be ordained a priest ? Mr. B. could not

be ignorant that our rules admit of no such, if they be pro-
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fossocr atheists or infidels : and if tl)ey ])c secrot ones, tliey

may have more kno\vle(l<;o (Iiaii will (juulily tlierii to l)e iiiadu

j)ries!s, and they may perhaps he made priests too, and no

Church know it, or he ahie to Iielp it. There will be Julians

and Judases in all communions, after all the care that is

taken to prevent them. " But if reading- will qualify men for

a benefice, many will study for no more, and the people will

value them according-Iy." What is this to the purpose"?

Our Church never allows of bare readers but only in cases

of necessity, as all other Churches must, when they can have

no better. This, God be thanked ! is not our present case,

and therefore there is no such danger of an idle and igno-

rant clergy now: for whilst the Church is supplied with a

suificient number of able preachers, men must study for a

little more than reading", or else the benefices will hardly

fall to their share. And so Mr. B.'s fear of the contempt of

the clergy upon that account, is answered.

6. But the g-rand objection is yet behind, for the sake of

w hich all the rest wereimade. He says, " This Canon makes
the ministry arbitrary to the bishop's will. He may bind

us to the ortice, and when he hath done, keep us from it.

As many are kept from it by the new Act of Uniformity, who
are denied licenses without new professions, &c. And here-

tofore such excellent men as the world is not worthy of,

Ames, Bayn, Parker, Hildersham, Dod,&e. have been for-

bidden to preach."

Now the sum of this charge amounts only to this, that the

bishops are arbitrary men, because they act according"

to law and canon. I had thought arbitrary power had
signified a quite different thing, and that it was impos-

sible for men to be arbitrary, so long- as they were
tied to act by rules, as I am sure our bishops are, in

granting- licenses, and such other things. If men be
qualified for licenses by the law, the bishop cannot deny
them ; but if they be not, it is not the bishops arbitrary

will, but the law that denies them. And this is the case of
nonconformists : it is not the will of the bishops, but the

law that denies them licenses. And the same law denies
them licenses in France ; as appears from the case of
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Morclly, and Mr. Welsh, and what I have discoursed in the

foreg-oing chapter, and other places of this Book.* So that if

men were never so excellent in other respects, if they would

not conform to the laws and discipline of France ; Classes

and Synods had as much arbitary power, if we must needs

call it so, to deny them licenses, or take them aw ay by silenc-

ing, or deposing them, as any bishops in England have.

And ministers there did not presume to think this power un-

lawful, or that they might lawfully act against it. Yea, I

must add, that those excellent men Mr. B. speaks of, were

of the same opinion : they had this one excellent quality,

which though he did not think fit to mention, yet to their

praise be it spoken, that when they were silenced for their

non-conformity, they did not think themselves obliged by

their ordination covenant to set up separate meetings, or

preach against the rules of the Church, and will of their

superiors. Three of the five Mr. B. mentions, 1 am sure,

were of this opinion. Parker wrote against the separation,

and wished it had never been made. Utinam, O utinam,

nata nunquamfuisset ! are his words about it. De Politeia

Eccles. lib. 1. c. 14. n. I.

Hildersham was four times silenced during the reign of

Queen Elizabeth, King James I. and King Charles T. Yet

it does not appear by his printed lectures, that he ever took

upon him to preach in the intervals.

See G. G. History of the Church of Great Britain, p. 302.

and Hildersham Lectur. on the 51st Psal.

Mr. Dod refused to preach, when deprived for refusal of

subscription in the third year of King James. And to a

certain minister, urging him with Mr. B.'s argument from the

ordination vow, " that he was a minister not of man, but of

Jesus Christ ; he replied, it is true, he was a minister of

Jesus Christ, but by man, and not from Christ, as the

Apostles only were ; and therefore if by the laws of men he

was prohibited preaching, he ought to obey and he never did

preach till his patron, Mr. Knightly, procured him a license

from Archbishop Abbot." See Sir Hen. Yelverton's Preface

to Bishop Morton of Episcopacy, p. 47.

See Book i. c. 6. and Book iv. c. 3.



FOR Tm': CHURCH OF liNOLAND. 247

Tliis vvjxR not nccordiiig- to Mr. B.'s principle, who reckons

preachinjj^ without u license so necessary a duty, by reason

of the ordination-vow ; that not to preaeli wlien silenced by

authority, is no less a sin with him than breach of covenant,

and omitting- a vowed duty. These old non-conformists

were of another opinion ; and if the principles and practice

of the present non-conformists be more ag-reeable to Mr.

B.'s notion, yet they may consider that they differ as much

from the principles of these excellent men, as they do from

the rules of the French Church and the Church of Eng-land.

Now I hope I have satisfied all Mr. B.'s objections ag-ainst

this Canon, which restrains ordained ministers from preach-

ing' without a license, in some certain cases, when the law

requires it ; having made it appear, that there is nothing"

singular in our Church's practice, nor any objection against

it, but what is equally levelled at the rules and discipline of

the reformed Church of France.

CHAP. XI.

Of (he 55th Canon, which speaks of Prayer before Ser-

mon: and the 57th, which forbids Persons io go ofr

Baptism and the Communion from their own Parish

Churches, because their own Minister is not a Preacher.

The 55th Canon I had not here mentioned, but only to

justify the common practice of our ministers in using a form

of prayer before sermon, different from any enjoined in the

Common Prayer Book. Mr. B. in his Eng. Non-confor. c.

8. p. 43. charges all ministers with breach of covenant,
" because having subscribed, that they will use in public

prayer the forms prescribed in the Book of Common Prayer,

and no other, they yet do, in the pulpits before sermons, use

other forms." As if the subscription of the 36th Canon
could not in common sense be understood any otherwise, but

so as to clash and interfere with the 55th. When yet it is

plain enough to any candidand ingenuous reader, that the}*
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speak of different things, which may very well consist with one

another. The 36th Canon speaks of such offices, for which

there are forms prescribed in the Book of Common Prayer,

and the meaning of subscription is, that for such offices as

the Common Prayer Book specifies, and there are forms

there prescribed, the minister will use those forms and no

other : but it does not mean, as Mr. B. disingenuously strains

it, that in other offices, for which there is no form there, the

minister shall use no form at all, though otherwise permitted

or enjoined, as this office of praying before sermon is, by the

55th Canon. The Canons are to be understood according

to the subject matter they treat of, and limited to that, and

then there is no contradiction between them. Otherwise the

French Church, and all other Churches which have stinted

Liturgies, would be guilty of breach of covenant as well as

the Church of England. But of this I have spoken enough
before. Book 3. c. 1.

Here I only observe further, that the 55th Canon does not

confine ministers precisely to a form, but leaves them at

liberty, either to use that form, or one to the same effect.

And therefore if there be some little difference in the minis-

ter's practice, if some use these very words here set down in

the Canon, and others vary a little from them ; neither the

one, nor the other are to be censured, for a modest use of

that liberty which the Canon allows them. Which 1 say, lest

any should condemn the one as formalists, and the other as

non-conformists. The next Canon ag-ainst which Mr. B. has

any thing to say, is the 57th. Which says, the Sacraments

are not to be refused at the hands of unpreaching ministers.

But the reason of making this Canon, does sufficiently vin-

dicate it from all his exceptions, which are only a repetition

of some things already answered in the former chapter.

The reason of the Canon is assio-ned in the Canon itself.

" Whereas divers persons, seduced by false teachers, do

refuse to have their children baptized by a minister that is

no preacher, and to receive the holy Communion at his hands

in the same respect as though the virtue of those sacra-

ments did depend upon his ability to preach: forasmuch as

the doctrine both of baptism and the Lord's supper is so

sufficiently set down in the Book of Common Prayer to be
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used at tho juliniiilstrjilion of the said Sacraments, as nothing-

can be added unto it that is material or necessary : we do
require and charpc every such person seduced as aforesaid,

to reform that their w ilfuhiess, and to suhinit to the order of

the Church in that behalf; both the said Sacraments being-

equally effectual, whether they be ministered by a minister

that is no preacher, or one that is a preacher." Upon this

g-round, the Canon ordereth obstinate offenders in this kind

to be presented, suspended, and excommunicated, if they do
not amend ; and requires ministers not to receive any such

to the Communion, which are not of his own parish, nor

baptize their children, thereby strengthening them in their

said errors, under pain of suspension.

This plainly shews, that this Canon was only designed to

prevent a growing error, which Mr. B. cannot deny to be an
error: " but he thinks, notwithstanding, all men ought to be
allowed the liberty to choose better pastors than ignorant
readers, as their need and God's law oblige them; and then
it is their duty to communicate with him, whom they take for

their pastor." Engl. Non-con. c. 32.

Let us try whether this be agreeable to the French disci-

pline ; and in order to it, canvass a little their doctrine and
sentiments upon these three points : I. Whether it be law-
ful for the people to leave their own ministers, whom their

superiors set over them, and take others for their pastors,

whom they shall think fit to choose for their greater edifica-

tion ? 2. Whether he who refuses the Sacraments from the
hands of an unpreaching minister, because he is such, be
justly liable to censure ? 3. Whether that minister, who
encourages men in either of those practices, be not worthy
of suspension ?

For the first point, it is plainly determined by their disci-

pline, which, as it allows the people no hand in choosinn-
their pastors, as I have evidently proved before;* so neither
does it permit them to leave their own parish church and
minister, and assemble themselves constantly with any
other. "The faithful," says their Book of Discipline. Cap.
12. Art. 13. " that make a trade of hearing the word of God

* Book iv. c. 25.
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in one church, and of receiving- the Sacraments in another,

shall be censured, and by the advice of the Classis, or pro-

vincial Synod, they shall be appointed to join themselves

unto that church which is nearest, and most convenient for

them." This I presume, means their own parish church.

Another Canon says, " ministers shall not receive the

members of any other churches to the Lord's supper, with-

out a sufficient attestation produced by them, under the

hands of their pastors or elders, if it may be had." Synod

of Paris, 1565. Cap. 11. Art. 26.

A third Canon says, " Synods and Classes shall consult

how to fix the limits and extent of that Church, wherein a

minister shall exercise his ordinary calling." Synod of

Rochel. 1581. Cap. 3. Art. 38. Book of Discipline. Cap. 5.

Art. 3.

It seems they had parish bounds, as well as we : and it

belonged to classes and Synods to fix them, and choose

ministers for them ; and they had power to confine both

ministers and people to their own parish church, and would

not suffer any man to forsake his own pastor, and choose a

better for himself, and communicate ordinarily with such a

pastor in prejudice of that pastor whom they had appointed.

All this is as evident from these Canons, as the sun at

noon-day.

2. Hence it follows also, that where reading ministers

were allowed, men might not leave them, and go to other

parishes for baptism, or the Lord's supper, on pretence that

such ministers were not qualified to administer the Sacra-

ments; because they read Calvin's Homilies instead of

preaching sermons of their own composing. For the

Canons make no exceptions of parishes which had only

such readers, and consequently confined the people to re-

ceive the Sacraments from them, as well as others.

Besides, their writers tell us, that a sermon of the minis-

ter's own composing is not necessary to be preached at the

administration of the Sacraments : it was sufficient to read

that homily, or discourse about baptism, or the Lord's sup-

per, which is set down in their Liturgy, in a certain form of

words, which the minister was bound to use, containing an
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explication of tlic nature of each Sacrament, and the words

of institution, &c. which therefore they called VerJmm con-

cionatoriiun et pra'dicatum, the ivord preached, and made it

essential to the Sacraments, and a necessary part of their

consecration. For prayer, tog-ether with this repetition of

the words of institution, declaring the nature and use of the

Sacraments, makes up their form of consecration, as it does

ours. But the minister's sermon before the Sacraments

might be made, or let alone, without any detriment to the

Sacraments themselves ; or omission of any thing material

and necessary to their administration. As Chamier answers

Bellarmin, who pretended to say, that Protestants made a

minister's sermon necessary to the right of administration of

the Sacraments : he tells him this is false, for they distin-

guished between the minister's sermon and the Verbum
concionatorimn 8f consecratorium, that is, the form of con-

secration in their Liturgies. The one was used, non propter

essentiam Sacramenti, sed propter ordinem Ecclesics, not

because it was of the essence of the Sacrament, but because

it was an order of the Church, &c. But the other did pro-

perly belong to the Sacraments, and was so essential to

them, that they were not, or could not be Sacraments with-

out it.

Chamier, tom. 4. de Sacram, lib. 1. c. 15. n. 11. Mitte

ergo Concionem : a qua prorsus distinctcs sunt LiturgicR ; in

quibus vere contiiietur verbum illud consecratorium, simulet

concionatorium, proprie pertinens ad sacramenta. Quod
nos quidem tam essentiale statuimus, ut sine eo nulla om-
nino esse, aut esse posse sacramenta certissimi simus.

This is agreeable to the doctrine of our Canon, that all

things material, necessary, and essential to the Sacraments,

are contained in our forms of administration, and therefore

the Sacraments may be rightly and duly administered by

those forms, by a minister who makes no other sermon, but

only that which those forms contain, read audibly and reve-

rently to the people. This is what the French call verbum

sacramentale prcedicatiim, in opposition to the popish mut-
tering of the words of consecration.

But Mr. B. says, " if mere reading will make a pastor,
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then all this may be done by a woman, or a boy of twelve

years of ag-e, who can read as well as such a pastor. This

may be agreeable to Mr. B.'s principles, who, in another

place, reckons the Sacraments valid, though ministered

by such a boy as Athanasius was ; but it is not according to

the principles either of the French or English Church, who
require not only reading, but a solemn ordination, or voca-

tion, and mission of ministers, to qualify them to administer

the Sacraments ; and they never grant this commission to

women, or boys of twelve years old. Therefore Mr. B.'s in-

stance was not parallel.

There is as little sense or modesty in his other compari-

son. " A Turk, that believeth not the Gospel, may read it

:

and you may write it on a pillar, and that may teach men,
and yet pillars and books are not pastors." Are not these

very decent expressions for reading ministers, to make
Turks, and pillars, and posts of them, after the Church has

made them readers in cases of great necessity, when she

cannot be supplied with others'? But perhaps he thought

they were as good words as they deserved : for he says,

** they want essential abilities to make them true ministers

of Christ. Since essential ability as certainly reacheth to

the work of teaching, as to administering Sacraments." Be
that so, that an ability to teach is essential to the ministry

;

yet the manner of teaching, either by compositions of their

own, or by publishing the authorized compositions of the

Church, may still be left at liberty: and it is evident, the

French Church by teaching, does not mean what Mr. B.

means ; that is, preaching a sermon of the minister's own
composing, but a solemn preaching of those forms of the

Church, which contain the whole doctrine of the Sacraments,

and all that is necessary to be said, or done in those

matters, either to perform those sacred mysteries aright, or

instruct the people in the knowledge of them. They call

this Gospel teaching, though Mr. B. is pleased to say, it is

no more than women and boys of twelve years old may per-

form ; nay, Turks, and pillars, and books may teach men as

well as this, with reverence to the French Church be it

spoken. As if pillars and books could speak with the
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tongues of men ; or Turks, or women, or boys, though tlicy

could spoak, and road, could do it authoritatively in public

offices, without God's commission, and the ChnrclTs orditm-

tion. I believe the discipline of the French Church was not

so remiss, as to have let such indecent reflections upon the

meanest of the reading- clerg-y, pass without a censure: but

I am sure it gave no encouragement to the people to con-

temn her offices of baptism, and the Lord's supper, because
they were administered without a sermon : for, according- to

her doctrine, the very offices themselves are an instructive

sermon; and he that goes from his own parish church n[)on

the contrary notion, acts against her discipline, and incurs

her censure.

3. And much more liable to punishment were the

ministers, if they either encouraged any such notion, or re-

ceived communicants from other parishes, against their

common rules and discipline. For all ministers were under

the obligation of subscription and oath to observe their dis-

cipline, and liable to the censure of Classes, and Synods, if

they transgressed it: they might be admonished, suspended,

silenced, excommunicated, and deposed, only for receiving-

communicants from other parishes, in contempt of their

laws and discipline. And if this was no fault, thus to censure

ministers in France, it cannot be a reasonable charg-e against

the Church of England. Especially, when it is considered

that there is a good reason for the Canon : for, in cases of

necessity, when the Church cannot supply every cure with

a preaching minister, it is fitting she should take the best

care of them otherwise that she can, by placing ministers of

less abilities, to perform Divine offices, according to the forms

which are prescribed for them ; and when she has done that,

it is as fitting: she should secure such ministers and their

ministry from contempt, and the people from such erroneous

opinions as th'at is, that the virtue of the Sacraments de-

pends upon the minister's ability to preach. And the pre-

ventiniT these mischiefs all that this Canon intended.

But the reason of the Canon being now in a great measure

ceased, by God's blessing, there is seldom or never occasion

to put the Canon in execution ; and consequently, as little
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occasion, if men would be reasonable, to clamour ag-ainst it.

Besides that, except in this one case of the Sacraments, the

due administration of which is so well provided for by our

public forms, the Canon does not prohibit the people to

have recourse to other ministers upon some occasions. The
exhortation before the Communion expressly allows this

liberty to such as are troubled in mind, " if there be any
of you, who by this means cannot quiet his own conscience

herein, but requireth further comfort, or counsel, let him
come to me, or to some other discreet and learned

minister of God's word, and open his grief," &c. And
the 28th Canon only notes such as come often and common-
ly from other parishes to hear sermons ; in which case, the

minister is bound to take notice of them, but not upon every

single occasion, unless they offer themselves to the com-
munion ; in which case, he is to remit them home to their

own parish churches. And in this whole affair, the Church

of England goes upon no other grounds, nor acts by any

other rules, than what I have shewn to be agreeable to the

rules and discipline of the French Churches.

CHAP. XII.

Of the 58th Canon, which treats of the Hood, and Sur-

flice. The 65th, which requires Ministers to denounce

Recusants, and excommunicated Persons every six Months.

And the 68th, which enjoins Ministers to baptize, and
bury without Delay.

Two of these Canons have already been considered in

preceding parts of this discourse ; the 58th I have spoken

to in the third book, chap. 7, which treats of the ornaments

of the church, used in the second year of the reign of King-

Edward VI. And the 68th Canon, with Mr. B.'s objections

against it, I have considered in the same book, chap. 19.

and 22. where I treat of the forms of baptism, and burial.

All that remains therefore to be spoken in this chapter, is of
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the 05th Canon, about denouncing' recusants, &c. The
words of the Canon arc these, " all ordinaries shall, in their

several jurisdictions, carefully see, and give ortlor, that as

well those, who for obstinate refusing- to frequent Divine

service,—as those also, especially of the better sort and

condition, who for notorious contumacy, or other notable

crimes, stand lawfully excommunicated—be every six months

ensuing, as well in the parish church, as in the Cathedral

Church of the diocess, in which they remain, by the minister

openly in time of Divine service upon some Sunday, de-

nounced, and declared excommunicate, that others may be

thereby both admonished to refrain their company and so-

ciety, and excited the rather to procure out a writ, de excom-

municato capiendo, &c.

The plain design of this Canon is no more than to make
obstinate offenders known to the Church, after they are

once lawfully excommunicated, that all persons may shun

and avoid their company, as by Apostolical precept they are

obliged to do. It was the old rule of the primitive Catholic

Church, and is still the standing- rule of the French disci-

pline. As is evident. 1. From their form of excommuni-
cation, which runs in these terms :

" In the name, and by
the authority of our Lord Jesus, by the advice and authority

of the pastors and elders assembled in Classis, and of the

consistory of this Church, we have cut off, and do cut off

N. N. from the communion of the Church of God: we do
excommunicate and deprive him of the fellowship of Saints,

that so he may be unto you as a pagan, or publican, and that

among true believers he may be an anatheyna and execra-

tion. Let his company be reputed contagious ! and his ex-

ample possess your souls with astonishment," &c. The con-
clusion is, " if any man love not the Lord Jesus Christ, let him
be anathema maranatha ! Amen !"

See this form in the Book of Discipline, cap. v. art. 17.

and the Synod of Alex. 1(320. cap. 10.

2. Next after this, they gave notice of his excommunica-
tion to all other Churches, that he that was excommunicated
in one Church, might be excluded and avoided in all others.

Synod of Lyons, 1563, chap. ix. art. 25. '; Vagrants, here-
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tics, and schismatics shall be notified unto all Churches,

that they may be aware of them/'

Now, if the excommunication be lawful at first, and may

be published in the congregation once, and notified to all

other Churches; I see no harm in denouncing the same

persons excommunicate every six months, in case they do"

not reform, and obtain absolution. Nor has Mr. B. any

thing to say against that : but his exceptions are, 1. " that

it makes ministers the agents of laymen's excommunicating."

And 2. " the instruments of Godly men's excommunica-

tions, and ruins." Engl. Non-con. c. 22.

To the first of these I have fully answered before in the

first chapter of this book, vv^hich discusses the point of

canonical obedience. And I could better have answered

the second, had he specified whom he means by Godly men,

that ministers are obliged by this Canon to excommunicate,

and ruin. But to make some conjecture, and guess at his

meaning: I suppose, 1. He did not mean Popish recusants

by Godly men ; nor 2. Such as stand lawfully excommuni-

cated for notable crimes : therefore he must mean, 3. Such

as are excommunicated for notorious contumacy against the

orders and discipline of the Church. For none but these

three sorts are mentioned in the Canon. Now then the

question is, whether these men may be lawfully excom-

municated. And if this be to be determined by the rules of

the French discipline, the matter is already decided. For

they excommunicate all who either despise the admonitions

of the consistory, or rebel against the discipline of the

Church ; of which I have given some proofs before* out of

the Synod of Alex. cap. x. art. 22. and the Book of disci-

pline, cap. i. art. 47. I had here two Canons of the first

Synod of Paris, 1559, where the first model of their Disci-

pline was framed, to show that this was ever an invariable

rule among them. In that Synod, cap. ii. art. 29. " Persons

who are to be excommunicated, and cut off, not only from

the Sacrament, but from all communion with the whole

Church, are specified under the titles of heretics, contentious

* Book iv. c. 9.
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persons, rebels ag"ainst the consistory, traitors to tjio

Church," &c.

And the next Canon says, " such as arc excommunicated
for heresy, schism, treason, and rebellion against the Cliurch

—sliall be denounced excommunicate persons before the

people, together ^vith the causes of their excommunication."

1 will nut say whether this was to excommunicate Godly
men or no; but I am sure it g-ives contumacious persons

both as hard names, and as severe treatment, as any they

have from the Church of England. And if there be

no writ de excommunicato capiendo, mentioned in the

French Synods, yet there is in the ordinances of Geneva,

^vhere the magistrates support the Cliurch, and vindicate her

authority, by punishing" contumacious persons with imprison-

ment, banishment, and sometimes death itself. For the

proof of which, we need go no further than Calvin's Epistles;

one of which gives us the heads of their ecclesiastical dis-

cipline, where the first article runs in this style, " if any

one spread doctrines contrary to the received doctrine of the

Church, and upon admonition persists obstinate, and perti-

naciously addicted to his error, then let him be suspended

from the Lord's supper, and complained of to the Senate.

Deferatur ad Senatum.'''' The next article is in the same
style: " if any persons neglect the sacred assemblies, and

it appear to be done out of contempt, &c. after three ad-

monitions, let them be suspended from the Lord's Supper,

and information be given to the magistrate ag^ainst them.

Idq ; magistratui indiceiur.'" Calvin Ep. Magistral.

Genev. p. 76.

Now the reason of giving information to the magistrate

in such cases, was, as Calvin words it a little after, " Ut

duros et indomitos homines coerceatis, quihiis contemftui

est spiritualis correction that such obdurate, and undisci-

plinable men might be corrected with civil punishments,ivho

contemned the spiritual. After the consistory has perform-

ed their part, they are commanded to inform you, the magis-

trates, ne contempfores impune adversus ecclesiam las-

civiant, that despisers of the Church, should not uantonly

trample upon her authority. It is the consistory's right to

VOL. vin. s
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excommunicate, and in your power to correct, as you see

fit, those that rebel ag-ainst it."

Ibid. p. 77. See also his Epistle to Menso Poppius, p.

205. Where, speaking of such as contemn the censures of

the Church, he says, " I see not what the elders have more

to do, unless it be to move the magistrates to handle them

a little more severely."

This I think is equivalent to a writ de excommunicato

capiendo, and makes the Geneva Discipline as liable to

Mr. B.'s exception in every respect, as the present Canon of

the Engflish Church.

CHAP. XTII.

Of the 12d Canon, and the Rule for appointing Public

Fasts in the French Church.

Among other things excepted against by nonconformists

the prescription of the 72d Canon is one. That Canon en-

joins, " that no minister, or ministers shall, without license

and direction of the bishop of the diocese first obtained

and had, under his hand and seal, appoint, and keep any

solemn fasts, either publicly, or in private houses, other

than such as by law are, or by public authority shall be ap-

pointed ; nor shall they be wittingly present at any of them,

under pain of suspension for the first fault, of excommuni-

cation for the second, and of deposition from the ministry

for the third. Neither shall any minister, not hcensed as is

aforesaid, presume to appoint, or hold any meetings for ser-

mons,—nor attempt by fasting and prayer to cast out any

devil," &c.

Mr. Baxter, in his scurrilous way, compares this to the

forbidding Christianity, or reading Scripture in a known

tongue, and to the forbidding law, and the use of reason
;

and asks, " are not those men over subject to prelacy, that
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uill R\vo;u olxHiioiK'o iti this, jiny moro than .af»'ainst preach-

ing" the Gospel f Case of Non-conroiiii. ca[>. 35.

Yet as subject as lie makes these men to prelacy, the

ministers of Franco are as subject to the orders of the pres-

bytery, and swear the same Canonical obedience to thcui.

For, by a Canon of their Church disciphne, all fasts are to

be held oidy at the appointment, and discretion of the

Church, Cap. x. art. 3. " In times of sore persecution,

and of war, pestilence, or famine, or any other grievous af-

fliction
; as also when ministers of the Gospel are to be or-

dained, and when a question is moved about calling- a

National Synod, one day, or more may be set apart for pub-
lic, and extraordinary prayers, and fasting-; yet without any
scruple, or superstition: and all this shall bo done upon
mature consideration of the grounds and causes of these

Providences, And the Churches shall be advised to cele-

brate the fast, as much as possibly they can, at the same
time, &c."

Now does not this suppose, that it belongs only to the

governors of the Church, and not to every individual minis-

ter, to appoint the times of solemn fasting-? Else why
should they limit particular Churches, both as to the causes

and times of fasting-, as it is plain they do in this Canon?
But there was another Canon made in the Synod of

Rochel, 1607. Cap. iii. Art. 21, which speaks more expressly

to the purpose. It was made by way of observation on the

aforesaid Canon of their discipline. " Their license is

given to particular Churches to celebrate a fast, they first

consulting' with their neighbour Churches, and on great and
urgent causes, for which they shall be accountable unto the

Classes, and Provincial Synods." It seems they must not

do it of their own head, but by the advice of a Classis. And
is it not as reasonable to have recourse to a bishop in an
Episcopal Church, as to a Classis in a Presbyterian 1

Change but a few terms, and Mr. Baxter's questions will

now hold as well against the Church of France, as the

Church of England. " Do you not think that they make
very unworthy men ministers, or that they change or maim
the pastoral olKce, when no minister, no not the \visest, may

s 2
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be trusted to fast anrl pray with his neig-hbours ? What
iealousies have such a clergy of one another, and of preach-

ing, and fasting and praying? What if some neighbours

have some great temptations, some great guilt, some great

danger, by a plague, or the like, or some great affliction ;

some friends near death, or some important business of great

moment, as marriage, travel, navigation, &c. Must the

bishop know" (must a Classis or the neighbouring Churches

know) " all their secrets that their pastor at home must

know 1 Are not those unworthy ministers, that be not fit to

be trusted to fast and pray with their people, while the law

is open to punish all abuses of it V (while they stand ac-

countable to Classes and Provincial Synods for their abuses

of it ?) " And are not those over subject to prelacy" (over

subject to presbytery) " that will swear obedience in this,

any more than against preaching the Gospel V
Who sees not that the Church of France is as much in-

volved in this charge, as the Church of England, for putting

unworthy men into the ministry, who cannot be trusted to

fast and pray with their people, without consulting a Classis,

or their neig^hbourino- Churches 1

But I have one thing further to say upon this point, that

the French Canons limit their ministers to do nothing with-

out license, in many other cases as material as that of solemn

fasts. They have a general rule in the Book of Discipline,

cap. vi. art. 2. " That no Church shall assume unto itself

a power of undertaking business of great consequence, in

which the interest or damage of other Churches may be

concerned, without the advice and consent of the Provincial

Synod, if it may possibly be convened. And be the affair

never so urgent, it shall at least be communicated by letters

unto some other Churches in the province, and they shall

receive and take their advice about it."

In the same Chapter, Art. 4, this general rule is particu-

larized in a special instance of entering upon disputes with

the papists about religion, where it is ordered, " that no

ministers shall attempt a public disputation, but with the

advice of their consistory, and a select number of pastors,

who for this purpose shall be chosen by the Classes, or Pro-
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vincial Synods. Nor sluill they enter upon any general

conferonce, without tlie advice of all the Churches assoinhlod

in a National Suiod^ u[)on pain, ii" they act otherwise, of

heing- declared apostates, and deserters of the Church's

union."

Now is it not as proper to take the advice of the bishop

before a man appoints a solemn fast, or goes about to cast out

a devil, as it is before he enters upon a solemn disputation ?

And yet we see, the Church of France woidd not allow any

])rivate minister to undertake this without consulting;- a

Classis, or Synod, lest some inconvenience should happen

thereby, for w Inch the whole Church would suffer in her re-

putation. And that I take to be the true reason of the 72d

Canon of our Church also ; and whatever is said ag-ainst it

by Mr. Baxter, or others, it is but a reasonable and proper

caution. For, it is better to have the ablest ministers under

some limitation, than that the Church should be exposed by

the follies, and indiscretions of some, who have not ability

to judge what is always proper to be done in such extra-

ordinary cases, as appointing- of solemn fasts, or casting- out

devils.

CHAP. XIV.

Of the Respect paid to the National Synods in the French

Church, and that it is greater than is required by the

\3dih Canon of the Church of England.

The next Canon Mr. Baxter, and others except against,

is the 139th, which is in these words, " whosoever

shall hereafter affirm, that the sacred Synod of this

nation, in the name of Christ, and by the king's authority

assembled, is not the true Church of England by represen-

tation, let him be excommunicate, and not restored till he

repent, and publicly revoke this his wicked error."

Tw'o things they have to except against this : 1 . That a
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National Synod is not the true Church of England by re-

presentation ; and 2dly, If it were, yet they cannot consent,

and swear to pubhsh an excommunication against any one

that denies it, as the Canon requires.

But if they were ministers of the French Church, they

must be obHged to consent to both these. For they must

subscribe, and swear to the confession of faith, as the con-

fession of the French Church ; to the discipline, as the dis-

cipHne of the Church ; to the Canons of the Synods, as

the Canons of the Church. Now, how come all these to

be the confession, the discipline, and the Canons of the

French Church, unless it be, that the Synods in which they

were made, were the French Church by representation 1 Is

it because they are received and confirmed afterwards in

particular Churches ? No, but because their pastors in Pro-

vincial Synods choose their deputies, and send them in their

name, and with their commission, to represent all their

Churches Whence it is, that a National Synod becomes
their Church representative. And I know no diiferenee be-

twixt their Synods and ours in this respect, save only, that

they swear beforehand to observe, and execute all the de-

crees that shall be made in the Synod, to which they send

them, which we do not. For in England we have no such

anticipating oath, but in France they have, in this form ap-

pointed by the Synod of Vitre, 1G17. Cap. ii. Art. 1. " We
promise before God, to submit ourselves to all that shall bo
concluded, and determined in your holy assembly, to obey,

and execute it to the utmost of our power ; being persuaded

that God will preside among you, and lead you, by His

Holy Spirit, into all truth and equity, by the rule of His

Word, for the good, and edification of His Church, &c."

This oath is always inserted into the letters of disputation,

by the pastors which send their respective deputies to the

National Synod, whereby they acknowledge the Synod not

only to be the Church representative, but next to infallible.

After this can we think they would allow any manapertly

to call in question the authority of a National Synod, and

dispute whether it was the Church representative or not '(

And whilst they decree excommunication in many particular
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eases ap-ainst those who transgress but some single Canons,

suH'er thoso to *i;o iincensmed, who strike at the foundation

of their auth(Jrity, and deny the very essence of their consti-

tution 7 If all their pastors swear to observe this discipline,

aro they not then under oath to excommunicate such as

refuse to subject them to it? And much more those who
speak contemptuously of the Synods that made it 1 And if

this be the case of all the ministers of France, they could

never think (whatever our dissenters may) that the re([uiring

obedience to the I39th Canon was a just cause for separation.

For they have declared over and over again, that the con-

tempt of National Synods is a crime of very pernicious con-

sequence, and by no means to be endured. Their Book of

Discipline, cap. 6. art. 5. orders all Churches to be informed,
" that their ecclesiastical assemblies of Classes, and Synods,

whether provincial, or national, were the bands and buttres-

ses of their concord and union ng-ainst schisms, heresies,

and all other inconveniencies ; that so they might discharge

their duty in the use of means, for the continuance, and up-

holding of those ecclesiastical assembUes."
And the Synod of Montauban adds further to this Canon,

" that if any Churches refused payment of their contribu-

tions to the defraying those expenses, which are unavoidably

contracted by journeys, and attendance in those Synodical

assemblies, that they should be deprived of the ministry

of the Gospel, and be reputed deserters of that holy

union which ought to be preserved among* them. And
all ministers in such Churches are interdicted the exercise

of their ministry upon pain of being' denounced schis-

matics." Synod of Montauban, 1594, Cap. 3. Art 10.

Now what is this but the severest excommunication, to

lay Churches under interdict, and deny them the Gospel-

ministry ? Yet ministers are obliged by this Canon, and their

oath of obedience, so to treat whole Churches for their con-

tempt of Synods, upon pain of being denounced schismatics

themselves.

There are many other decrees of the like nature in their

National Synods: I will only add one more out of the
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Synod of Rochel, 1607, Cap. 9. Art. 1. where even a Pro-

vincial Synod is severely censured for transgressing a decree

of the National Synod of Gap: and it is declared to be a

a crime of very dangerous consequence ; because, if Provin-

cial Synods shall slight the authority of the National, they

will open the flood gates, to let in upon us a deluge of

unseen mischiefs.

If Provincial Synods may not slight National Synods, much
less may particular persons be allowed to speak any thing"

derogatory, or contemptuously of them: and if they do, it

may be a crime deserving excommunication, which is all that

the 139th Canon asserts.

What has there been alledged, will serve for an answer
also to the exceptions made by Mr. Baxter to the two last

Canons. The former of which is. Can. 140. " Whosoever
shall affirm, that no manner of persons, either of the clergy,

or laity, not being then particularly assembled in the said

sacred Synod, are to be subject to the decrees thereof, in

causes ecclesiastical, made and ratified by the King's

Majesty's supreme authority, as not having given their voice

to them : let him be excommunicated," &e.

His exception against this, is, " that he thinks it unjust,

to excommunicate any such person, because even general

Councils do not bind the absent, till they receive them ; the

French for a long time received not the Council of Trent,

nor many Churches other Councils," Baxter's Case of Non-
conformists, cap. 36.

But I have already shewn, that the reformed Church of

France had another notion of their National Svnods, (whatever

the papists had of the Council of Trent) and thought them-

selves obliged to submit to, and obey their decrees, though

they were not present, save only by their delegates, at the

making of them. They did not stay to see whether the

Churches would receive their decrees, but peremptorily

required every individual to obey them. Of which, I shall

only give this one instance, in the Synod of Loudun, 1659.

Cap. 10. Art. 4. " Provincial Synods are enjoined to make
such Canons as they shall judge needful for the stricter obser-
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vation of tliu Lord's day; and every individual iiiemhor of

our Cluirelies," say they, " are most strictly corninaiided

conscientiously to observe, and obey them."

I hope it will not be thoug^ht that every individual member
of the Ciiurch was present in their Synods, yet they are bound
in conscience to obey them. And if they were bound In

conscience to obey them, I suppose they would not scruple

to think those worthy of excommunication, who made no

conscience to vilify, and deride the power that made them.

The last Canon is, " whoever sliall allirm, that the sacred

S^'nod assembled, as aforesaid, was a company of such per-

sons as did conspire together ag-ainst Godly and religious

professors of the Gospel, and that tiierefore both they, and
their proceedings in makin.o- Canons, and constitutions in

causes ecclesiastical by the King-'s authority, ought to be
despised and contemned ; the same being ratified, confirmed,

and enjoined by the said regal power, supremacy, and autho-

rity : let them be excommunicated," &c. Mr. Baxter cannot

consent to this neither.

It seems, ecclesiastical laws, and governors may be
despised and contemned, traduced and reviled at pleasure,

and yet the revilers be thought too g'ood Christians to

deserve excommunication for it. Otherwise, why should any
one refuse to excommunicate such, if required by a lawful

superior to do it ? This is a scruple in England, but it never
was any in the French Church. The clergy there would not

refuse to observe the whole body of their discipline, and
promise and swear to do it, though there be Canons requir-

ing them to excommunicate persons for less crimes tlian

this of despising" dominions, and speaking evil of dignities.

Before I close this point, I cannot but take notice of Mr.
Baxter's causeless quarrel, with the number of the Canons
also, only because they are 141. " F'or so many Church
commandments we have," says he, " God's ten being but a

little part of our religion." Ibid. p. 12o.

There is nothing so trivial, but if it cannot be made an ar-

gument, may be improved into a spiteful reflection. Some-
thing he would insinuate in this, as if all Church Canons were
an addition to God's word, and the ten commandments. But
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be it what it will, the Church of Fiance stands more account-

able for multiplying- Canons, than ours, by far ; for her num-
ber is almost double in the Book of Discipline, which con-

tains 254 Canons, besides the Canons of 29 National Synods,

which make up the body of their Canon law, and are the rule

of governing their Churches. T could also have said here,

that Mr. Knox's form of Church policy (which may be seen

in Bishop Spotswood's history, lib. 3.) consists of more
Canons, but 1 purposely confine myself to the French

Churches, whose Canons, I hope I have made it appear, do

sufficiently justify the taking- the oath of canonical obedience

in the Church of England, in the strictest sense that can bo

put upon it.

CHAP. XV.

That the French Church allows of Communion with the

Lutheran Churches, upon this Principle, that all Defects,

which are not our Si7is, are to be borne with, rather than

make a Schism in any Church.

I have now gone through all the parts of the English con-

stitution, and shewn, that the chief things excepted against

by dissenters, are justifiable upon the principles and practice

of the French Church. The inference from all which, is,

that either separation upon the account of such things is

unlawful in England, or else it is lawful, and necessary in

the Church of France ; and they who abstain from our com-

munion, must abstain from the other also. For if what I

have discoursed be true, the rules of France, and Geneva,

would as certainly make men nonconformists, as the laws

of England, if they lived there, and acted upon the same

principles against either of those constitutions.

But I have one thing further to add before I conclude,

which is, that supposing some things to be practised in the

Church of England, which might be called faults, inconve-
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niciifoR, or (lefocts in lior constitution: yotall kinds dl laiills

and di'l'fcts, will not anthorise men to make a sc|)aiation, if

wo re«;ard tho judgment ot" the French Church.

Calvin and Ueza had often occasion to insist upon this

topic, and they do it pathetically, and zealously, as knowing
it to be one of the best arg-uments against schism, and an

excellent prcscmer of peace anti unity in the Church. " Mul-
tos JJefectus tulcrandos judico, ubi cmendari non posawnt^''

says Calvin, / think many defects are to be tolerated,

when they cannot be amended. And in my opinion, no
brother ought u[)on that account, to withdraw himself from

that Church, whcrcunto he is assigned, if the greater part

of the Church agree upon any thing to his disliking. In

such cases, it seems enough to me, that we ourselves endea-

vour, as far as we may, after what we think better. For
though that, which is obtruded on us, may create scandal,

and be attended with evil consequences
;
yet, because it is

not in itself repugnant to the word of God, it may be yielded

to : especially when the greater number is for it, and he
that is but a member of the body, has no power to proceed

any further." Calvin Resp. ad Duo certa Capita inter Epist.

p. 218.

There are many things remarkable in this answer, and
several of our controverted points resolved in it. 1. We
must not call all manner of defects in a Church, downrisfht

repugnancies to the w ord of God. 2. We must not separate

from the Church, whereof we are members, for such tolera-

ble defects as we may comply with without sin, though
they should sin that impose this necessity on us. 3. Even
such defects as may be attended with scandal, and other evil

consequences, will not authorize us to make a separation,

so long as they are not simply evil in themselves. 4. That
our complying for peace sake in such cases, does not involve

us in any guilt, nor make us partakers of other men's sins.

All which are contrary to the common notions so current

among dissenters, and destroy the main principles whereby
they would establish the present separation.

Calvin wrote after the same healing way, to Mr. Knox in

Scotland :
" I liope, says he, your rigour about ceremonies.
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which is displeasing- to many, will keep itself within due

bounds of moderation. We oug-ht to endeavour, indeed, to

purge the Church of all its filth, which owes its original to

error, and superstition : and we are likewise to be careful,

that the mysteries of God be not defiled by ludicrous, or

insipid mixtures. But these things excepted, you knoiv

some things are to be tolerated, though ive do not altogether

approve of them. Qncedam etsi minus frobentur, toleranda

esse non ignoras^ Ep. Joh. Knox. p. 150.

In another epistle, speaking- about ceremonies again, he

says, " They are not things of that nature, as should occa-

sion us voluntarily to deny ourselves the Lord's supper upon

the account of them. If we cannot obtain what we desire,

yet we may tolerate such defects, not approving them ;
so

long as there is no impiety, nor any thing repugnant to the

word of God in them. Where the doctrine is sound and

pure, and the ceremonies are used for decency, or civil orna-

ment, we ought rather silently to pass these things over,

than raise contentions, and grievous stirs about them." Ep.

ad N. N. p. 147.

Calvin's moderate counsels would go a great way toward

healing our divisions, if all men would think themselves

obliged not only to put this advice in practice ; even but to

tolerate what they might with silence, for peace and unity's

sake, and raise no violent stirs about them.

I could give many instances of the like sober advice out

of Calvin's works, especially his epistles,* but I will only

add one place more, which I think carries this matter some-

thing further than anything I have yet related. In an epis-

tle to Farel, written during the time of their expulsion from

Geneva, he tells him, " Some of their friends in that Church

had sent to him in his exile, to desire his resolution upon

these two points : whether it was lawful to receive the Lord's

supper from the hands of those ministers who were obtruded

upon them in their stead? And whether they might com-

municate, cum tantd hominum Colluvie, with all that scum

* See Ep. to Farel, p. 6. To the People of Geneva, p. 12. To Farcl,

p. 17. To the Church of Moinpelgard, p. 25.
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and dregs of the people, which were thou in lliat placo?"

To these questions, havinj;- consulted with Capito, at Stras-

hur<'-, he says, he returned tliis answer, " that there ouglit

to be so great an hatred of schism amono- Christians, that

(hey shouhl avoid it as tar as ever possibly they mig-ht.

That there ou<;ht to be suc-li a reverence for the ministry,

and Sacraments, that wherever they perceived those to be,

they shouhl conclude there was a Church. Since therefore

by God's permission, the Church was governed by those

ministers, whatever sort of men they were ; if they could

find the true marks of a Church there, it was better that they

should not withdraw themselves from its communion. Nor
might it be any obstacle, that some unsound doclrineSy im-

pura qucedam Dogmata, were taught there: for there is

scarce any Church which does not retain some relies

of ignorance. It is sutlicient for us, that the doctrine

whereupon the Church of Christ is founded, keep its place,

and obtain. Nor should it be any hindrance, that he who
now ministered, could not be called a lawful pastor, who
had not only fraudulently crept, but wickedly intruded, into

the place of the true minister. For there was no reason why
every private man should perplex, and molest himself with

such kind of scruples : for they communicate in the sacra-

ments with the Church ; and bear with the dispensation of

them at such minister's hands. It concerns such ministers in-

deed, very much to consider, whether they lawfully, or un-

lawfully possess their places, but others may suspend their

judgment till they have a legal hearing. Meanwhile they

may use their ministry, without danger of seeming either

to acknowledge, or approve, or ratify their usurpation." Ep.

Farell. p. 5.

This fully answers all those seeming difficulties, and

scruples, which some have both against the ministers, and

communion of the Church of England ; for, admit there

were not only some failings, but some corruptions in each

;

yet, so long as the true marks of a Church are to be found

in her, and these supposed corruptions are not of that nature,

as to hinder either the sincere preaching of the word, or

due administration of the Sacraments ; and men are not
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compelled to approve, but only silently to tolerate snch

failing-s : in such cases, Calvin thinks, there ought to be so

great an hatred of schism, that men should rather bear with

such defects in the Church, than leave her communion
upon the account of them : since there is scarce any Church
which has not some relics of ignorance, and failings of this

nature.

Beza's judgment was exactly the same, as appears from

the answers he gave to persons who moved these very

questions and scruples to him. In his second Epistle to Du
Tillet, he says, " some are greatly offended with those

Churches, which omit the ceremony of breaking the bread

in the eucharist, and retain the custom of putting* the bread

into the communicants'' mouths, instead of their hands, as is

practised among the papists ; and for these faihngs they

condemned those Churches, as g'uilty of profaning' the

Lord's supper, and refused to communicate with them."

Now to these objectors he returns this answer: " Many
things are right, and fit to be done, which yet are not simply

and absolutely necessary : and therefore they who so urge

the necessity of receiving- the bread into their hands, as to

think the Lord's supper is profaned in those Churches,

where the other custom is still retained without superstition,

and much more without impiety, only by the carelessness

and oversight of the pastors, and magistrates, or because

sudden changing would be dangerous
; / fear they them-

selves are rather guilty of some ignorance in these matters,

or of self-conceit, and moroseness. Vereor ut ipsi potius

vel non nulla rerum istarum ignorantia, vel av^a^ua pec-

centy Beza, Ep. 2. ad Joh. Tilium. p. 26.

If Beza judge right, there may be inconvenient customs

and ceremonies retained in a Church, and that by the fault

of the pastors and magistrates too, and yet the communion
of the Church be so far from being profaned thereby, that

they who condemn it, and separate from it upon that ac-

count, are rather to be judged ignorant, and self-conceited

men.

He has a great deal more upon this subject in that Epistle,

the conclusion of which, is to this purpose :
" That they sin
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greatly, hoth against themselves, and their brethren, who,
upon the account of sucli failing-s, or corruptions, disnuiot

their own, and other men's consciences, as it' Christian re-

ligion hiy at stake, anil were ready to be destroyed.—Admit
something- is wrong- done in some Churches : are they there-

fore no Christians, nor to be accounted brethren? As cer-

tainly we do not account them, if we think it unhiwful to

communicate with them. But by tliis means, say they, we
shall partake in their sins. No, this is a wrong- inference.

For, to come rightly prepared to the Lord's supper, it con-
cerns not me to inquire with what conscience other men
come, but my concern is only about my own conscience.

Therefore, though I come with adulterers, and murderers,

and the most profligate wretches, their impurity cannot hurt

me that am pure, and no ways accessory to their faults.

And what I say of morals, I say also of doctrine, in which
both preachers and hearers are many times faulty. Yea, I

will say one thing further, though a minister should admit a
Turk, or a Jew, wittingly or unwittingly, the fault would be
only his, and not mine, and I should come nevertheless to

the Lord's table.—How then can I be polluted by any
Church's failing in some ceremony about the Eucharist?
And why should we for such things deprive ourselves of so
great a benefit, and disquiet the consciences of others ?

But, say they, though w^e be not polluted with their sin, yet
we seem, at least, to cherish their error. Not so neither.

For what can be more absurd, than to accuse a man of
favouring another's foult, who only bears with his brother's

infirmity, in order to gain his person ? If the bread be
given to you without being broken, or if it be put into your
mouth, and not into your hand, these are things you cannot
commend indeed : but as for the fault, it is not committed by
you, but against you. Therefore you may condemn it pri-

vately in your own mind, and also publicly in its proper
season, when there may be hopes of edifying your weak
brethren. But beware you fly not ofi'from communion, of-

fended, as if Christianity lay at stake, and by your pre-

posterous rigour, destroy others, and rob yourself of so

great an advantage." Ibid. p. 29.
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These are those sober counsels, and seasonable advices,

with which Calvin and Beza endeavoured to qualify, and

possess the minds of Protestant people, whenever they

found in them any the least tendency toward a separation.

I have before observed,* that Beza did good service to the

Church of England, in giving the like advice to some dis-

contented persons here, who were so aggrieved at the cere-

monies, that they had thoughts of forsaking the communion

of the Church upon it. But Beza being consulted about that

matter, better advised them. He told them plainly, " Possunf

ac etiam debent multa tolerari, quce tamen recte non frae-

cipiuntur,''' &c. Many things not only may, hut ought to he

tolerated, which are not rightly enjoined. Therefore my
first answer is, that though it is not rightly done, to bring

back those garments into the Church again, at least, in my
opinion; yet seeing they are not of that kind of things,

which are impious in themselves, they do not seem to me to

be of that moment, as that either the pastors thereupon

should forsake their ministry, rather than wear them, or the

flocks forego their public food, rather than hear their pastors

preaching in such garments.—Those things which the pas-

tors have no power to alter, let them bear with, rather than

by deserting their churches, give occasion to Satan to in-

troduce greater, and more dangerous evils, which is the

thing he so earnestly drives at. And to the people our ad-

vice is, that so long as the doctrine continues uncorrupt,

they should, notwithstanding these things, hear it atten-

tively, and use the Sacraments religiously, &c. Ep. xii.

p. 107, 108.

He gives the same advice, with respect to church music,

the cross in baptism ; the interrogatories used in baptism;

the use of unleavened bread, and kneeling- at the Lord's

supper. " Since these things are not idolatrous in them-

selves, I think the same of them, as of those before men-

tioned :" that is, neither the ministers should forsake their

calling, nor the people the communion of the Church,

though they did not altogether like or approve of those

things. •

* Book i. c. 6.



These are ui)t!ei»ial)l«> proof's, that, at least, in the oi'iiilon

of ( 'alvii) and Bcza, some deleets are to l»o tolenitcul in all

Churches, and that sc'iiaralion is not (o bo tnadc^ uj)on the

nccount of siieh inconvoniencies, as it may be better to bear

«ith, than raise a schism in the Churelj aliout ihem,

I must furtlier observe, that the French Cl)urch upon this

princi|)Ie, ever professed a readiness to join in communion
with the Lutheran Churches, notwithstanchng- manv more,

either real, or suj>posed defects, than can be objected to the

Church of England. For, we are told, the Lutherans re-

ceive the use of exorcism in baptism, and the name of the

mass for the Eucharist, and stone altars instead of communion
tables; that they celebrate in unleavened bread, and have

some hymns sung in the Latin tong-ue ; that they retain

imao-es for history, in their Churches, and require auricular

confession in some sort, with other things of the like nature.

Not to mention their doctrines of consubstantiation, ubiquity,

&c. which are known errors, commonly embraced l)v persons

of that con)munion. Yet, notwithstanding- all this, the

French Churches are so far from encouraging a separation

from the Lutheran Churches, that they themselves have ever

most heartily, and readily, as they had occasion, communi-
cated with them. Calvin not only subscribed the Augsburgh
confession,as he himself tells us in his Epistle to Scalingius,*

but says further, that it was both Bucer's opinion,'!" and his

own, that there was no just cause to divide from Luther up-

on the account of those external observances, which he re-

tained in the Church.

And Alting assures us, this was the common opinion of

the reformed divines, who followed Bucer and Calvin. For
proposing this question in his problems, whether the ortho-

dox may lawfully communicate in the Lord's supper with

the Lutherans ? He resolves it in the affirmative, upon these

four arguments. 1. Because they all agree in fundamentals

Ep. Schaliiipjio. p. 113. Nee vero Aiigustanam confessionem repudio,

cui pridcni voleps ac libens, subscripsi, siciiti earn auctor ipse intepietatus

est.

+ Ep. Farello. p. 39. Non patitur Bucerus, ut ob externas illas obser-

vatiunculas a Luthero disjungainur. Nee sane justas esse puto dissidii causas.

VOL. VIII. T
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2, Because men ought to preserve unity in the Church, and
hate schism. 3. Because we have the example of the

Prophets, and of Christ and his Apostles for communicating
in more corrupt Churches than the Lutherans are. 4. Be-

cause the best divines of the last age have approved it, as

Capito, Bucer, Calvin, Martyr, Zanchy, Ursin, Tossanus,

Paraeus, Scuitetus, and others; some of whom, as they had
occasion, did actually communicate with them. Alting,

Theol. Problem. Par. 2. Probl. 18. p. 331.

Mr. Quick himself tells us, that Monsieur Toussaint, pas-

tor of the Church of Orleans, being driven into Germany
by the heat of Persecution, joined himself readily with the

Churches there, and spake honourably of their communion,
even when he was cited before Brentius, Jacobus Andreas,

and other divines of Stutgard, to give an account of his

preaching. He told them, the poor Churches of France

breathed after peace with them, and with all the Churches

of the Augustan confession, and had written for it, and
prayed for it, and these last ten years spilt no other ink but

their own blood in defence of the truth. Quick Introduct.

to the Synodicon. p. 59.

But we have a greater testimony than all these, which is

the determination of the National Synod of Tonneins, 1614.

Cap. 18.* Where treating of expedients for reuniting- the

Protestant Churches, they say, Art. 13. " There are some

points in difference betwixt us and the Lutheran Churches,

wherein our agreement is very easy ; of this nature are the

ceremonies of the Lutheran Churches, which may be ex-

cused, and tolerated, because they are matters of decency,

not necessity."

And again, art. 27. " If a man communicate at the Lord's

table with a person that errs in the doctrine of predestina-

tion, or about the nature of Jesus Christ, or, who believes

that the body of our Lord is every where, in all places at

once ; although this error be very great, yet may it not

trouble him, who is a communicant with him.—And as for

those external ceremonies used, and practised by theLuthe-

* There is a like decree in the second Synod of Charenton, Chap. xxii. p. 297.
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rans, wo Imvo no such ditrerenco, Imt what may he easily

fomposetl."

The satno proposal was made in tho Synod of Vitro, \')H',i,

chap. iv. p. l.jo. ill (ho name of the Kinj;- ol' iSavarre, and
Mr. Chardiou was appointed to negotiate the matter with

the German Churclies.

The proi>osal was again renewed in the Synod of Gap,
1 603. chap. vi. p. 230, where the Assembly ordered letters

to be dispatched to the Universities of England, Germany,
Scotland, Geneva, Basil and Leyden, and to Messieurs de

Gordon and Fontanies in London, intrcating- them to join

with them in effecting the same lioly union ; and that princes

may be engaged to put forth their authority herein, that so

they might be more firmly united among' themselves in the

confession of one and the same doctrine.*

These are truly healing- principles indeed, and proper ex-

pedients for peace and union. And would all tlissenters

from the Church of Eng-land but consent to govern them-
selves by these principles, and pursue the methods pro-

posed by the Synod of Tonneins, I dare be bold to say in

the words of that Synod, that the difference about the cere-

monies used, and practised in our Church, might easily be

composed. For they might excuse and tolerate them at

least, if not approve, and justify them. Our Church's prac-

tice, admitting it to be faulty, is not more corrupt than the

Lutherans, nor her communion more unlawful than theirs

:

and if by the principles of the French Church, a man may
safely communicate with the Lutherans, notwithstanding-

their errors and faults, both in doctrine, and practice, which
are apparently g-reater than any can be pretended in the

Church of England ; 1 see not why, upon the same princi-

ples it will not follow, that the communion of the Church

* See also the third Synod of Rochel, chap. i. p. 263.

F. Turretin, de necessariS. secessione ab Eccles. Romans. Disput. viii.

n. 33. p. -234.

Mat. Bochart. Diallecticon. Sedan. 166'2, 8vo.—It. His dialogue about
the dilTicuUies raised by the missionaries on account of the Synod oV Cha-
rcnton. 1()3I, tolerating^ the communion of Lutherans.

Sam. Bochart. Resp. ad Jcsuitam le Barre de tolerandis Lutheranis, 1661.

T 2
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of England is by all means to be embraced, and separation

to be avoided, even though it were proved that there were

some things faulty, either in the Church's doctrine, or prac-

tice which might admit of a regular and seasonable reforma-

tion. And having said this, I conclude, that whatever way we
consider this matter, the communion of the Church of Eng-
land is justified, and the objections of dissenters truly an-

swered, upon the principles of the French Church; which
either herself practises the very same things that are ex-

cepted against in our communion, as I have prored in most

instances she does, or else commends and approves what
she does not practise ; or, at least, allows them, as things

tolerable, and such as may be borne with, rather than divide

communion, and break the Church's peace : which were the

things I at first undertook to shew from the acts, and de-

crees of the French National Synods, which are the greatest

authority of the reformed Church of France.
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THE CONCLUSION.

CONTAINING A SERIOUS ADDRESS TO DISSENTERS,

AND TO THE REFUGEES OF THE FRENCH CHURCH,

TO JOIN IN CONSTANT, AND FULL COMMUNION

WITH THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND.

I HAVE nothing more to do, but to close this discourse

with a serious exliortation to such persons as are concerned

in it, who are chiefly such dissenters, as make use of the

arjiuments I have examined in tliis Book, to iustifv their

se[jaratioii from the Church of England. To these, whether

hiymen, or teachers, I must take leave to say, and here once

more remind them of it, that they act, and go upon such

principles, as would oblige them to separate from the Frencii

Church, and perhaps all other Protestant Churches.

As to what concerns the communion of laymen in particu-

lar, 1 have plainly made it appear, that scarce any conditions

are required of them in the English Church, but what are

as much insisted on in the Church of F'rance, as well in the

offices of baptism, and the Lord's supper, as other parts of

divine service. If the English Church challenge to herself

a power to decree rites and ceremonies, requiring all her

members peaceably to use and s^ibmit to them; the French

Church does the same in her Councils, and Synods, making

laws about indifferent things, and obliging the people con-

scientiously to obey them. By virtue of this power, she

commands all men to pray kneeling', to receive the Com-
nmnion standing, to baptize their children in the church

only on sermon days, to give them no heathen names,

nor the names of Angel, Baptist, Emanuel, &c. To receive

the Lord's supper in leavened, and comtnon bread only.
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consecrated by a form, delivered with a form, and taken

from the minister's hands only : with many other ceremonies

of the like nature, of which I have given a particular ac-

count in the foregoing- treatise. Now either men must say,

that the Church of England uses but a lawful power, in

prescribing such rites as these, and that all men ought

peaceably to comply with her rules, and join Christianly in

full communion with her ; or else that the French Church

abuses her power likewise, and that there is as great a ne-

cessity to separate from her communion, as from the com-

munion of the Church of England. But if they cannot con-

sent to condemn the French Church, then neither, in justice,

ought they to condemn the English : since the reasons of

communion, and separation are the very same in both, and

he that forsakes the communion of the one, is by his princi-

ples obliged to forsake the other also. When men will take

time to consider this impartially, as here they are called up-

on to do, and directed also in this discourse how to make a

true judgment of the practice of both Churches compared

together, it may then be hoped they will lay aside their

prejudices against the Church of England, and quit those

principles, which, if truly followed, will lead them to sepa-

rate from the French Church, and, it may be, all the

Churches of the reformation.

I say the same, with respect to the teachers also : the very

same reasons and principles that make them keep up, and

maintain separate meetings in England, w^ould oblige them

to do the like in France, were they resolved to pursue the

same measures that they do here. For, conformity, and

uniformity is no less strictly required by the rules of the

French Church, than it is by the English. The/same sub-

scriptions and oaths, and assent and consent, and vows and

covenants, and Canonical obedience are exacted of the

French ministers, as are of us here, and he that will not, or

cannot comply with those conditions, can reg'ularly be no

minister of the French Church. He must either be debarred

from entering into the ministry at first, or be censured,

silenced, and deposed ; if after his subscription to their

Articles, Liturgy, Discipline, or Canons, he acts contrary to
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Ills subscriplioii, or raises any contontlon about fliom.

V\ lion ho is llius doposod, ho must poacoahly suhniit to the

deposition, and leave oil" otHcialirii;- as a minister; not set up
a separate meetin<2f, and preach (when silenced) against the

will of his superiors. The first is agreeable to the rules

both of the French and En<^lish Church, but non-conformists

in England call it sacriIe<:;ious desertion: and therefore they

take the other Avay, and set up separate meeting's, and
preach when silenced by the law, lhoug"h that be as con-

trary to the rules and discipline of the French Church, as it

is to those of the Church of England. Hence it is plain,

that they who set up, and maintain separate meetings in

England, must, upon the same reasons and principles think

themselves obliged to do the same in the French Churcb
also. For it cannot now be protended, that the conditions

of the ministry in the English Church are so vastly different

from the French, that ministers are forced to set up separate

meetings here, which they should not be compelled to do
there: since I have shewn this plea to be groundless, by
examining the particular exceptions made against subscrip-

tion in England ; and proving that the very same, if not

much greater difficulties occur in the subscriptions of the

French Church.

Nor do I see what can be urged further in this case, un-
less it be the business of re-ordination, which some reckon

so great a charge against the act of uniformity ; because it

obliges every beneficiary to receive episcopal ordination,

according to the form, and rites of the Church of England.
But what harm there is in this, I confess, I never yet could

see, and I am sure there is nothing- in it contrary to the

principles or practice of Geneva, nor perhaps, of the whole
French Church. For 1. At Geneva it is their common
practice, whenever they remove a minister from one church
to another, to give him a new and solemn ordination by im-
position of hands, and prayer. This we learn from an
epistle of the pastors of Geneva to those of Berne, which
is among Calvin's Epistles, p. 204. Where speaking of one
Camperel, a minister of Geneva, vvlio ^vas translated to a
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country parish, they say,* " lie ssuifered himself to he or-

dained there by our brother Calvin, &e. And we do not

think that to be a childish pageantry, when a minister is as-

signed to any church by a solemn rite, with public invoca-

tion of the name of God." Now if it be lawful by the

rules of the Church of Geneva, for a minister to receive a

new solemn ordination, when he is translated from one

church to another: why cannot men in England consent to

receive a new ordination, when the law requires it, in order

to settle themselves regularly in any church ? Especially

when it is for the sake of peace and union, and to take ofl"

all manner of doubtfulness, and scruples from the people.

I dispute not now, whether their former ordinations were

valid: it is certain, they are not more valid than those of

Geneva; nor can they themselves think them more valid,

than the ministers of Geneva think tljeirs : wherefore, if it

be lawful at Geneva, for a minister to receive a new ordina-

tion, because the laws require it: I do not see what can

make it unlawful in England to submit to the same thing,

in compliance with the law, when men have no other regu-

lar way to settle themselves in any cure ; let their opinion

of their former ordination be what it will, which comes not

into the present dispute. For, even supposing their former

ordination to be valid, I shew, they may submit to a new or-

dination, without sin : and if they will be peaceable they

ought to do it, after the example of Geneva, rather than set

up separate meetings, and preach against the will of their

superiors, to the disturbance of the peace of the Church.

2. Whether the same thing be practised all over France

that is at Geneva. I have not yet observed : but this we are

certain of, which is more to the purpose, that generally the

French ministers who come over into England, are ready to

receive episcopal ordination, when they can have it. Which
is an argument, that they are neither enemies to episcopal

* l*a$sus est se orditiiiri illic a fratic nostio ("alvino.— Ludiiin piuriUiii

fsse noil putamus, qiiiiin soleniii litu addicitur iini Ecclesia: iiiiiiislcr, cum

publicfi noniinis Uei invocalione.
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power and jurisdiction itsdt", nor think it contrary to the

rules oi' their Cliurch, or the rules of" the Gospel, to receive

a new ordination. And it' those I am speakinji" to, will prove

to the world, that (hey are willing- to imitate the practice,

and walk by the rules of the French Church, they uiust imi-

tate their ministers in this particular, as well as coid'orm in

all other points, wherein I have shewn the agreement of

the two Churches. They are here called upon once more

to shew their conformity, by imitating- the practice of the

French Church, where it is agreeable to the Church of Kng--

land. And sure, they that are jicaceable cannot refuse to

do this, w hich is according- to their own rule of reformation.

To them, therefore, 1 address this discourse, not to men who

are wholly governed by interest, or passion (on whom it is

not likely to make any g-reat impression) but to the reason-

able and the peaceable, who, it is to be hoped, will take it

into their most serious consideration.

My last address, is to those gentlemen of the French

Church, who are fled hither for sanctuary, from the heat and

fury of the late persecution. What I have to say to them,

is, that as they regard the venerable authority of their

own National Synods, and the avowed principles of that

Church, into which they were baptized ; whose doctrine they

profess, and by w hose discipline they are willing to be

governed ; they should vigorously maintain, and assert the

cause of tlie Churcli of England, against all that set up dis-

tinct communions, and unreasonably divide themselves from

her. The French Church, it is certain, by her principles, is

no friend to separation : all her sons, whojmay be supposed

to understand her principles, must needs here join with me :

therefore, if there be any who act otherwise, and either se-

cretly, or openly encourage separation, or any principles

tending thereto, they must be concluded to act as much

against the true interest, and principles of their own Church

as they do against the Church of England. I do not, in

saying this, intend to accuse any, but only warn them against

the force, and subtlety of a dangerous temptation, which

they may be liable to, for want of a right apprehension of

the principles, and constitution of their own Church, or
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those of the Church of England. For, some perhaps may

think, that, because there are different rites and ceremonies

used in the two Churches, that therefore their principles are

different also ; or that because the practice of dissenters in

some thing's comes nearer the practice of the French Church,

than the practice of the Church of England does, that there-

fore the principles of the dissenters are the same with the

French, and their communion rather to be chosen than that

of the Church of England. If any are thus persuaded, I

must take leave to tell them, they understand not truly the

principles of their own Church, and act directly against them.

For it is one grand principle in the French Church, common
to her with the Church of England, that every National

Church has power to appoint what indifferent rites and cere-

monies she judges proper, and expedient for her own edifi-

cation ; and that all the members of any such Church, are

bound in conscience, quietly and peaceably to submit to

those her orders ; and that they who raise contention

about such things, and rather separate than comply with

them, are guilty of a causeless separation. It is another

principle naturally flowing from the former that different

rites in distinct National Churches, make no difference

in the faith, nor ought to hinder the members of one

Church from joining in communion with another ; but that

every one is bound to use the rites and ceremonies of that

Church with which he communicates, though they be diffe-

rent from his own. A Frenchman is bound to receive the

Communion kneeling in the English Church, and an Eng-
lishman to receive it standing in the French Church, because

these are the laws and customs of each communion. Thirdly,

it is a further principle of the French Church, that they who
separate causelessly from their own Church, are not to be

encouraged in their separation by the members of any

other Church, nor to be received into their communion, till

they have made satisfaction to their own Church, Now
supposing all this to be true, it is impossible for any, who
are true members of the French Church, whilst they keep

to their own principles, and act by their own rules, either to

condemn the ceremonies of the English Church, or give any
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countonanco to tlio present separation. For, though some
of our rites may (Jillor from theirs, yet wc are agreed ii> these

common princi[>les, which justify each others rites, and prove

it lawful, yea, necessary, to comply with the customs of

either Church, when we communicate with them : and they

who se[)arate from either Church upon the account of such

things, are justly condemned by the principles of hoth. So
that the practice of our dissenters stands condemned by the

principles of the French Church, even in those things in

which they pretend to imitate her practice : because they

act against those common principles of union, which oblige

all men to comply with the received laws and customs of

their own Church, and not contend about foreign rites, to

cause divisions, and needless separation.

When these things are truly weighed, and considered by
those of the French communion, they cannot but in jus-

tice to their own principles, disclaim both the principles, and
practices of dissenters, and heartily espouse the cause of the

Church of England against the present separation. If any
do not, it is either because they understand not their own
principles, or else act upon particular interest, against the

common interest, and principles of their Church, for which
they are liable to be censured by their own discipline, and
canons, and much more by their National Synods, if ever it

should please God to restore them to the free use and exercise

of their religion in their native soil again. There is this great

reason to engage them to join heartily in communion with the

Church of England, whilst they sojourn here; because in so

doing they keep steady to their own principles, observe their

own discipline, and act by the rules of their National Synods,
which teach them to comply with the laws of the National

Church, wherever they dwell, and more especially the laws
of the English Church, for which their synods profess a most
profound and deep veneration. By this means, they will do
honour to their own Church, and vindicate both her, and
their own reputation : they will do great service, both to the

Church of England, and dissenters, and themselves at once,

by being happy instruments of composing our most unhappy
differences, and convincing those of the adverse party, that
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their separation is not grounded upon any principles, or

parallel practices of the French Church. To be thus instru-

mental in doing good, only by being true to their own prin-

ciples and profession, as it is a j ust debt they )we to religion,

and their mother-church, so it cannot want its reward: since

it is no less glorious, and meritorious an act, to lend an help-

ing hand towards ending a schism in God's Church, than it

is to confess His truth in time of persecution. Thus they

may close, and unite both safely and honourably, with the

Church of England, upon their own principles, and never

find cause to repent of being just and true to their own
rules, whether they continue here, or be restored by God's

blessing to the land of their nativity again.

Whereas, on the contrary, if they unite with dissenters of

any denomination, they must do it upon such principles as

directly contradict their own
;
principles that are neither safe

nor honourable, nor lasting; that tend as much to destroy

the constitution ; and well being of the French Clmrcli, as

of the Church of England. If they close with the indepen-

dents, or give any countenance to that way, they are already

condemned by one of their own National Synods,* which

declares against the Independent Principles, as utterly per-

nicious, and destructive of all order and peace, both ia

Church and state. If they unite with the Presbyterians, they

must no longer maintain the principles of the French
church, which both allows the English Diocesan Episcopacy

as consonant to the word of God, and condemns all manner
of separation from the English Church (whether upon the

account of episcopacy, or any other reason) as utterly sinful,

and unlawful. These principles cannot possibly consist with

the present principles, and practices of the English Presby-

terians, who labour for the extirpation of Episcopacy, as a

thing repugnant to the word of God, and offer many other

pleas to justify separation. So that, as all the members of

the French Church regard their own principles, and reve-

rence the authority of their National Synods, and tender the

* Synod of Charenton, IWt. cited Book i. c. 1.
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welfare of their own constitution, they nro oblij:»-cd in honour,

interest, and conseicnce, to (lisfinf;-ui'>;h thcMnsclvos npon this

occasion, and shew thiMr dislike of the present separation.

Otherwise, those very Synods, which now they esteem their

glory, will only remain lastinii;- monuments of their reproach

;

as authentic records, and bodies of good laws are but regis-

ters of men''s disgrace, when they confute their principles by

tlieir practice. I hope there are no French confessors in Eng-

land, who will not take care to avoid this censure, and have

both the honesty, and courage to own their principles here,

as they have done elsewhere upon other occasions, in the

severest times of persecution. And then, if ever it shall

please God to restore them to their ancient rights and privi-

leges, they may return triumphant without blemish, or

reproach ; having neither denied their faith, nor deserted

their principles, nor cancelled their discipline, nor opened a

way, by a bad example, for others in like manner to break in

upon tlieir establishment, and destroy the union of their

Churches ; which it has been the wisdom of their National

Synods, w ith so great care to maintain and preserve. They

might then also return with Episcopal dignity, if they pleased,

more strictly united to us; and that perhaps might make

way for a more general union of all Christians ; which if it

could be once accomplished, as one of their Synods words

it,* " We should then be more considerable, and ministers

might preach with more authority, and greater success than

ever." I pray God prosper all honest designs that are used

to promote so glorious an end, and give every man grace to

follow after the things which make for peace, and things

wherewith one may edify another.

* Synod of Tonneins, I6J-1-. cap. 18. art. 21.

FINIS.
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ADDRESS.

TiiK following- Preface by my learned Ancestor, now

printed from the original manuscript in my possession, ap-

pears to have been written by him preparatory to an intended

publication of the Sermon to which it refers. But that in-

tention he did not carry into execution
;
probably from a

desire not to keep alive or add acrimony to a spirit of con-

troversy, which liad for some time been too prevalent. As,

however, this and the following- Sermon are evidently the

result of deep research, and afford a very striking- proof of

the intimate knowledg-e of the doctrines of Antiquity, which

the Author had acquired at a comparatively early age, hav-

ing been, when he delivered them, only in his 27th and 28th

years ; and further, as there can be no danger, that the pub-

lication of these Discourses will excite at this period any of

those personal or angry feeling-s, which my great Grand-

father might perhaps have apprehended, I conceive it will

be interesting, if not otherwise more importantly useful, to

many studious and learned readers, to have an opportunity

of perusing the statements and opinions, on abstruse and

much controverted subjects of Theology, which were enter-

tained by the Fathers, and other earliest writers, of the

Church, as extracted from their authenticated writinc-s, and

discussed and commented on by the devout Author of the

Antiquities of the Christian Church.

RICHARD BINGHAM, Editor.

VOL. VUI. U



THE AUTHOR'S PREFACE.

It is to prevent all future calumnies and misrepresenta-

tions, which, with a little wit, and a great deal of unchristian

passion, I have experimented to be some men's best argu-

ments, that I have published the following discourse. I

hope it will, in some measure, do justice to the doctrine of

Antiquit}^, which it only defends, to its author, and to the in-

genuous reader, who will, without prejudice, peruse and

consider it. That it may the better do all this, before I let

the reader into the discourse itself, I will detain him a little

with a short account of the true state of the present contro-

versy ; and tell him what was the occasion of preaching this

discourse, and what the necessity of publishing it.

1. As to the state of the present controversy: the ques-

tion betwixt the preacher, and those gentlemen, who cen-

sured him, is not (what some might be apt to imagine from

the late decree) whether the Three Persons be Three Sub-

stances, as substance signifies nature and essence ; or whe-

ther they be individual substances divided from one another,

as human individuals are; both these the preacher ab-

solutely denies ; but the question is, whether the formal

notion and definition of a person be not an individual in-

telligent substance 1 Whether the Fathers have not two
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notions of (ho term substantia, tho ono sif^nifyitif;- common
nature, and the other particular or indivithial suhstance'?

And \vhcth(M-, according" to those diU'erent notions of sub-

stance, they do not assert, that the Three Divine Persons are

three inchvithial substances in one sense, as well as one

substance in another ? The preacher pretends only to fol-

low the doctrine of the Primitive Fathers, and tlie iud<'-tnent

of Antiquity ; and does not deny the three Persons to be unius

substantia'^ or onosaisq, of one substance or consubstan-

tial, in any sense that the Primitive Fathers believed them to

be so: but he asserts that the Schoolmen, since the time of

the Council of Lateran under Innocent the 3d, have taken

one substance in another sense than the Fathers did, and

that has been the original of all the confusion. This is the

true state of the question as proposed by the preacher: and

it being- a pure question of fact, whether the Fathers have

used and allowed this twofold notion of substance, he thinks

it ought only to be determined by producing ancient authori-

ties; and not by the judg-ment of the Schoolmen, or Calvin,

or any other Modern Authors.

2. Next for the occasion of preaching the sermon : it

was not,'' as one maliciously insinuates, that the author

might ingratiate himself with the Dean of St. PauFsJ or any

other person. All that know the preacher's conversation

will think otherwise of him ; but it was purely to hint to

others, what he had satisfied himself was true. He had for

some time been consulting originals, w liich all men have

not opportunity, or time, or will to do, and he was sorry to

find the genuine sense of Antiquity violently run down,

none interposing, though many be sensible of it,under the pre-

* Author of Ihfi Preface to the Hist of Valent. Gentil. p. 5.

+ Dr. Sherlock, afterwards Bishop of London.

V 2
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tence of being- Tritheism. Therefore having acquainted

himself a little in the knowledge of this controversy by perus-

ing" and comparing- the writings of ancient and modern au-

thors ; and having especially observed a different style and

explication in the Fathers from that of the Schoolmen ; and

some propositions advanced b}' the latter contradicting- those

that were asserted by the former, which contradictions are

proved in the sermon ; having- further observed, what he

thinks very material, though not mentioned in the sermon,

that Luther and his followers had generally rejected the in-

novations of the Council of Lateran and the Schoolmen in

this particular ; and that many of them had asserted three

individual real substances in opposition to modes and rela-

tion, as he from the Fathers did ; that they accused some of

the Calvinists of Sabellianisra for defining person by a rpoTrog

virap^iijog ',
and further having- observed the Calvinists to

be generally accused by learned men for their new doctrine

of Autotheanism, and for following the Schoolmen's niceties

more than the plain sense of the Council of Nice in their

explications of this great article •, I say, having observed

these and many other things relating to this controversy,

he thought it his duty, having an opportunity to preach

before the learned body of the University, to take notice of

some of the principal innovations of the Schoolmen, and those

modern authors, who refining upon the Schoolmen's hypo-

thesis, had tacitly and in effect charged Tritheism upon the

Fathers. He found the Fathers wounded through Dr. Sher-

lock's sides ; whilst he was condemned for saying many

thinofs, which the Fathers had said before him. He found

the Fathers had made the terms, person and individual intel-

ligent substance, convertible ; and had maintained three

such persons against Sabellius. He found nature and sub-
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slanco, «nr/a aiul essentia, nlways explained hy 8ucli a nature,

as woukl admit of three distinct individuals. Lastly, lie

louiid all the arguments of the contrary hypothesis ground-

ed upon one fundamental mistake, viz. that the Fathers by

ofxoHa'ioq^ and una substantia always understood a singular

individual substance; whereas there is nothing- more evident,

to those, who look into the Fathers, than that by ofiosmoc;, and

una substantia, they mean such a substance or essence, as

three numerical or individual substances may entirely par-

take of: and three such individual substances or persons,

not being- essentially different, but all of one unalterable

and immutable Divine Nature, they therefore called one

substance, nature or essence, and in the same sense One
Divinity or One God; adding- some other sorts of unity,

which are summed up in the close of the sermon.

These are the true and only reasons that engaged him in

this undertaking. It was only to vindicate the genuine

sense of Antiquity, viz. the true sense of one substance

and three persons, from the corruptions of the Schoolmen

and the defenders of the innovation of the Lateran Council.

Luther and his part of the reformation had done the same

before : and the Church of England, professing to follow

the sense of the four first General Councils, might be pre-

sumed to defend one substance and thrae persons in the true

old sense too
;
since she had no where declared against it.

And then it could be no innovation, much less Heresy or

Tritheism to endeavour to reduce old words to their first and

primitive signification. This and nothing else the reader

will find to be the whole design of the following discourse.

And that I presume, with unprejudiced men, will justify the

undertaking.

3. The reason why it appears abroad now, and not before,

is principally to confute the unjust calumnies of a nameless
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author, who writes Marginal Annotations upon the lii'e of

Valentinus Gentilis. It is there pretended more than once,

that the Oxford Preacher, amongst the rest of the followers

of Dr. Sherlock, has condemned the Nicene Council, and

cast away the usual terms of the Catholic Church, (o/.tosCT(oi',

tima, hypostasis, una substantia, and the like,) introducing

new ones in the room.* Now allowing men may have a right

to censure a doctrine; yet I hope no one will pretend to have

a right to misrepresent and calumniate it. Yet this is such

an egregious calumny as no one would have been guilty of,

but he that is resolved to undermine the defenders of the

Primitive Faith, by the same arts, that the great enemy of

mankind did its first professors. It is too usual, with men

who want better arguments, to betake themselves to misre-

presentations and blackening calumnies: that being the

surest way to undermine the credit and reputation of any

author or doctrine ; to say something of them, which will

render them odious to the generality of mankind: Fortitei'

calurnniare et aliquid adhcerebit.

But the greater any calumny is, the more easily it is ex-

posed, when it is once laid open. And there needs nothing

more to lay open this calumny, but only to give every in-

genuous reader an opportunity to see, and judge of the ser-

mon itself, and what is therein asserted. If he finds me
rejecting or quarrelling" with any one of the ancient terms, I

desire no more favour at his hands, than I have had justice

from the animadverting* annotator. But if I have done no-

thing of this nature to give the least occasion for such a

slander; but on the contrary have endeavoured to clear and

vindicate the old words from novel and corrupted senses, and

have put the true ancient valor and signitication on them
;

* Life of Gentil., p. 24 and 43.
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if [ liiivo put things in a fairer light, by distinguishing- tlio dif-

ferent senses of words, and shewing- how the Fathers said

tliree substances and one substance without a contra-

diction ; if I have made the doctrine intellig-ible, and shewn

the explication to be every way agreeable to the Council of

Nice, and the expressions of the Primitive Fathers; whose

sense and doctrine 1 only undertake to defend ; then I hope

every candid reader will free this discourse from the unjust

imputation, which the annotator has endeavoured to fix

upon it.

I do not here in the least reflect upon any one of those wor-

thy gentlemen, who thought it their duty to censure the ser-

mon, I could have wished for their own sakes indeed and the

sake of the public, that they had done it a little more delibe-

rately, and given me that month's time I desired; that I might

have tendered my sermon to them, and given them a sight

of my reasons, before they had censured me without hearing

all that I had to say. And I could have wished also, they

had told the world, that T asserted an Indivisible Unity of

the Godhead, as well as Three Individual Substances; and

further should have been glad to have seen what notion they

have of the Three Persons ; what the definition of a person

is; why the old definition of it, rationalis naturce indi-

vidua substantia, will not serve us as well as the Primitive

Fathers ; why it must now be discarded, and those reckoned

enemies to truth, who only stand up for it "? If we must not

believe the Three Persons to be Individual Substances, they

would have done well to have determined what they are,

that at least others might have known what to have believed,

as well as what not to have believed ; since it is not a nega-

tive faith or a not believing of errors, but a positive belief

of truth, that makes a man an orthodox Christian : and now
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that the notion of person was come to be disputed, it was

necessary to have determined Karaa/ctva'^tKwc w hat a person

was. But these things were left all to their own discretion,

and I only modestly therefore touch upon them. I hope

they will pardon me, if for the future I endeavour to do the

truth and myself justice, and free both from the malicious

calumnies of others ; still always retaining a decent respect

for their characters, and examining- reasons without the least

unbecoming reflections on their persons.

The only thing I design to examine, is, on which side the

Fathers stand in this dispute : which is a thing, I presume,

may be fairly done by producing testimonies without any

heat or passion on either side (if men so please) or without

any prejudice to religion. And when all is done, indifferent

readers must be judges at the last ; since this is a controversy

that will not be decided by decrees, but only by authorities

from the Fathers.

Therefore I must desire the reader to take particular

notice of one thing more ; viz, that what the publisher of

the Life of Valentinus Gentilis has said further, with a

malicious design to bring all the odium he could upon us,

may be answered in one word ; that it is as impertinent as it

is malicious; being it relates not at all to the present debate.

For the question now is not, what Calvin and some of his

followers have thought (some, I say ; for they are not all of

his opinion), but what the Fathers have said upon the sub-

ject. If the Fathers prove at last to be of the Preacher's

opinion, Calvin's authority will weigh no more, with any

reasonable man, in this case against Antiquity, than it does

in the business of episcopacy ; in which point we think we

have just reason to dissent from him. Besides that many of

the Lutherans, as I have hinted before, do explode both
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Calvin and the Schoolmen too, for following- the error of iho

Council of Lateraii in this very point. So lh;it if mocKirn

authorities signify any thing" in tliis debate,! can easily upon

occasion set the one against the other. But Avlicn our in-

quiry is about Anticjuity, all these authorities arc foreig-n to

the business in hand ; and therefore to condemn the doctrine

of three individual substances and one substance, which

are always to be put together, though the decree did not

do it; I say, to condemn this doctrine from the authority of

Calvin or the Senate of Berne, is just as if a man should

prove the novelty of Arminianism from the Synod of Dort,

or the antiquity of Transubstantiation from the Council of

Trent.

Yet the reader may please to consider, that this is not said

to vindicate the heresy of Valent. Gentilis, who was certain-

ly an Arian and a professed enemy to the Council of Nice

;

for which Council the Christian world justly preserves a

perpetual veneration. But I must withal add, that the heresy

of Gentilis did not consist in asserting the Three Persons to

be three single substances, of the same nature, equal to

one another in all things: for this I shall shew hereafter to

have been the true sense of the Council of Nice, and what

Gentilis would never allow ; who denied the equality of the

Son and made Him a finite circumscriptible Substance

:

adding many other heterodoxies and foolish absurdities,

which were attended with many contradictions. I believe I

shall be able to oblige the reader with a much clearer ac-

count of that heretic's opinions, than has lately been done
;

but it is wholly impertinent to the present debate; and

therefore I shall confine myself to the business of Antiquity

and endeavour to clear that point first. The arguments I

shall add to the sermon shall be proposed fairly with honesty
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and integrity, and with what strength and clearness I can

give them ; and the more to recommend them, with that

decency and temper, in a calm manner, as becomes a Chris-

tian disputant. So that if I do not satisfy all men with the

strength of my arguments, yet I hope all the sober and

rational part of mankind, though differing in opinion, will

be satisfied with the manner of proposing them. If there

be any loose unguarded expressions in the sermon, being it

was never designed for the press, had not some men's

calumnies extorted it, I hope the reader will overlook them :

to prevent further calumnies I was resolved to make no al-

terations, being pretty well assured, the substance of it will

admit of no material objection to which I shall not be able

to return a fair and solid answer.

I must tell the reader one thing further ; that he will find

some few additions here and there : but generally they are

such as I had before prepared to speak, yet was forced to

omit, to bring myself within compass. All such additions

are included within these marks
[ ]: so that the sermon as

it was preached still remains entire ; and every reader may

judge of it for himself. I desire no other favour at his

hands, but common justice and humanity ; that he will think

without prejudice and judge without partiality ; that he will

read with the same temper I now endeavour to write, and

pass no hasty censure before he has seen and considered

the reasons that are offered him. If they be unsatisfactory,

yet still I can say I meant well, and hope I deserve a candid

ingenuous censure.

J. B.
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()i\ THE TRINI'I V

1st JOHN, Chap. v. Veu. 7.

There are Three that bear record in Heaven^ the Father,

the f'Vord, and the Holy Ghost: and these Three are

One.

Though there be no article in our creed more necessary

to be known and understood, because none more necessary

to bo believed, than the doctrine of the Trinity : yet perhaps

there is no one thing- in the whole body of Divinity, wo
are generally less ashamed to own ourselves ignorant of,

than this most necessary article of religion. Most men are

so possessed with a sense of its darkness and obscurity, that

they avoid all enquiries of this nature, as utterly despairing-

of ever attaining- any tolerable notion of it. But I wish, this

do not rather reflect upon the honour of our religion, as if it

oblig-ed us to believe something-, which no one will pretend

to give a rational account of: if so, the Oracles of God are

as dark and unintelligible as the Oracles of Apollo ; and we

must verify that ancient calumny, so often objected by the

Heathens to the Primitive Christians, but as oft with scorn

ag-ain by them rejected :
"

/uji tstVo^e, dXkd irLartvaovy kui tj

TTi'^ig as awaei tre," as Origen give it in the words of Celsus,

" Never enquire, hut believe, and yourfaith will save you.''

Certainly faith presupposes a competent degree of know-

ledge, and knowledge a competent idea of the object to be
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known : else a man may be saved by a faith of words,

without sense, and a confident behef of he knows not what.

[This T presume shews us the necessity of having- some tole-

rable knowledg-e of the doctrine of the Trinity, thoug-h we
can never attain to a full comprehension of it.]

And yet after all, it must be confessed, that this article,

according to some authors' explication of it, is one of

the most obscure, unintelligible, not to say inconsistent

things in the world, and were this obscurity justly charg-ea-

ble upon the doctrine itself, it w'ere perhaps a very just and

rational prejudice ag-ainst it : it were enong-h at least to make
us despair of ever g'iving either ourselves or others any tole-

rable satisfaction concerning it. But if this obscurity be

wholly owing to a sect of men, whose business was to invent

novelties, and make new additions to old doctrines, for Gene-

ral Councils afterwards to improve into Articles of Faith: I

say, if the Schoolmen, and their admirers since, who only

drain their fountains, have spoken some things unintelli-

gibly of this doctrine, and utterly inconsistent with them-

selves, we are not obliged to believe or follow them in all

their usurpations : we may safely leave them where they

have left Antiquity, and seek for a clearer notion from better

expositors: and these certainly were the Fathers, who
wrote since the Council of Nice against the heresy of Arius.

It is manifest to any one, who will but be at the pains to

compare the doctrine of the Fathers and Schoolmen together,

that the latter have made a very great deviation in this par-

ticular from the former, and have advanced several propo-

sitions quite contradictory to the Fathers, whence it is no

wonder, that, mixing truth with error, they have spoken in-

consistently with themselves and unintelligibly to their

readers.

Some of their deviations will manifestly appear from w hat

will be hereafter said : at present 1 shall only mention one re-

lating to the notion of Three Persons, which I design to make
the main subject of the following discourse. It is agreed both

by Fathers and Schoolmen, that the notion of person is an in-

dividual substance of a rational or ititelligenf nature, ratio-

nalis natures individua substantia ; according to the defini-
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tion g"ivon by Bootiiis, w ho speaks tlio sonsc of the Fiitlicrs

and is not rejectetl by tlic Schoolmen. It is af^rced further,

at least in expression, that there are Three such Persons in

the Godhead, really distinct from one another : thus far they

are agreed. [And one nuoht reasonably now expect to hear,

that, accordino- to this notion and discourse, they should both

a^ree further in asscrtinof three individual subtances in the

Unity of the Godhead. This is certainly the natural conse-

quence of allowing- three persons, whereof every one is an

individual substance.] But heroin they differ.

The Fathers, speaking- consistently with themselves, and

agreeably to their definition of the term Person, say that in

the same sense that there are three persons, and every one of

those an individual substance, in that sense there are three

distinct substances too, that is, Tliree Minds or Spirits in the

Unity of the Godhead. Yet in another sense they safely say,

without a contradiction, that there is but one undivided sub-

stance in the Godhead, viz. by virtue of a community of na-

ture, and inseparable union ; as well as three individual sub-

stances by virtue of their real distinction. And this is no

absurdity nor inconceivable thing : for three substances

may be actually united into one, and yet remain distinct

without confusion. Three ang-els or spirits, suppose they

were united into one being (and that is no impossible

supposition) would still be three distinct substances; thoug-h

in another sense they might rationally be likewise said to

be one individual substance [by virtue of that common
angelic nature of which they all partake] or one undivided

being- by virtue of their actual union. In like manner, the

Fathers tell us,Three Infinite and Eternal Beings, still remain-

ing- distinct without confusion, are in a more exquisite man-

ner One : because their union is absolutely natural, necessa-

ry and eternal ; they are as necessarily three as one, and as

necessarily one [by union] as three [by distinction, without

separation or division.] And this notion of Unity in Trini-

ty, given us by Antiquity, is, I conceive, a very rational and

intelligible account of the Unity of the Divine Natiire in a

Trinity of Persons : for by this we need neither confound

the persons nor divide the substance.
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But on the other hand, the Schoohnen, though they allow

a person to be an individual substance, and say that there

are three such persons in the Godhead, yet they commonly
deny three individual substances, in any sense : and assert

that the Divine Nature is absolutely a single substance ut-

terly exclusive of three ; as the nature of a single Angel is a

simply individual substance : which is a manifest deviation

from the doctrine of the Fathers, and is in effect to say, that

three persons are but one person ; which without a great

deal of subtlety and nice unintelligible distinctions, will

hardly be freed from a contradiction.

Others there are, who have still refined upon the School-

men's notion and more corrupted the genuine sense of Anti

quity, by introducing new and foreign senses of the term

person, which were never heard of in the Catholic Church
before. So that the very words are now become a matter

of dispute and controversy, and almost as much a mystery

as the very mystery they were designed to unfold.

In order therefore to contribute something towards the

clearing this controversy, I shall propose these four things to

be the subject of this and another discourse.

1. To consider the notions which some modern authors

have given of the term person, and shew how unfit it is in

their sense to explain the distinction which both Scripture

and Antiquity put betwixt Father, Son and Holy Ghost.

2. To shew that the Fathers did believe the Three Persons

to be three distinct individual substances in one sense, as

well as one substance in another.

3. That this notion is most agreeable to the sense of

Scripture.

4. That it is very consistent with any notion the Fathers

had of the Unity of the Godhead.

And this I conceive will be a just exposition and intelli-

gible account of the Apostle's words, " There are three, &c."

but at present I can only dispatch the two first.

And here I purposely omit all disputes concerning the ori-

ginal and authority of this text, as no way relating to the

business in hand: since no one, with whom we are at pre-

sent concerned, can pretend to raise any scruple about it.
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Ami iIh' leanii'd |)i. Haiiitiiond will i>iv«> any man siillicicnt

satisliufion <c)iKori>in<^- it; wliu shews that it was aiicioiillv

reail in the copies usetl by Cyprian and 'I'ertiilliaii, wliieh

was loHii' before Arianism was ever set on foot in the world

or dreamed of: and that the first corruptors of the text were

the Arians themselves, as he proves from the testimonies of

St. Ambrose and St. Jerome, who cliarge them with the

erasino" of it.

I omit likewise all direct proofs of the Divinity of the Son

and of the Holy Ghost, as a thing- presupposed by all good
Catholics, antl no ways necessary to be insisted on in an en-

quiry of this nature, which takes it for granted that they are

truly divine, and upon that supposition proceeds to en-

quire, whether according" to the representation made us in

Scripture and Antiquity it can be rationally conceived and
understood, that there are Three who are truly distinct from

one another and yet truly One without a contradiction ; that

the thing is possible and conceivable, is what I hope clearly

to evince.

But first we are to consider the notions which some
modern authors give of the term person, and shew how^ un-

fit it is in their sense to explain the distinction of the Trinity.

Some Protestant authors, no doubt in their zeal for Chris-

tianity, thinking' to confute their Socinian adversaries and
force them to own three Persons in the Godhead, have for-

saken the ancient ecclesiastical notion of the term person,

and taken up with the antiquated and foreign sense of it; that

T mean so much contended for by Laurentius Valla,* in the

sixth book of his Elegancies 34th Chapter, as the only true

Latin notion of it : in which acceptation it signifies, not a

substance but only a mode, an office, an habitude or quality;

in which sense one and the same man (to go no further for

an instance) may sustain no less than an hundred or a thou-

sand persons : i. e. as many persons as there are different

relations, circumstances or capacities, under which he may
either act or be conceived.

* Valla Rlegant. 1. 6. c. 3i.
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Now it is true, this is one very proper and ancient sig-

nification of the word person in the Latin tongue, and may
very well he allowed in criticism ; but it is to be feared, it

will not so well answer the end of relig-ion, nor g-ive us that

true distinction which the Scripture seems to put betwixt

Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. For according- to this hypo-
thesis, the Father alone may sustain three persons and the

Son as many, and the Holy Ghost as many : and so instead

of a Trinity we shall have an endless number of persons mul-
tiplied in infinitum. It is easy to conceive one single

person to be three persons in this sense, which if we allow,

it is as easy to tell what heresies have gained their point.

This opens a way to those ancient heresies so often condemn-
ed by the Primitive Church under the names of Praxeas,

Noetus Samosetenus and Sabellius : and this is not to con-

fute the Socinian, but really to yield up the cause to him,

who will not scruple here to join issue with us, and profess

it in his creed, that he believes three persons in the God-
head, if we will once give it under our hands, that by person

we mean no more than this. [This, if I mistake not, is how-
ever the very thing, which Sabellius of old contended for,

and made the first article of his creed : i. e. taking person

to signify an individual or particular substance, so there was
but one single person in the Godhead ; but rpia Tr^oauiira,

and tres personce, let Sabellius have the interpretation of

them himselfto make them sig-nify only office or mode or quali-

ty, in this sense they were his own terms ; and he could safely

allow three persons or more in one single substance without

any detriment to his own hypothesis.] And this I think is

sufficient reason to discard this notion of the word person

from the doctrine of the Trinity : because if closely followed

and maintained, it must bring us at last to those very here-

sies, which wc most studiously design to avoid.

Another disallovvable notion, taken from some of the

Schoolmen and not much unlike the former, is, that the Three
Persons are only one single substance under three modes of

subsisting : i. e. That the same single individual Divine

substance is in the Father as quid ingcnitum, in the Son as

quid genitum, in the Holy Ghost as quid procedens. These
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men take substance in tlie strictest sense of that word, as it

sig-nifies a single substance utterly exclusive oftliree in any

sense.

But then this hypothesis is only words, that leave us more
in the dark than we were before, and labours under very

g^reat absurdities: for to say that one single substance, in

their sense of substance, subsists in three persons by three

modes of sul)sisting-, is what no man clearly understands.

Besides that it makes the persons only three modes [at

least two of them as distinct from the first must needs

be mere modes], and not t7'es res subsistentes ; to deny
which is Sabellianism, because it confounds the persons into

one. And further it will reduce us to this difficulty, and
oblig-e us to say, that the same single substance., or person,

is both getiitum and ingeuitum, both Father and Son, which
cannot be freed from a contradiction.

I know indeed this hypothesis is usually fathered upon
the author of the Exposltio Fidei, under the name of Justin

Martyr : for the critics are agreed that that treatise is none
of his. That author says, that the three persons in the Tri-

nity do not difi'er in nature, but only b}- three different rpoVoi

virdfy^dwr, or different modes of subsisting -^ hence some very

illogically concluded, that person and Tpoirog viraQ^noq were
synonimous terras ; as if three persons were merely three

abstracts and not three things, as well as three modes of

subsisting, whereas that author gives no countenance to such

a wide conclusion. For his notion is quite different, but, as

he explains it, very rational and intelligible. For he tells us,

in the explication of it, that Adam and those that came of

him (suppose Eve and Seth) do not differ in nature, but

only by a different rpoiroQ vTvdp^iwq, by having that common
nature three different ways.

Adam, suppose, had his existence from God alone by imme-
diate creation out of dust

;
and that was his rjooTrocuVa'pstwc:

Eve had the same nature, but by a different mode of existing,

and that was by beinij- created out of the rib of man : u^.d

Seth had the very same nature, but by a different way from

them both, viz. by being begotten, not created immediately

by God as they were. This, though I have somewhat en-

VOL. VIII. X
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larged and paraphrased the words, is that author's notion of

Tpowog uVa'p^Ewc, common to him with many others ; whence
a man might as well conclude, that Adam and Eve and Seth

were three mere modes of the same single substance, as

that the three Persons in the Trinity are only three modes
of subsisting-; for he says the same of both.* It is plain

therefore that author meant, by nature, common nature, of

which several individual substances might partake ; and by

persons, three such substances partaking- of that common
nature ; and by rpoirog vVap^fwc, the different ways that

three such beings might partake of one common nature : so

that in his sense he might rationally say, the three Divine

Persons (meaning three divine individual substances) did

not differ in nature, but only by different rpoTroi vTrdp^eojg,

by partaking of that one common nature three different

ways : the Father's rpoTrog being dyevvijaia, or existing from

none : the Son's yiwiiaig, as receiving his Being- from the

Father, and the Holy Ghost's iKTroptvmg, as receiving Being

from both. This is a rational and intelligible account of

three persons in one nature, and agreeable to the sense of

all the primitive Fathers ; who took not nature for a single

individual substance, but for a common nature or sub-

stance, that rnight be contained without division in many
particular individuals, so that they, who fix this notion, of

three persons being merely three modes of subsisting with-

out three substances that distinctly subsist, upon this author,

do manifest injury both to him and all antiquity ; as I come
now more particularly to prove, by proceeding in the

2nd place to shew, that the Fathers by three persons al-

ways understand three distinct individual substances really

distinct from one another, though at the same time they

* Pseudo. Just. Exposit. fid. p. .374. 'Qg yap 6 ASufi, km rot y'ivvr]uiv firi

TrpoffJ/Ka/ufvoc, toiq IS, clvth yivvi]Qtiai Kara to Ti]g ia'iaQ ravrbv hg KOii'wviav

<Tvvdimrai, srwc hSeIq Xoyog to koivov Tfjg saiag ra IlarpoQ irpbg tov Yiov Kcii

Tirtivlvfia SiaffTraaai C^id to aysw/jrov Svvtjfftrai, h. e. As Adam, though he

was himself unbegotten, yet partakes of the very same nature with those

that are begotten of him, by an identity, or sametiess of substance ; so the

community of substance, which is betwixt Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, is

not destroyed by the Father's being unbegotten.
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believe them to be one substance in another sense, us shall

be shown in its proper plauo.

But because this doctrine is very liable to be mistaken, I

must hero briefly premise two thinj^s, in order to state and

settle a little more clearly the true notion of unity and dis-

tinction.

1st. I desire it may be observed, that by three distinct sub-

stances the Fathers do not mean three of a different nature,

butonlv three numerical substances agreeing in one common
nature, which unity of nature is suflicient to denominate any

three substances one nature, though not one individual

being- : for three men or throe Angels are, in their sense,

but one nature, yet not one undivided being, because sepa-

rated and divided from each other. Therefore it must be

observed further,

2ndly. That by three distinct substances they mean not

three actually divided or separated from each other; but

three, who by virtue of their infinity must bo conceived most
inseparably and eternally united into one, yet with distinc-

tion and without confusion.

Thus in short the Fathers reconciled their notion of a

Trinity with the Unity of the Godliead, making- the three

persons what we call specifically one by an unity of nature,

and numerically one by an undivided union: so that according

to their notion something more is required than a bare spe-

cific unity to make three persons one being [as well as three
;]

and that is actual union without confusion : which is the

closest unity three persons are capable of without being

confounded into one.

Some other notions of unity will be considered, and those

more fully explained in their proper place ; but thus much
was necessary to be premised at present in order to prevent

the heavy charge of Tritheism, which some have so li-

berally, but most unjustly, bestowed upon this hypothe-

sis ; thereby arraigning all antiquity at once and condemn-
ing the most genuine sense of all the best and primitive

Fathers.

The proposition now to be shewn I could make good with

great variety of arguments: but they will not come within

X 2



308 SERMON ON

the compass of a sermon, therefore I shall content myself

barely to hint a few, and to insist upon one which I think

will be an infallible argument ag-ainst the Schoolmen.

Arg-. 1. Now then first, the very definition, which the an-

cients g-ive of persona and hypostasis does fully evince the

thesis, for if one person be defined rationalis naturce indi-

vidua substantia, then three persons must be rationalis na^

turce tres individucs substantice ,• unless the Schoolmen can

teach us to distinguish between the definition and the thing

defined. [It is true the schools retain this very definition,

as well as the term persona itself; but every man sees, it is ut-

terly inconsistent with their hypothesis of an absolutely single

substance, and therefore vihilst the Fathers speak sense and

reason, in allowins: the three Persons to be three Substances

in one sense as well as one Substance only in another, the

Schoolmen, wha deny them to be three real Substances in

any sense, are justly charg-ed with a contradiction.]

Arg. 2. The Fathers expressly say, that there are three

Substances in the Trinity, taking them for individual Sub-

stances agreeing in one common nature : and they tell us

further, that to say there is but one absolutely single Sub-
stance in that sense, is heresy, and particularly the heresy

of Sabellius. [There is nothing more certain than that the

Greeks by hypostasis always mean substance and not mere
modes or qualities: sometimes it signifies substance or nature

in general, the same with the known senses of sma and es-

sentia ; but more commonly it is used by them for a parti-

cular substance or individual: and yet in this sense, it is

well known they always said there were three hypostases

against Sabellius, i. e. three distinct individual substances

of the same common nature. In compliance with whom,
the Latins, using the word substantia in the same sense, say

against the same heretic that there are three Substances in

the Trinity. St. Hilary in particular* asserts that they are per
substaritiam tria ; and that there is, propria unius cujus-

que substantia,] and upon this account they rejected the

Hilar, de Synod, p. 227.
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words i^iovottfjiot: and TiwroHatoi:, and eveii ofiohaiar ilsulf,

whenever it was abused to signify a particular substance.

Arg-. 3. They expressly tell us, that wlien tliey say the

three Divine Persons are of one nature and one sul)stance,

they then take substance in a hng-er sense, for nature and

essence in general wliich never subsists l)ut in particuhirs:

so that by the three Persons being- ofxoHcrioi, they only mean

that they are not tTtfiosmoi, of a different nature from one

another. Thus they often exphiin themselves, when they

distino-uish betwixt Hfria and hypothesis, as betwixt a g-ene-

ral and |)articular substance.

And all tliis is pretty fairly owned by Estius himself,* who

tells us, that when the Arians demanded of the Orthodox

what the three persons were, they would not then say they

were ires Res, or tres Entes, or tria Entia, for fear of

seeming- to own with them that there were three distinct

essences of a different nature and unequal to one another, but

that at other times they made no scruple to assert that they

were tres Res and tria Eutia. Now what are tres Res and tria

Entia, but three individual substances, unless they be mere

modes and accidents 1 If substances, then immaterial, if im-

material, then rational and intelligent Beings, if rational

and intelligent, then three Minds or Spirits ;
unless there be

any other intelligent substances besides minds or spirits.

This deduction is clear and rational, and agreeable to the

sense of all antiquity ; who in their discourses of the Trinity

always distinguish betwixt general and particular substance
;

as carefully as philosophers do betwixt substantia prima et

secunda : this is so fully demonstrated by Petavius,t in his

4th Book De Trinitate, cap. 7. that though his authorities

could not prevail upon him to forsake the hypothesis of

the schools, [perhaps for reasons best known to himself,]

yet they cannot but convince any impartial reader.

Arir.'4. The Fathers often tell us, that the three Persons

are united into one Being without confusion, which is a very

inconceivable thing upon the hypothesis of one single sub-

stance, mind or spirit; for whatever things are properly united

• Esll. Seiil. lib. 1. dist. 2(i, sect. 3. t Pelav. De Trin. lib. 4. c.7.
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must be substances leally distinct from one another: for

there is one proper union of one single substance with itself.

Yet the Ancients looked upon this to be so proper an union,

that they made use of it as a known instance to prove that

the two natures in Christ, his Divinity and humanity, soul

and body, were united without confusion : which would have

been a very impertinent instance, had they believed the

three persons to be only one single substance. Nay, it

would have proved the quite contrary to what they designed,

and the heretics might have retorted it upon them and have

said, that as the three Persons in the Trinity were but one

single Substance, so the two natures in Christ were but

one single nature after union.

But I pass over these and the like arguments to insist

upon one, which 1 conceive is an invincible argument (at

least ad homineni) against the Schoolmen. The Fathers

constantly assert, that the substance of the Son is begotten

of the substance of the Father : but now the Schoolmen

themselves tell us, that the consequence of this asser-

tion is, that the Father and Son are two distinct substances,

numerically distinct from one another, whence we may form

this regular syllogism.

Arg. 5. They who assert that the substance or being of

the Son is begotten of the substance of the Father do

thereby assert that the Persons in the Trinity are three dis-

tinct individual substances.

But the generality of the Fathers do assert that the sub-

stance of the Son is begotten of the substance of the

Father; therefore they believed the three Persons to be

three individual substances in the sense so often explained.

The first proposition of this syllogism is allowed us by

Bellarmin, Estius, and generally all the Schoolmen, who
are agreed in this, that the consequence of, Essentia in Di-

vinis general essentiam, must be, that there are distinct indi-

vidual essences or substances in the Trinity. Estius's words

are these, " Si essentia essentiam gigneret, fatendum esset

in Deo esse plures nutnero essentias.'^* And Bellarmin to the

* Esti. in Sent, lib, ii. disl. 5. sect. 'i. p, 23.
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same pni|)(*se, ''Si essentia ffit/nit ct ijif/iitlur ; enji) diuje

sunt essentice ; nee cnnn intcl.li(/i potest unum et idem a

seijjso product ; i. e. If essence begets or is begotten, then

there must be two numerical essences ; else this great absur-

dity tvill follow, that one and the same thing must be pro-

duced bg itself.'"* [I do not now stand to take notice, tliat this

great absurdity does certainly fall upon the Scliooltnen by

denying- (ho distinct substances of the persons, whdst they

allow ti)at the person of the Son is begotten of the person of

the Father, but not his essence of his essence ; which distinc-

tion of a person from his own proper peculiar essence is an airy

notion, tliat might sufficiently be exposed; but I only observe

what is to our present purpose, viz. that it is confessed by all

the schools, that substance generating- substance does imply

numerically distinct substances.] And here Calvin likewise

falls in with the schools ; for in his Admonitio ad Fratres

Polonos contra Blandratam,t amongst his Theological Tracts

he makes use of the same principle to prove his own hetero-

dox notion of the Son's being avroOtog, God of himself, and

not of the Father: " if," says he, " the Father has his essence

from himself, and the Son his essence from the Father, and

the Holy Ghost from both, then there are three essences:"

he means three individual substances or essences only nu-

merically distinct from one another ; ^vhich he, as well as

the Schoolmen, thinks absurd, but however they all agree in

this, that it is the natural consequence of asserting that the

Divine substance of the Son is beg'otten of the substance of

the Father.

Therefore if the second proposition of the syllogism can

be made good, that the P'athers do generally assert, that the

essence of the Son is begotten of the essence of the Father,

it will infallibly follow, at least upon the Schoolmen's prin-

ciples, that they likewise believed the three persons to be

tliree individual substances or essences numerically distinct

from one another, notwithstanding their belief of the indi-

visible unity of the Godhead. Now that they have asserted

• Bcllar. De Christ, lib. ii. c. 7. Tom. 1. contr. sect, at profecto.

+ Calvin. Adnion. ad Frat. Polon.
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this in plain terms, may be fully evidenced from their own
words : a few of which I shall therefore beg* leave to pro-

duce.

Gregory Nazianzen, the famous Bishop of Constantinople,

was never suspected for favouring" Arianism, or Tritheism, or

any other heresy : and yet he expressly asserts, that the Fa-

ther is the author and cause of the Deity that is in the Son

and in the Holy Ghost : his words are, " 'Apx>i Km airiog rrig

OeoTtjTog Tr}g Iv vuo kui TTvivfiaTi Otwps/iivrjc j"* where by the

Deity of the Son and the Holy Ghost, he cannot without g"reat

violence be understood to mean any thing- else but the pecu-

liar numerical substances of the Son and Holy Ghost, as

distinct from that of the Father, which was the eternal

cause of them both. So that the Schoolmen themselves

being- judges, Gregory Nazianzen must be one of those who
assert three numerical substances in the Trinity, agreeing in

one common nature.

Next to Nazianzen I shall produce the testimony of ano-

ther patriarch, the famous Cyril of Alexandria. He, in his

first dialogue De Trinitate calls the Son, " TrigdppriTs (pvaeojg

Ka/oTToc/' ih^ fruit or natural ojfspring of the Father s inef-

fable nature.f [Here it is plain he evidently distinguishes

betwixt the particular nature of the Father and the nature

common to the whole Trinity : and asserts that the Son is

the offspring of the Father's nature ; but not of the nature

of the whole Trinity ; for then he must have been the cause

of Himself and the Son of Himself, which would be absurd

and contradictious.]

The same he asserts more plainly in his excellent book
against the Arians, called his Thesaurus ; where amongst

many other things he has this remarkable expression,

' 'E^p^v tldivat Kcit rrjv ysvvi'icraaav (pvaiv Kal rrjv ytvvrjdHcrav

i^avriig, i. e. we must both know the nature that begets and
the nature that is begotten of thatj^''^ which is the direct

contradictory to that assertion of the schools, Essentia nan
generat essentiam nee gignitur. Hence therefore I likewise

* Naz. Orat. 29. p. 490. Edit. Paris. f Cyril. Alex. Dial. 2.

De Trin. p. 395. X Idem, in Thesanr. lib. i. c. 11. j.. 85.

(
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conclude, that Cyvil of Alcxaiulriii was one of those, who
allow three particular substances m the Trinity united in one

common nature.

To these I shall add a Latin Father or two, and first, Hi-

lary Bishop of Poictiers, the famous Gallican defender of

the Catholic faith ag-ainst the Arian heresy. [There is no-

thing- more common with him, than to speak of natura ge-

nernyis and nafura gcnita, meaning- the particular natures or

substances of the Father and the Son, as they arc numerical-

ly distinguished from one another. Thus in his Book de

Synodis,* ag-ainst the Arians, he lays down this assertion,

*' Subfiistens Filius per naturam in se genitam consistit,

the Son subsists by the nature that is begotten in him^
What is this less than to say that the particular substance

of the Son is begotten, and that the particular substance of

the Father begat the particular substance of the Son 1

which implies two distinct individual substances, and is

utterly irreconcilable with tlie opinion of the Schoolmen.

To the same purpose he says again,t " Omnis nativitas,

qucecunque est, in naturam suam ex natura gignente consis-

tit, even/ thing that is begotten, whatsoever it be, has its na-

ture from the nature that begets it: which does certainly

suppose that one single nature or substance begets another,

though the Schoolmen's hypothesis will not allow it. But

further]

He, particularly speaking of the Son of God, says, " Ex
natura generante naturam sumpsit genita natura, the na-

ture of the Son begotten had that essence from the nature of

the Father of which he was begotten : which w hoever w ill

pretend to reconcile with the opinion of the Schools may
believe anything in the world, and need never stand at any

sort of contradictions.

1 could demonstrate this to have been the constant judg-

ment of St. Hilary from many other passages both out of

this and others of his writings: but these are so clear and

evident, that it would be impertinent to add any more to

prove this to have been the opinion of so famed an author.

• Hilar. De Synod, p. 2-22. Ed. Basil. 1670. + Id . Ibid. p. 223.



314 SERMON ON

I proceed to other writers of the same century, but for

brevity's sake I shall only name t\vr» more.

The first is Fulgentius, who, in his Book de Fide ad Pe-

trum, speaking of the Son, says, " we must believe Him so

to be the true God, as not to doubt but that his Divinity

was beg-otten of the nature of the Father.* His words are,

" Sic Deum ver'um credo, ut Divinitatem ejus de nafurd Pa-
tris natam esse non dubites,'''' Now what the Divinity of the

Son of God (that was begotten) is, but his own proper pe-

culiar substance, as distinct from that of the Father, which

is unbegotten, I think will not be very easily explained or

understood. [Men may tell us that by nature and Divinity

begotten is only meant person ; so far they are right, if

by person they mean an individual substance proper and

peculiar to such a person ; that is the thing here contended

for, that person, and the individual substance of that person

are only two synonimous names for one and the same thing,

whence it must follow, that if there be two or three persons,

there must be as many individual substances peculiar to those

persons, or else some of the persons must want that which

should constitute itself: but if by person they only mean

mode, and so make both the Divinity of the Son a mode and

that which was begotten a mode too, without any substance

or essence begotten with it ; here I must beg leave to dis-

sent and think the Fathers were of another opinion. If any

man's faith be so strong, as to believe that the Divinity be-

gotten is a mode, and not a substance begotten too ; or if

his head be so acute and subtle as to distinguish that from

Sabellianism, he may enjoy his opinion for me; 1 shall never

pretend to gD about to convince him to the contrary. Others,

I hope, who are not wedded to an opinion, will judge of the

doctrine of the Fathers with more candour and a Christian

liberty.]

The other testimony and the last I shall produce, is out

of the author of the second homily In Diversos Scripturas

Locos, under the name of Origen (printed amongst his works

» Fulgent. De Fide. c. 2.
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tliongli it is none of his, but ;i Trillin Antlior's, wIkj \vr(jte

aj^'alnst tht; Arian lieiesy.) That author expressly .issorts,

that the proper tsuhstance of the Son is beg"ottcn of the

proper substance of the Father; Cor Patrisest sua pro-

pria aufistantia, de qud genita est Filii propria sub-

stantia* Here it is ph\in [ho speaks of two distinct sub-

stances, the one bcg-otten tlie otlier unbeg^otten, yet] lie does

not mean that they were two substances of a different na-

ture, or tliat there was upon this account any ine(|uaHty betwixt

them ; but only that they are two (hstinct rmrncrical sub-

stances ; whereof the one is the natural and eternal cause of

the other : as he brings in our Saviour Himself, asserting

there in the words immediately following-, " Ejus substan-

tia est causa Mece subsfantice.'' This I can safely say is

agreeable to the sense of all antiquity.

One among'st the Schoolmen themselves, and no incon-

siderable author, is of the same opinion, I mean Richardus

de St.Victore, in his 6th book de Trinitate, cap. 22. where

he lays down this assertion : "Absque dubio substantia Filii

est genita, substantia Patris ingenita : nee ingenita sub-

stantia est genita, nee genita ingenita.^'1' And there he

severely reflects upon some of his brethren for innovating" in

this particular, and forsaking" the Catholic doctrine of all the

Primitive Fathers, and further boldly challenges them to

produce but any one sing-le passage of any one author before

their own time, that ever denied that the substance of the

Son was begotten of the substance of the Father. "
^ff^~

rant,'' says he, " sipossunt, autoritatem, nan dicam plures,

sed saltern unam, quce neget substantiam gignere substanr

tiam.^'

This was a bold challenge, but no one of the Schoolmen
was ever so bold as to give it a satisfactory answer, and it is no

wonder they should not: since perhaps, until Peter Lombard,
the Father of the Schoolmen, first innovated in this parti-

cular, and was defended in it by the Council of Lateran,|

(that very Council which established transubstantiation and

many other heterodox points in religion) I say, perhaps till that

• Origcn, Horn. '2. In Diveisos. p. 120. t Richard. De S.

Vict. i\v Trin. \. (i. c. '2-2. % Coiii-il. Lai. Suli. Iniioc. 'M\. cap. '2.
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time no one author can be produced that ever denied, that the

substance of the Son was begotten of the substance of the

Father. [The Ancients indeed often tell us, that the Divine na-

ture or substance in general, absolutely considered without

regard to its subsisting in this or that particular Person, is nei-

ther beirotten nor unbeofotten : for then all the Persons must

be either begotten, which, besides other absurdities attending

it, would destroy the Trinity of Father, Son, and Holy Ghost

;

or else they must be all unbegotten, and that would introduce

Tritheism, or Tria higenita, which is three Gods : for this

reason I say, the Fathers always peremptorily deny, that

the Divine nature in general is either wholly unbegotten or

wholly begotten : but their doctrine is, that it is capable of

both. Upon which account it is that the proper substance of

the Father is unbegotten, because He is the Father and

never the Son ; the proper substance of the Son is be-

gotten, and cannot be said to be unbegotten ; for then

He would not be a Son : and the proper substance of

the Holy Ghost neither strictly unbegotten as the Father

is, nor begotten as the Son is, but in a way (as un-

known to us as the generation of the Son) peculiar to

Himself, proceeding from Both. And according to this

explication I do assert, and challenge any one whom-
soever to disprove it, that the Fathers in general do main-

tain that the Divine substance of the Son is begotten of the

substance of the Father : and consequently, according to the

Schoolmen's own concession, they must believe Them to be

two single or numerical substances, really distinct (but not

(Jivided or separated) from each other.]

At present, if any one questions whether I have fairly re-

presented the difference betwixt the Fathers and Schoolmen

in this particular, or requires greater satisfaction upon the

point, he may please to consult a very competent judge in

this case, who perhaps will fully answer all his scruples. I

mean the learned Dr. Bull, in his most incomparable and

immortal work, his Defensio Fidei Nicainae against the

Arians,* in the 4th section of which book, cap. 1. he under-

takes to prove both against Calvin, Petavius and all the

Schoolmen, that the Divinity, nature and essence, and the

* Bull, Defensio Fidei Nicacii.
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totum esse of tho Son of God vvns always helievod by anti-

(jiiitv to he the natural aiul eternal OH'spring- of the Father's

nature. [And indeed the very reason of the thing- itself will

tell a man, that it is absurd to talk, as the Schoolmen do, of

a person's being begotten, hut not his essence or substance

begotten with liim: for that makes the formal notion of the

person of the Son to be a mere Tpoiroij inrdp^iior, which with

all the subtlety in the world will never be freed from Sa-

bellianism.]

So that this argument [to sum up the minutes of it] both

in itself and ad hominem, has almost the strength of a de-

monstration, for if what the Schoolmen say, be true, that

wherever there is substantia genita et ingenita there must

be two distinct numerical substances; then it will infallibly

follow, that tho Fathers, by asserting- that the substance of

the Son was begotten of tho substance of the P'ather, do

thereby assert, that They are two distinct nnmerical sub-

stances, and consequently that they believed the three Per-

sons in the Trinity to be three distinct individual substances,

not only notionally, or modelly, but really distinct from one

another, which was the proposition to be shewn.

When I can see this argument fairly answered by any of

the Schoolmen, I shall then begin to have a more favourable

opinion of them: but till that be done, I must beg leave to

think, that they have in this particular, as well as in many
others, manifestly prevaricated and deviated from the doc-

trine of the Fathers.

The Fathers could rationally say, that the substance of the

Father was unbegotten and yet the substance of the Son

begotten ; because this was agreeable to their hypothesis,

who believed them to be two distinct numerical substances

aofreeino: in one common nature. But the Schoolmen, who
had advanced the hypothesis of one absolutely single sub-

stance utterly exclusive of three [substances in any sense]

could not say so without a contradiction. And therefore as

they had forsaken the Fathers, first in saying there was but

one single substance in the Godhead, taking substance in

another sense than the Fathers did ; so they were forced to

forsake them a second time and say that that substance did
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neither beg'et nor was begotten, for feai- of involving tiiem-

selves in a manifest contradiction. For to say, that the same

single substance is both begotten and unbegotten, is in the

opinion of the Schoolmen themselves, as well as all mankind,

a downright contradiction. And then upon that supposition

we have an infallible proof, that unless the Ancients spoke

most apparent absurdities and contradictions, since they

have spoken of a substance begotten, and a substance unbe-

gotten, and a substance proceeding, they could not mean
one single substance utterly exclusive of three, but three

individual substances agreeing* in one common nature. [The

consequence of all which is, that the Fathers had a clear

notion about the doctrine of the Trinity fairly reconeileable

to our reason ; whilst the Schoolmen inventing new notions

and fixing them upon some old terms (still retained but gross-

ly mistaken,) have involved themselves in inextricable diffi-

culties and contradictions.]

Having thus shewn in the second place, in what sense

the Ancients did believe the Father, Son and Holy Ghost to

be three, I should now proceed to shew their notion agreea-

ble to Scripture and consistent with any notion they had of

the unity of the Godhead. But the time not allowing, I

shall only obviate again the charg-e of Tritheism, by shewing

briefly what was their notion of Tritheism, and in what sense

they did not believe them to be three, and so conclude.

Now Tritheism or three Gods in the sense of Antiquity,

for what I have been able to observe, always implies one of

these five things. 1st. Either three Beings of a diiFerent na-

ture and unequal to one another ; which was the heresy of

Arius,who made Deus maximus, tninor, et minimus: or else

2dly, three Beings actually separated or divided from each

other: for all tctual separation is utterly inconsistent with

union ; which yet is absolutely necessary to the Unity of the

Godhead: therefore three Beings actually divided or separa-

ted from each other, as three men or three Angels are, though

they were of the same nature, yet could not be said to be one

undivided Being, much less one God: 3dly, when three

Beings are supposed to be, as it were three parts of one

whole, having Divine perfections amongst them, but none
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of tlioin or not all ottluMn posscssotl ofall: this was the I'uly-

tlicism oisome of tlie (ifiitilos, wlio [as Nazianzon in oiio of

his orations ohservos] divided tho f^ovcrnment of the world

into a Triarchy, assigning- Jupiter, Neptune, and Fluto their

distinct limits of nature as well as jurisdiction : Ithly, when
three infinite Beings are supposed to exist ecpially absolute

and intlependent of each other, without any natural order or

subordination to One First, as the first fountain and orig"inal

of the Deity : this is the heresy of Autotheatiisin, commoidy
charg-ed upon Calvin, whether justly or unjustly I shall not

now undertake to determine ; but only say that three avapxoi,

or dvToOtoi, as the Fathers word it, i. e. three co-ordinate

Being's, whereof one is not the necessary and eternal cause

of the other two, are in the sense of Antiquity three Gods;
othly and lastly, when three Beings, for want of such a sub-

ordinaton to One First are supposed to be three different

Creators or three different Providences clashing- and interfe-

ring with one another ; which was the heresy of the Marcio-

nitesand Manicheesand other such like heretics, who set up

contrary principles, a good and a bad one, thwarting' and

opposing" one another.

These five thing's the Fathers commonly charge with Poly-

theism : but none of them are applicable to their notion of the

Trinity. For though the three Persons in their sense be three

distinct numerical substances yet they are neither, 1st, three

Being's of a different nature as Arius meant, nor 2dly, three

Beinos actually divided or separated from each other, as three

men or three Angels are, but most inseparably and eternally

(yet without confusion) united into One ; which union of sub-

stances is so necessary in infinite Beings, that we cannot pos-

sibly conceive them otherwise than as actually and eternally

united into One: nor,3dly, are they three parts of one whole,

sharing Divine perfections amongst them, but every one is

equally possessed of all: [and this naturally follows from

their being equal in nature, and so falls in with the first sort

of Unity] nor, 4thly, are they three Beings that have Divine

nature independently, every one from himself: but the Father

alone has his Being from Himself, the Son from the Father,

and the Holv Ghost from Both : for though they all have a
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Divine nature, that is a necessary existence (for necessary

existence is the properest notion we can frame of a Divine

nature^ yet they have that necessary existence three diffe-

rent ways: the Father necessarily exists, but of Himself

alone ; the Son necessarily exists but from the Father : the

Holy Ghost necessarily exists too, but from the Father and

the Son. So that the Son and the Holy Ghost are not pro-

perly without original though necessarily existing from all

eternity ; but are as necessary and eternal emanations of a

necessary and eternal Cause, which cannot but produce two

such Beings of the same nature with Himself; by a natural

and eternal necessity of acting : and this way of existing is

what distinguishes the Son and the Holy Ghost both from

the Father and the creatures, and at once preserves the Unity

of the Godhead. Fifthly and lastly, by virtue of this original

and natural subordination of the Son and Holy Ghost to the

Father, they are not three opposite principles or three Provi-

dences clashing and interfering with one another, but one

harmonious Providence and one undivided principle of all

other things : for it is impossible to conceive three infinite

Beings under the economy of Father, Son and Holy Ghost,

without conceiving Them at the same time united in an eter-

nal harmony and concord.

[So that in effect he that says but these two things, 1st,

That the Son and Holy Ghost are equal to the Father in

infinity of nature and all Divine perfections, and, 2dly, that

They have this equality, not unoriginate from themselves,

but necessarily and eternally from the Father, so as to make

the Father alone the only principle and fountain of the Deity,

such an one, if he does not contradict himself, believes all

that the Ancients thought necessary to establish the Unity

of the Deity : for 1st, he who says They are all infinite and

equal in nature, says virtually and by consequence that

they are neither parts nor divided from each other: for these

would be absurd conceptions of infinite Beings to suppose

them either parts or separated from one another : then again

2dly, he who says They are subordinate in their existence,

says likewise that They are of one will and operation ; since

it would be absurd to conceive the Son and Holv Ghost of
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a cliffeietit will or opcrjition from the J^'ather, lo wliom they

are suhordinato, and from whom they derive tlioir natiiro

and power of actiii<^- ; and (o one of iheso heads every thing-

the Fathers have said of the Unity of the Trinity may very

fairly he reduced.]

So that upon the whole, they who believe three infinite

Beings [i. e. persons or individual substances] numerically

distinct from one another, but under these several limitations

[i. e. neither of a dilleient nature, nor divided from one ano-

ther, nor united as parts that make up a whole, nor collateral

and co-ordinate, nor of a different will and operation, but on
the contrary one by unity of nature, one by mutual Trepixi^pt)-

aig, immeation or perfect union and conjunction, one by
unity of principle or subordination, and one by unity of will

and action,] they cannot in the sense of Antiquity be justly

charged with Tritheism nor be said to believe any more than

one God.

And this, I conceive, is an intelligible account of a Trinity

of Persons in the Unity of the Godhead; and shews us how
we may believe, without a contradiction on the one hand or

fear of heresy on the other, that "there are Three, who bear
record in heaven, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost
and yet that these Three are One."
And thus much may be sufficient to be hinted at present

concerning the Primitive notion of Divine Unity 5 the fuller

explication and proof whereof I shall reserve for some other

opportunity.

VOL. VIII.
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TO THE REVEREND

THE CLERGY
or THE

DEANERIES OF WINCHESTER AND SOMBORN REGIS,

IN THE DIOCESE OF WINCHESTER.

Reverend Sirs,

These discourses being preached in your audience, do

now present themselves unto you, desiring your acceptance.

Whether they be fit to be inscribed to you or not, belongs

not to me to say; the subject of them, however, is such,

as being your immediate concern, there can be no solecism

in the dedication. But there is another reason why they are

now addressed to you ; which is, that the author might have

an opportunity of giving you a more full account of the oc-

casion of them. To do which, I must give you an account

also of another sermon, which I preached before the learned

body of the University of Oxford, for which I incurred the

displeasure of some of the heads of that place. The main

of my crime, though other reasons were pretended, was,

that I had tacitly reflected on a leading person in the Uni-

versity, who, under pretence of explaining the notion of

three Persons in the Blessed Trinity, had manifestly, though

not designedly, given up the cause to the Socinian adver-

sary. For his notion is, that the terms Person, Father, Son,
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Generation, &e. are not proper, but only metaphorical terms,

as they are used in the doctrine of the Trinity; and that three

persons means no more, but either three different names, or

offices, or different respects and capacities of one and the

same thing-, as TuUy says of himself, " Sustineo unus tres

personas^ met, adversarii,judicis ;'' so God, in his opinion,

is no otherwise Three Persons, than as He maybe considered

under the different habitudes or capacites of a Creator, a

Redeemer, and a Sanctifyer. This doctrine he delivered

publicly both in his sermons before the University, and

in his letters against the Socinians ; which, though none of

his learned brethren, till of late, were pleased to censure,

yet the Socinians immediately took notice of it, and declared

in print, that if this was all that Catholics meant by a Tri-

nity of Persons in the Godhead, they, or however the Sabel-

lians, would subscribe this doctrine, and put an end to all

the controversies about it ; and indeed it is no wonder they

should make such a declaration ; for this notion of three

persons is no other but that classic equivocal notion, which

/the Ancient Church always condemnned in Sabellius, and

the Romanists in Laurentius Valla, and the Protestants in

Servetus, who all owned three persons in their own sense,

i. e. in the sense that persona and Tr/oocrajTrov are taken in

classic authors, as the Socinians now pretend to do. 1

could not, I confess, but with some regret see the doctrine

of the Blessed Trinity thus explained away, and no one but

the Socinians take notice of it : who thence also took occa-

sion to invent that scandalous distinction betwixt nominal

and real Trinitarians, reckoning" the nominals (that is them-

selves) the only Catholics, and all others Tritheistic Heretics.

Having- therefore an opportunity to preach before the learn-

ed and venerable body of the University, after a strict en-
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cjuiry into tlie sonso of tlie Catholic Cliiireli upon tliis <rroat

Article of our Taitli, upon which the whole economy of the

Christian rehoion, as it is Christian, depends, I took occa-

sion modestly, without naming- the author, to animadvert

upon his novel and heterodox notion, which g-ave such advan-

tage to the Socinian adversary. And in doing it, I used

what I conceived to he the properest method ; whicli was,

to oppose to this modern notion the ancient ecclesiastical

notion of the term person, as delivered by the primitive

Fathers, concerning whose opinion I asserted these three

things: 1st, that the notion which they had of the term

person in this mystery, was not what the old Roman Classics

commonly understand byaperson,notan habitude or capacity

or the distinction of an office, but what the philosophers meant

by a particular or individual substance ; which is the account

thatisgiven usby Boetius,whodefines/>er6ronrt tobe,rflY/ona-

bilis naturae individua swis^an^m, an individual intelligent

substance ; and by Leontius Byzantinus, who tells us, " that

the Fathers of the Church call that an hypostasis or person,

oTrep 6l (j>iX6<jo<l)Ot arofiov saiav Xiysm, which the philosophers

call an individual substance : and that they never call any

kind of accidents by the name of person or hypostasis." 2. I

asserted also, that agreeably to this notion of the term person

the Fathers, in their dispute with the Sabellians (the better to

avoid their classic equivocal sense of three persons), did, for

distinction's sake, many times call the Divine Persons three

personal substances, and three individual subsisting sub-

stances, not in the Arian notion of three substances, which

implies a disparity and dissimilitude of essential properties,

such as is betwixt created and uncreated substances, but in

a Catholic sense as denoting that real distinction which

must be betwi.xt a Father and a Son, whereof the substance
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of one is begotten of the substance of the other. This is

the account which Alexander, Bishop of Alexandria, the first

antagonist of Arius, gives in opposition to the Sabellians in

that very epistle, where he is refuting Arius (ap. Theodorit.

H. E. lib. 1. c. 4.) He tells us, that the Father and Son

are Suo ry vTroGTaau ^ucrEtCj i^o personal substances or hy-

postatic natures. So that there was no dispute betwixt

Alexander and Arius upon this point ; but they both agreed

thus far against the Sabellians, that the three persons were

not merely three distinct oinces or capacities of one and the

same solitary being, but three distinct hypostatic substances:

the only question was, whether the substance of the Son

was eternally begotten of the substance of the Father, and

consequently like and equal to him in all the perfections of

the Divine Nature as his proper and natural Son ;
or whe-

ther it was created out of nothing, and inferior as a mere

created being 1 This latter distinction of substances, i. e.

disparity and inequality of nature, such as is betwixt God

and a creature, Arius asserted, and Alexander denied ; who

yet at the same time maintained the distinction of personal

or hypostatic substances against the Sabellians. 3. 1 asserted

further, that the Fathers were so far from thinking the Di-

vine Persons to be only difi'erent habitudes or capacities of

one and the same thing, that they believed them to be (what

a learned writer had lately called them) distinct personal

minds or spirits ; not in any Arian or Tritheistic sense, as

denoting either an inequality of nature or co-ordination of

the persons, but in the forementioned Catholic sense, as de-

noting intelligent hypostatic substances or proper persons

in the true ecclesiastical notion, under the relation of a

Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. This I conceived to be the

meaning of St. Athanasius and St. Basil, when they tell us
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expressly, in ll)eir discoursus ag-ainst the Sabellians, that

we are to believe the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost to he

Tf/ui TtXtia d(yu»/iuTu, three perfect or injinite incorporeal

Beings, or, as I conceived the sense to be, three infinite

Minds or Spirits in a personal acceptation : for I had reg-ard

to the sense and not the mere words alone. If 1 was mista-

ken in the translation, I shall only say, I pretend to be no

infallible interpreter of Greek or Latin, nor shall I liere

pretend to say further, what agreement there is betwixt

these several terms, three distinct incorporeal beings,

three distinct intelligent hypostatic substances, three dis-

tinct minds or spirits, and three distinct proper subsisting-

persons
J
but leave you and other judicious readers to de-

termine. However, this was the sum of what I then asser-

ted in an historical way concerning" the notion which the

Fathers had of the Divine Persons
; and this with as inno-

cent a design as ever man had, only to shew, that the thing-

wliich gave the Socinians occasion to insult over us, as mere

nominal Trinitarians, was not the genuine exposition of the

sense of the Catholic Church, but only the singular explica-

tion of a late leading author, who, with Laurentius Valla

and Servetus, had fetched his notion of persons and perso-

nal distinctions from Cicero and the Classics, and not from

the writings of the Primitive Fathers. Yet this occasioned

that heavy censure, which charged me with asserting doc-

trines, false, impious and heretical ; contrary and dissonant

to the doctrine of the Catholic Church : though I was doing-

nothing all the time, but delivering both the words and sense

of the Catholic Fathers, in opposition to that leading person,

who had despised them all to follow an exotic notion, wliich

was never received bv the Catholic Church, But this was

not all : the decree was seconded with three other charares
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in the prints that followed, viz. that of Arianism, Tiitheism,

and the Heresy of Valentinus Gentilis. Now these were

heavy charges indeed, and if true, enough to give all wise

and sober men a just abhorrence of any one, that stood

charg'ed with them. This being then my present case, when

I first came amongst you, I could not but think myself obli-

ged to wipe off these as unjust and scandalous charges, and

free myself from those prejudices, under which, perhaps, 1

might otherwise have laboured in the opinion of those with

whom I was to have my daily converse. Therefore, being

called by the command of my superiors to discharg'e a pub-

lic office at a Visitation, I thought no subject of discourse

so proper, as that which would give me at once an opportu-

nity both of asserting the Catholic faith and wiping off those

calumnies, which were causelessly thrown upon me. And

this I endeavoured to do in the first of these discourses
;

wherein I have summed up the main force of the argument

from Scripture and Antiquity against the professed adver-

saries of our Saviour's Divinity, and discovered also cer-

tain plain mistakes, which afforded some warm authors a

kind of topic for their declamatory harangues and invec-

tives, only for want of a clear stating of those matters, upon

which they grounded their accusations. It was said by

some, on purpose to aggravate matters, that Valentinus

Gentilis was put to death for asserting- three infinite Spirits

in the Trinity. This I shewed to be either a gross piece of

ignorance or a malicious calumny : because Valentinus Gen-

tilis believed and asserted the direct contrary. It was pre-

tended again, that the Council of Nice and Catholic Fathers

had universally condemned the doctrine of three personal

substances, as Arianism. This I shewed to be still a grosser

mistake, by clearing the account of Arianism, and shewing

that the Arian notion of three substances, which the Catho-



DEDICATION. 331

lie Fathers condemned, always implied siicli a diflerenco in

essential [nopertics or nature, as is betwixt created and un-

created, God and a creature; whereas two personal substances,

differing- no otherwise than as gignens and gcnitum. Father

and Son, is so far from being- Arianism, that it is the very

expression which Alexander and other Catholics used as a

proper medium betwixt Arius and Sabcliius, For Sabellius

would allownosucli distinction as thatof personal substances.

Arius allowed it, but carried it a little further, viz. to a disparity

or inequality of nature. For bethought there could not be two

persons or personal substances equal to one another in all es-

sential perfections, biitthismust necessarily imply their being

two Gods : and therefore he charg-ed Alexander with Poly-

theism for asserting- it, whence I also made it appear further,

that Tritheism is no new charge against the doctrine of the

Trinity: but that it is as old as Arius; and, such as it is,

grounded merely upon another mistake of the true nature of

it ; which I shewed to consist properly in asserting three

first principles, or three infinite co-ordinate persons, all un-

orig-inated and unbeg-otten, without any mutual relation or

subordination to one another. Accordiner to which g-enu-

ine and only proper notion of Tritheism it could not be laid

to the charg-e of the Primitive Fathers, who never maintained

three first principles or three unbegotten and co-ordinate

persons: but always taught (equally against Photinians,

Arians, Sabellians and Tritheites) that the Divine substance

of the Son is eternally originated and beg-otten of the sub-

stance of his Father: which one assertion excludes all man-

ner of heresies ; for the divine generation of the Son (taken

in a real and proper, not a metaphorical sense, is the true

reason why he is neither a creature, as Arius maintained,

nor the same person with the Father, as Sabellius belie-
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ved ; nor another unbeg-otten principle. /, e. another God,

as the Tritheites asserted, but the natural and eternal Son

of God, as being neither created, nor yet unbegotten, but

eternally begotten of the substance of his Father. T shewed

further, that if there was any real ground for the charge of

Tritheism at present, it belonged to another sort of men,

who in spite of universal tradition (which yet they so much

pretend to) had maintained-, what no one Catholic author be-

fore them ever did, viz. that the Divine substance of the Son

is unbegotten: the naturalconsequence of which is, that He

is not a Son, but either the same unbegotten person with the

Father, which is Sabellianism ; or else a distinct unbegotten

person, which is Polytheism ;
though I thought it uncharita-

ble to charge them with either part of the consequence,

because theyexpressly rejecte d both.

Thus I endeavoured to answer the main charges brought

indeed (not against me, but) against the doctrine of the

primitive Fathers, by setting things in a fairer light, and

shewing the falseness of all whether ignorant or malicious

accusations : the removal of which, concurring with a desire

to establish truth, was the thing that principally engaged

ray thoughts upon the argument that runs through these

discourses. How well I might manage it to your satisfac-

tion, I am not able justly to say : it is sufficient to me, that

meeting with a learned, judicious, and unprejudiced audi-

tory, and an assembly of Bereans too, I so far gained your

approbation, as not to be thought worthy of another cen-

sure ; and this chiefly inclined me to make these discourses

public, which at first were only designed for your private

satisfaction : not doubting, but that though they may meet

with some warm and angry men, who perhaps will be pro-

voked only for being told the truth, yet they will also light
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iijjcm iimny of the same iof^enuous temper with yourselves,

who will bo f^lail to see truth sot in a lair lijj^'ht, and to (IikI

plausible errors plainly tletected. And if they will contribute

anything- towards this end, they will answer the design both

of their being preached and published.

There is one thing more I would beg leave here to insert

concorniuir the notion which the ancients had of the Divine

Persons ; because I have no whore done it in either of the

followinof discourses : and yet it tends much to recommend

their hypothesis beyond any modern explication : which is,

that their notion of persons not only gives us a fair account

of a real Trinity, and is liable to no just exception, but also

gives us a very clear and intelligible account of all the

other mysteries of the Christian religion
;

particularly of

the incarnation of the Son of God, and of his mediation

and intercession for us to the Father. The Christian reli-

gion obliges us to believe, that the second Person of the

ever blessed Trinity, and He alone, was incarnate
; that is,

that his Divine substance was really united to an human

body and soul ; and yet neither the Father nor the Holy

Ghost incarnate with him. Now supposing', what Alexan-

der and the Catholic Fathers supposed, that the three Divine

Persons are not mere habitudes or different capacities of one

and the same thing, but three distinct personal or hypostatic

substances, it is very easy to conceive how the second per-

son alone was incarnate, and not the other two ; that is, how

the personal substance of the Son was united to an human

body and soul, without saying the same thing either of the

Father or of the Holy Ghost. But upon that hypothesis,

which makes only metaphorical persons, and defines them

to be only different habitudes or respects, different offices or

names of the same thing, this doctrine of the incarnation of
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the Son alone is very perplexed and unintelligible. The

like may be said of the Father's sending the Son into the

world, which is a concomitant of the incarnation, without

either sending Himself or being sent by the Son. This will

be very intricate and unconceivable upon the hypothesis of

metaphorical persons, or persons in a classical sense ;
for

one office or capacity cannot properly be said to send ano-

ther ; nor can the same being, sustaining three persons of

this kind, send one person without sending another, and

sending himself too. Suppose Tully to be a judge, an ora-

tor, and a consul; that is, three persons, as some are pleased

to term it : can we, with any tolerable sense say, that Tully

the judge sends the orator, that is himself, under another

capacity '? Is not he that sends, and he that is sent, the very

same? How then can one person upon this hypothesis be

supposed to send another without sending himself at the

same time 1 This was the absurdity of the Sabellian notion

of old, and the main argument that the Catholics urged

against it ; that this notion of persons, as it made the Father

to be incarnate, so it also confounded the distinction betwixt

him that sends and him that is sent, and made the thing

utterly inconceivable. But now upon the primitive eccle-

siastical notion of persons it is very intelligible, how the

Father may be conceived to send the Son without sending

Himself, supposing Alexander's distinction of personal sub-

stances, or Athanasius's distinction of complete incorporeal

beings. There is no difficulty in conceiving this : for the

distinction betwixt him that sends and him that is sent, upon

this notion of persons, lies level to every man's understand-

ing. Thus then the primitive notion of persons has the ad-

vantage of that modern explication, in that it gives us (what

the other does not) a fair and intelligible account of God's
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s«MKling- his Son into ihc wcuM, and of \\w Son alone being

incainnte. And as it g-ives us a clear account of tliis, so it

does also of that other g-reat mystery, the Son's intercession

and mediation to tlie Father for us. It is very inconceivable

how one otlice should intercede or mediate to another.

Intercession is an act of a rational or intellig-ent being ;
and

intercession of one to another supposes distinct intelligent

beings, one interceding, another to whom the intercession

is made. But this cannot be said of distinct offices or

capacities in the same being : there can be no intercession

of these one to another ; nor can any being upon the account

of such capacities both intercede and be interceded to : for

nothing properly intercedes to itself, although it be under

another capacity. So that the hypothesis of metaphorical

persons quite evacuates one principle part of Christianity,

whilst it gives us no satisfactory account of the Son's mediat-

ing and interceding with the Father for us. But upon the pri-

mitive notion of persons this doctrine will be rendered very

intelligible. For supposing persons to be individual intelligent

substances, as Leontiusand Boetius describe them ; or per-

sonal substances, as Alexander words it ; or incorporeal and

Spiritual Beings, as St. Athanasius and St. Basil call them
;

then there is no difficulty in conceiving how one intelligent

person performs the rational act of intercession and media-

tion to another. This is so natural and easy a conception,

upon the primitive notion of persons, that any ordinary

apprehension may be made to understand it ; whereas upon

the other hypothesis, which takes persons in a classical

and metaphorical sense, and makes diff'erent offices and

capacities constitute different persons, the acutest head and

subtlest reasoner can never be able to give any clear
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account of it, because it suits not to the notion of such sort

of persons.

I might here go on throug-h all the mysteries of the Chris-

tian religion, and shew how much easier they are to be ex-

plained and understood upon the old ecclesiastical notion

of the Divine Persons, than upon this new exotic notion

fetched out of Roman authors : but I suppose what has

been already suggested, is abundantly sufficient to evidence

the truth of this. Therefore I cannot but think, that all

calm and sober men, who consider things impartially without

heat and prejudice, will bear a just regard to that hypothesis,

which besides its Catholicism and antiquity, contributes so

much towards a clear understanding of all the necessary

articles of the Christian faith. And if that be the true advan-

tage of this hypothesis then it can be no disservice to the

Christian religion to have endeavoured to give a fair and

just account of it: if such an attempt deserves no more, yet

I hope it may pretend to deserve a favourable construction
;

which I am willing to persuade myself. Gentlemen, it has

already had from you : and that makes this address but only

a necessary return of my grateful acknowledgments for that

favour you were pleased to bestow upon

Your respectful humble Servant,

J. B.



SERMON
ON

THE DIVINITY OF CHRIST.

2d PETER, Chap. ii. Ver. 1.

But there %vere false Prophets also among the People, even

as there shall he false Teachers among you, ivho privily

shall bring in damnable Heresies, even denying the Lord
that bought them, and bring upon themselves swift De-
struction.

In these words it is very probable the Apostle principally

intended to describe the primitive heretics of his own times:

for, as appears from the best records of ancient history, four

several heretics had broached their doctrines against the

person of our Saviour, even whilst many of the Apostles

were yet alive
;
particularly Simon Mag-us, Nicholaus,Ebion,

and Cerintlms. Aofainst the two last of which St. John

wrote his Gospel, as Irenaius tells us expressly, who is an

author of undoubted credit, and one who was very capable

of knowing- this, being- scholar to Polycarp, who was disci-

ple to St. John. So that it is not improbable, but that St.

Peter also might have his eye upon those early corrupters

of the truth, who began to sow their tares in the Apostle's

days.

But, however, letting this pass at present only as a proba-

bility, it is certain he here prophetically describes and

characterizes all those heretics, who should, in after ages,

VOL. VIII. z
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make future attempts upon the Divinity and incarnation of

our Saviour, and deny the satisfaction and redemption made

by his death. First, he tells us, there would come a g-enera-

tion of men, who would even deny the Lord that bought

them. Then, secondly, that they would do this privily and

craftily, under the disg-uise and pretence of truth. Thirdly,

that such men, whatever their subtleties and pretences bo,

were still to be looked upon only as false teachers. Lastly,

that their doctrines are not only simply false and erroneous,

but heretical and damnable ; such as will bring* upon the

authors snift destruction. In this character the Apostle

does so graphically describe the reviving heresies of our

own times, and withal so plainly obviate their main preten-

sions, that (as if what Porphyry said of Daniel's prophecy,

were to be applied to this) one might rather take it for an

historical account, than a prophetical description.

To make this appear, in the further prosecution of these

words, I shall

1. Shew who those are that may be said to deny the Lord

that bought them ; by drawing an historical parallel be-

twixt the ancient and modern heresies, which have under-

mined the true Divinity of our Saviour.

2. I shall point out the principal arts, by which two of the

most prevailing heresies, namely, Arianism and Socinianism,

do privily recommend themselves and shew that they arc

these two pretences ; first, that many eminent Catholic au-

thors have acknowledged, that their doctrines are not con-

tradicted, either in words or sense, by Scripture or antiquity,

for the three first centuries after Christ. Secondly, that

though they be erroneous, yet they are not heretical and

damnable.

3. In opposition to the first of which pretences, I shall

shew in the third place, that, notwithstanding any conces-

sions of Catholic Authors, their doctrines are contrary to

the plainest and most indubitable sense of Scripture and pri-

mitive writers for the three first centuries after Christ.

4. And in opposition to the second, I shall, in the last

place, prove from the same fountains of Antiquity, that they

arc not only false but heretical and damnable.
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And this, 1 conceive, will bo ft fair exposition and just

comment upon tlio Apostle's words, " There shall he false

teachers amoiio- you, who privily shall hrinj;- in damnahle
heresies, even ilenyin<;- the Lord that hou^ht them."

1. I begin with the lirst, which is to shew, wlio those are

that may be said to deny the Lord that boug-ht them ; by
drawing" an historical parallel Ttetwi.xt some of the more noted
heresies, ancient and modern, which have undermined the

true Divinity of our Saviour. And this 1 shall endeavour to

do the more accurately and exactly, because the very stating-

rightly of some opinions is with ing-enuous men a suUicient

confutation of them.

Now heresies, I conceive, may be summed up under these

four kinds, Photinianism, Arianism, SabellianismandTrithc-
ism. The two first deny Him to be God, the two latter to

be the Son of God. Photinianism and Arianism ascribe

unto Him no Divinity at all ; Sabellianism and Tritheism

such a Divinity, as destroys his filiation. So that all concur,

though in dift'erent ways, to undermine the true doctrine of

our Saviour's Divinity, and " deny the Lord that bought
them."

1. Photinianism allows Him nothing but a bare human na-

ture ; making Him a \piXog avOpiotrog, a mere man, that

never had a being in the world till he was born of the Vir-

gin Mary. " Christum hominem tantummodo solitarium

adserit, cut principium adscrihit ex Maria."" (Vincent.

Livin. c. 1 7. de Photino.) The very same is now asserted

by Socinus and his followers ; though neither he nor Photi-

nus was the first author of it. It was an heresy begun very

early, even in the Apostles' days, by Ebion ; against whom
St, John therefore is supposed to have levelled the first

words of his Gospel, " In the beginning was the Word, and
the Word was with God, and the Word was God ;" because
Ebion denied the Word to be God, and dated his original

from the Virgin Mary, From Ebion, the Heresy was first

taken by Artemas and Theodosion, two obscurer names
in ancient history; but was afterwards better known under

the names of Paulus Samosatensis and Photinus: the first

of which was condemned by two Provincial Councils

held at Antioch, and the latter by a General Synod of

z 2



340 SERMON ON

the Arians themselves, assombled at Sirmium, where they

pronounced anathema ngainst the heresy, and deposed

the author. Since which time it was hardly known in

the world, till it was unhappily revived in the last age by

Socinus, who to the heresy of the ancients has added ano-

ther of his own, which may be called an original ; as being"

perhaps what was never maintained explicitly in terms by

any heretic before, viz. that the death of Christ is no propi-

tiatory sacrifice for the sins of mankind. In this Socinus

and his followers seem to have outstripped all that went

before them, and so more properly fallen under St. Peter's

censure, not only in denying the Lord, but the Lord that

boug-ht them.

2. The next heresy against the Divinity of our Saviour is

Arianism ; which allows Him indeed to have had a being

before the world, and ascribes the creation of the world to

Him; but yet ranks Him also amongst the creatures, making
Him at most but a Deus factus ex nihilo, a God created out

of nothing \ and so of a different nature from the Father,

neither consubstantial to Him nor co-eternal. These are the

genuine doctrines of Arius, as they were first condemned
by the Council of Nice, whose anathema against the Arian

blasphemies is expressed in these words : thq Se Xijovrag

KTi(Tf.ia, I't TTOirina, rj 1% sk ovtivv, i'/' i}v ttot?, OTi: 8K r\v, avadtfxa-

Tit,H V KadoXiKi] hicXrjaia, " The Catholic Church anathema-

tizes those, who call him a creature, or a production, or say

that He ivas made of things which are not, or maintain that

there was a time when He did not exists Symbol. Con. Nic.

But afterwards there arose a subtler kind of Arianism. which

allowed Him to be both consubstantial and co-eternal, and

yet denied Him to be infinite in nature or equal to the Father.

This was an invention of some politic Arians in St. Austin's

days, who kept close to the terms of the Council of Nice,

and yet maintained their heresy under them, by putting an

equivocal sense upon them. For by consubstantiality, they

meant no more, than that the Son was made of the Divine

substance, in the same manner as many other primitive here-

tics (particularly the Manichees, Priscillianists, and Gnos-

tics,) believed concerning the souls of men ; viz. that they

were made of the very substance of God, and so were of the
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same nature wiih the Deity. Apollinaris asserted the Rjiino

concernini;- the flesh of Christ, that it was inaile of his Diviiio

nature, and was consuhstaiitial to it. Yet none of these

heretics heliev(Hl the souls or bodies of rium to be therefore

inlinite in substance, or properly of a Divine nature erpjal to

their original. No Miore did these Ariaus believe the Son
to be etpial to the Father iu nature, tliough they equivocally

]>layed upon terms, and asserted both his consubstantiality

and eternity. This is a piece of Arianism, I presume, not

very commonly observed: but it is ascribed by St. Austin to

the Avians of his own titne, and particularly to Donatns, the

schismatical Bishop of Carthage, who, besides his being-

a

ringleader of the sect of the Donatists, was also infected with

tliis sort of Arianism. " Apparet eumetiain non CathoUcam
lie Trinitate hahin'sse sententiam : sed qaamvis ejasdem sub-

stantia', minorem tamen Patre Filium ; et minorem Filio

putasse Sjiiritum Sand am.'''' Aug-ust. de Hares, c. GO.

And this kiiid of Arianism was revived in the last ag-e by
Valentinus Geutilis ; who asserted in the same terms that

tlic Son was consubslantial to the Father and co-eternal, but

yet of a finite and circumscriptible nature. It is true indeed,

we have been told very confidently by Curcellscusand some
authors since, that Valentinus Gentilis believed three infinite

Spirits in the Trinity. But if we may judg-e of his doctrine

l)y his ow n assertions, he believed quite the contrary, that it

was impossible there should be three infinite Spirits, or Spirits

of immense substance. For this is one of his assertions

amongst his Protheses: " Tres Spiriius immensee substantice

esse non possunt.''' And for this very reason, though he
allowed the Son, with the forementioned Arians, to be con-

suhstantial and eternal (taking* these words in an equivocal

sense,) yet he still denied his infinity and equality, and made
him only a finite and circumscri[;tible substance. These are

his own words :
" Filius pro generationis modulo circum-

sc7-iptibilis (jenitus est.''' Upon which account we rank Gen-
tilis, w here he must and ought to stand, amongst the Arians,

rather than the Tritheites; which, as will presently appear,

are heresies very diilerent from one another.

3. The third heresy which undermines the Divinity of our
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Saviour, is Subellianism ; which was first begun by Simon

Mag"us, carried on by Noctus and Praxeas,but was more fully

known under the name of Sabeliius. This destroys our Sa-

viour's Divinity by denying his real and substantial genera-

tion ; making it only metaphorical and improper : thereby sub-

verting all real and personal distinction betwixt Father and

Son, which cannot consist without a true and proper sub-

stantial generation. St. Hilary, in his Book de Synodis, thus

describes the Sabellian heresy, making it to be that, " quce

personam genitae adimit essentice,^'' which destroys the person

of the Son, by denying the generation of his substance. And
again, " quce unicam ac sine progenie sua solitarii Deivelit

cijjirmare substantiam,'^ thai which affirms the substance of

God to be singular and solitary without any offspring. In

opposition to this the primitive Fathers unanimously maintain

the real and proper generation of the substance of the Son,

as the foundation of his personal distinction. And many of

them, the better to secure this real distinction betwixt the

Divine persons, not only use the terms rpia TrpocrwTra and

tres personas, but also Tpiig v-Koaraauq, and TQug vTvoaTaau

tpvaetg^ rg'ia daoyfxaTa riXua, rpia Trpaynara, rpia viroKU/neva,

and sometimes tres substantias in a catholic sense, and tres

substantias individuas, or substantias particulariter sub-

sistentes, which Boetius makes to be the same with an vVoor-

Tcicng, or real subsisting person. And there seems to have

been very good reason for this accurate variety of expression.

For St. Basil tells us, the Sabellians were used to play upon

terms as well as the Arians, and venttheir own heresy under

an equivocal and ambiguous sense of the catholic words

TrpoawTcov and persona. Those words will signify either

real subsisting beings 5 or else only different modes, offices,

or relations of one and the same solitary being. In this lat-

ter sense the Sabellians would not scruple to assert, that

the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost were rpia Trpoauytra and

tres personce : meaning no more than three different offices

or capacities of one and the same substantial person, or a

single person considered under a triple relation. As Tully

is an orator, a philosopher and a consul, so God is a Creator

a Redeemer, and a Sanctifier. As He creates the world. He
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may be considered under the person or clmraftor ot ii

Father; as He redeems it, by bocomini:^ incarnate, Mo may

bo consiilored as a Son ; and as 1 Je saiiclifu>s it l)y bis grace.

He sustains (lie person of an Holy Spirit. This is the yonu-

ine notion of the SabeUian Trinity of Persons.

And this is the heresy which was renewed with the very

same sophistry in the last ag-es by Laurentius Valla,* and

Servetus. They both pretended indeed to assert a Trinity of

Persons: but upon enquiry, when it comes to be examined,

it only proves a Trinity of ditlerent qualities, modes, oHices,

or relations. Mclanct.hon has most excellently described

this subtle kind of Sabellianism reviving in Servetus ; and

therefore 1 shall choose to give it in his own words, which

are these.! *' The fanatic Servetus," says he, " plays upon

an equivocal sense of the word person ; and pretends that it

anciently signiticd amongst the Latins no more but cither a

mode or the distinction of an oQice : as we say, Roscius

sometimes sustains the person of Achilles, sometimes the

person of Ulysses ; or the person of a consul differs from

the person of a servant : in like manner as Cicero says, it is

a great work to sustain the person of a prince in the Com-

monwealth, and this ancient signification of the word person

he sophistically wrests and applies to the article of the three

Persons in the Godhead." Upon which the same Melanc-

thon takes occasion to reflect in this most pathetic exhorta-

tion to his readers, "Sed has impias prcestigias fugiamus et

* Valla, Lib. G. Elegant, c. 34. In Deo personam ponimus, vel quod nul-

lum aliud vocabuluin quadrat (non natura, quo vcteres utebantur ; non sub-

stantia quo Grffici utuntur) ; vel quod vere in Deo triplex est qualitas. Item,

dico lucem, vibrationem, calorem in sole esse qualitates, &c. Tales quali-

tates slaluo in Deo, et has dico esse personas, (luic ab co abesse non pos-

sunt; et qualitatem signiticare, non substantiam, ut Boetiub voluit, qui nos

barbate loqui docuit.

t ftlelanclh. Loc. Com. Tract, de Person. Lusit homo fanaticus, Servetus,

de vocabulo personje ; et disputat olim Latiiiis significasse habituni aut ofiicii

distiuclionem: ut dicimus Roscium alias sustinerc personam Achillis, alias

suslinere personam Ulyssis ; sen alia est persona Consulis, alia scrvi:ut

Cicero inquit, magnum est in republicfi tueri personam principis, et liaac

veterem signifieationem vocabuli sycophantice detorquet ad articuhuu de

tribus Personis Triuitatis, sed has impias, &c.
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execremur, et sciamus in hoc articulo aliter loqui ecclesiam,

et personam did, suhstantiam individuam inielligentem et

incommunicahilem.^^

I shall make no further remark upon this history, but only

add, that Servetus was burnt at Geneva for this heresy in

the year 1553, though his doctrine has been since more

plausibly urged by Keckerraan and others without any such

like censure.

4. The fourth and last heresy, which undermines our

Saviour's true Divinity, is Tritheism ; which is the asserting

of three infinite collateral and co-ordinate Persons ; or three

obsolute independent principles, all simply unoriginate and

unbegotten, w ithout any mutual relation or subordination to

any first person. Thus it is Tritheism to ascribe the per-

sonal prerogative of the Father (oYfvvrjtriav) to the Son,

making Him a distinct principle or substance unbegotten as

the Father is. The true notion of the Christian Trinity is

three Divine Persons under the relation and economy of a

Father, Son, and Holy Ghost ; where the Father is con-

sidered as the fountain of the Deity, the Son and Holy Ghost

as the natural and eternal emanations of the Father's sub-

stance ; agreeable to what is said in the Nicene Creed, that

the Son is God of God, Light of Light, very God of very

God, Deus genitus, not ingenitus, nor factus ; whereas

Tritheism asserts, that the Son is another a.yivvr]Tov, that is,

not a Son, but another distinct principle or substance, unbe-

gotten as the Father is, and consequently a distinct God.

For rptig ap^ciL and rpia dyevvriTa, three co-ordinate and un-

begotten principles, inferring necessarily three Creators and

three Providences independent of one another, is, in the

sense of the primitive Fathers, the proper notion of three

Gods. What modern authors have directly in terms main-

tained this heresy, I am not able to say. That which seems
to come the nig-hest to it, is that bold determination made in

the Council of Lateran, under Innocent the Third ; where
it was determined in favour of Peter Lombard against

Richardus de Sancto Victore,* that the Divine Essence does

* That which seems to have given occasion to the Council of Lateran to
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neither beget iwr is begotten, nor does proceed, Essentia

Divina nee est generans, nee genita, nee procedens. 'I'lio

coiisoiiiionco of which woukl be, if it was urged home,

that the Divine sul)stance of the Son is unbe<^otten ; and

consequently tliat the Son is not a son, hut another unhe-

gotten principle, that is, a distinct God.

This doctrine which denies the generation of the Divine

substance of the Son, was severely reflected on by I.nther

and Melancthon in the beginning* of the reformation, and
long before them by Richardus de Sancto Victore ; who
undertook to shew, that it was contrary to the whole stream

of antiquity from Ignatius down to the Council of Lateran.

But Richardus had only truth and reason and antiquity on
his side : the Council of Lateran had a more effectual argu-

ment, that could not be answered, which was power. And
by virtue of that, they who could determine that bread

and wine was not bread and wine (for this is the same coun-
cil that established transubstantiation) might with a nori ob-

stante to all the primitive Fathers, determine likewise, that

the substance of the only begotten Son of God was unbegot-

ten : and if they would pr»tend to determine so, who should

pretend to contradict them 1 From that time therefore the

Schoolmen advanced a new proposition never heard in the

Catholic Church before :
" Quod Essentia Filii Divina non

est genita.^'' I am loath to urge the consequence of this

assertion ; but some of the modern Schoolmen themselves

have charged it with Tritheism in the mouth of Calvin ; who
only expresses their own doctrine in a little different terms

:

Quod Filius quatenus Deus, non habet suum esse a Patre^

make this decree, was this expression of Rich, de S. Victore, in liis 6th Book
de Trinitatc, cap. 22. " Absque dubio substantia Filii est genita, substantia

Patris ingenita, nee ingenita substantia est genita, nee genita est ingenita:"
together with his smart reliection upon Peter Lombard and others, as inno-

vators in this matter, challenging them to produce but so much as one single

passage of any Catholic Father, that ever maintained (what they did) that

the substance of the Son was unbegotten, and not begotten of tlie substance
of the Father. " Aflferant, si possunt, auctorilatem non dicam plures, sed
saltern unam, quas neget substantiam gignerc substantiain ' Richardus, in-

deed, is not mentioned in the Council ; but it is plain liiey iiad their eye upon
him in the condemnation of his doctrine.



346 SERMON ON

nec est Deus de Deo sed Deus a serpso • which is the very

same in sense with Essentia Filii non est genita. Now if the

Schoohuen will prove Tritheism upon themselves, they hardly

deserve an advocate to apologize for them. And yet thus much
I shall say for the sake of truth, that men are not always to

bo charged even with the natural consequence of their own
opinion, especially when they expressly reject and disavow it.

And therefore though the natural consequence of this opi-

nion should be Tritheism, or rpia dyivvrira, yet we ought to

have so much charity both for Calvin and the Schoolmen,

as to believe they never intended to maintain the heresy of

three infinite unbegotten collateral principles, having ex-

pressly declared against it. However we may not dismiss

the Schoolmen without making these two reflections on their

partial behaviour towards Calvin: 1st. that the loudest

declaimers against heresy are very often, upon enquiry,

found to be the nearest to it. 2. That men may be so

charmed and bigotted to a set of words, that they will even

condemn their own very notionvS, if they be but expressed in

different terms by other men.

And thus I have done with the first thing proposed, which
was to shew, who those are that may be said to deny the

Lord that bought them : by drawing- an historical parallel

betwixt four ancient and modern heresies, Photinianism,

Arianism, Sabellianism, and Tritheism. The two first of

these are at present the most prevailing heresies ; and there-

fore I shall spend the rest of this discourse against them
;

proceeding in order,

2dly. To shew, that the subtle arts, by which they privily

endeavour to introduce their errors, are chiefly these two
pretences: 1st. that many eminent Catholic authors have

acknowledged, that their doctrines are not contradicted,

either in words or sense, by Scripture or antiquity for the

three first centuries after Christ. 2. That though they be
erroneous, yet they are not heretical and damnable ; as con-

tradicting no article of Faith that the Catholic Church ever

thought necessary to salvation during the first three hundred
years.

These are the ordinary and confident pretences of our late
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Arian and Photinian writers. And indeed it cannot be

denied, but that many who wouM he thoui^ht no friends to

these heresies, have yet accidental ly at least proved the

main supporters of this confidence, and have done their

principal business for (hem. For as to the first pretence,

that their doctrines arc not contradicted by Scripture or An-

tiquity : tl)e authors of the Roman communion (in their ex-

travagant zeal for the authority of the Cluirch and the power

of general Councils to make new articles of faith) have not

scrupled to assert, that the Divinity of our Saviour and tlie

doctrine of the Trinity are neither defensible from the autho-

rity of Scripture, nor the w ritings of the Primitive Fathers,

from the days of the Apostles down to the Council of Nice.

Mr. Chillingworth did long ago object this very thing to

his Romish adversary ; and it were easy upon occasion to

confirm his suggestion by multitudes of undeniable proofs,

were the matter of any such importance. At present I need

only say, that Huetius and Petavius, two of the greatest au-

thors of the Roman communion, have scarce let any one

primitive Father go uncensured for Arianism : and in that

have done more for the Arian cause than all the Arians in

the world, ancient or modern, ever yet could do for them-

selves. Nor have many Protestant authors (in a contrary

zeal for the doctrine of the Church's fallibility, or perhaps

rather for want of understanding the t"ue meaning of the

ancient hypothesis) been more favourable or impartial in

their censures of the primitive Fathers : sometimes con-

demning the Ante-Nicenes as Arians, and the Post-Nicenes

as Tritheites, as Curcelteus and other late authors have

• done. And though Protestant writers do generally express

a greater reverence for Scripture, yet Erasmus and the

author of the posthumous annotations under the name of

Grotius (for it is to be hoped they were none of his) have

interpreted away many of the most considerable texts that

make for the Divinity of our Saviour. So that it must be

owned, that these heresies have received but too much

countenance from the unwary concessions of Catholic au-

thors. The allowing that the primitive Fathers were of

their opinion, gives them reason to think the Scriptures arc
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SO too; and that confirms them in the belief that they them-
selves are the true professors of the primitive Faith.

In this opinion they are still -the more confirmed by the

concessions of others, who, thoug-h they seem to disavow

their opinions as heterodox, yet however think them innocent

and tolerable ; and accordingly so far turn advocates for

them, as to plead for the authors as brethren that ought to be
admitted into the communion of the Catholic Church. Epis-

copius and Curceliseus are the great patrons of this opinion :

and in favour of it pretend to prove both from Scripture and
antiquity the non-necessity of believing the doctrine of our

Saviour's eternal generation from the Father.

Now then we need not stand amazed to think, that men,
who are otherwise ignorant enough, should hence take heart

and confidence, having such mighty pillars to support them.

Whilst two such names as Grotius and Erasmus can be
alleged against the most considerable texts of Scripture, it is

no wonder men of a sinking cause should lay hold of their

authorities and pretend ancient readings for their modern
heresies. And whilst two such learned antiquaries, as

Huetius and Petavius, have so severely played the critics

upon the primitive Fathers, it was but natural for the Arian

party to make use of their concessions, and raise their own
credit upon the ruins of antiquity. And when we consider

again in what vog;^e and authority Episcopius and Cur-

cellscus have been, we need as little wonder, that some
should be infected with their poisoned reasonings, and sleep

secure in damnable heresy, having such plausible advocates

to defend them. This I presume is a very fair account that

may be given of the present subtle growth of Arianism -

and Photinianism in these latter ages.

Now it were to be wished indeed, that the unwary conces-

sions of so many learned men had not given such advantage

to the common adversary, as either to harden them in a false

belief, or make them pretend to attack the Catholic faith

as it were upon its own ground and with its own weapons.

But since such dang-erous breaches have been made upon

the two great bulwarks of Christianity, Scripture and Anti-

quity, by means of tliese concessions, it will at least become
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tlioso wlu) profoss to lioliovo the Divinity of Chris), to lie as

cincriil ill sccurina-, as others aro siihtio in undorniininff-, the

prime Ibiuulations of the Catholic Faith. And therefore in

opposition to tlie (irst of these concessions and the vain pre-

tence that is bnilt upon tliem, I proceed,

Sdly. To shew that notuithstaiiding- any concessions of

Catholic authors, the Ariau and Pholinian doctrines are con-

trary to tiie jtlainest and most indubituhle of Scripture and

j)rimitive writers for the throe first ages after Christ.

To prove out of Scripture that they are false doctrines, I

will endeavour to make this proposition appear: viz. that

U()on supposition only that the Scripture had designed to

say, that our Saviour was truly God, it could not have

expressed itself in more significant and emphatical terms to

that purpose, than it now has done : consequently, we have

as much proof for the truth of our Saviour's Divinity, as tlio

nature of tlie thing- is capable of, or as wo can have for the

truth of any proposition of this nature : which with unpreju-

diced men is a very suilicient reason for believing it.

To make this appear to be so, we must first enquire, what

aro those peculiar terms and characters, by which it is pos-

sible to describe a.Divine nature, and distinguish it from all

other beings : and then show that these are properly applied

to our Saviour. Now these perhaps, upon the strictest en-

quiry, cannot be conceived to be any other than some of

these five sorts : 1. either the proper names and appellations

of God, or 2. the incommunicable attributes and properties

of such a being ; or 3. the operations and actions that

belong peculiarly to such a nature; or 4. that peculiar

honour and adoration which is solely to be paid to the Sove-

reign Being ; or 5. that which is commonly called the formal

notion and definition of a Divine nature. These are the pro-

per and only ways to describe a Divine nature by
;
so that if it

be possible to distinguish a Divine nature from all others by

such peculiar characters; (and no one certainly will pretend

to call that m question) then if our Saviour be described in

Scripture under all these peculiar characters of a Divine

nature, He must be verily and truly God. At least we have

as great proof of his being so, as the nature of the thing is



350 SERMON ON

capable of, or as is possible to be given ; and it would bo

hio-hly unreasonable to desire more. For this is as much

prooffor our Saviour's Divinity (supposing- Him to bo describ-

ed under these characters) as we have for his humanity.

If we were to prove Him to be a man, we could only do it

by shewing- that He is described under all the characters of

human nature. And if his being- described under the cha-

racters of God will not prove Him to be God, neither will his

being- described under the characters of man prove Him to

be a real man. Therefore those primitive heretics, who

denied his humanity, were altogether as reasonable as those

who now dispute his Divinity : for the case and proofs being

alike in both, he who pretends to question one, may by the

very same reason question both. For now we can shew,

that we have as much reason to believe our Saviour to be

God as to be man ;
because He is described under all the

characters of a divine as well as human nature. 1st. He is

properly and without restriction styled God. 2. All the

incommunicable attributes and properties of such a being

are ascribed to Him. 3. All the actions likewise belonging

to a Divine nature. 4. That worship and adoration which is

solely due to God. 5. Lastly He is described under the

formal notion and definition of a Divine nature.

The time will not permit me to insist upon all these, and

therefore I will endeavour to make good that which will the

most indisputably prove our Saviour to be God. viz. His

being described under the formal notion and definition of a

Divine nature. And here we must first enquire what is the

proper notion of a Divine nature. Now this, so far as we

can frame an idea of Divinity either by the help of reason

or revelation, consists in these two things. 1. That God is

a being of necessary and eternal existence, not precarious

or depending upon the will and pleasure of any other for

his being. 2. That He is the arbitrary cause of all other

beings, which may be or not be according to the will and

pleasure of him who makes them be. These are the first

and principal notions we can have of God : and it is w^hat

our adversaries themselves allow to be a true description of

a Divine nature, as well in revelation as in reason. For as
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the PI;\tonist, who spoaks the voice of nafmc, dotincs (lod

to be, " 7nctis O'terna et causa honi in naturd /' so God in

lStrli)ture, vvlien lie descrilx's Hitnself, does it by those very

characters: 1st. that He is the d Jr, " 1 am tliat 1 am," the

Being- that eternally exists, the Alpha and Omeg-a, the be-

ginning andtheVnd, the first and the last: 2dly, that He is the

God, ^vho made the world. So that if" we can prove, 1. that

our Saviour is an eternal being* of necessary existence; and

2. that He made the world : we ])rove every thing to the

Socinian that he requires of us. This indeed will not con-

tent the Arian, who will sometimes own that Christ is both

eternal and the maker of the world, and yet deny that He is

God. But if men will be so unreasonable as to maintain

perfect contradictions; and assert that the propercst idea of

a Divine nature belong-s to Christ, and yet after all, that He is

not of a Divine nature : we are not obliged to convince such

men, whose understandings run counter to common sense

and are proof against all conviction. It shall suffice there-

fore to shew, that our Saviour is an eternal necessary exist-

ing- Being, and that He made the world ; consequently that

He is of a Divine nature.

To prove these two things from Scripture, though many
unanswerable texts might V)e alleg^ed, I shall only cite two,

but they shall be such as w ill admit of no evasion. The one
infallibly proves Him to be a being- of necessary existence,

and the other as clearly evinces that the w orld was made by
Him. His necessary eternal existence is irrefragably deduced
from our Saviour's own character of Himself, John, 5. 20.

which is, " that as the Father hath life in Himself, so hath

He given the Son to have life in Himself!" Here by the

Father's having- life in Himself in the former clause, is

undoubtedly meant that eternal necessary existence which is

the proper life of God: all other beings, though they do now
exist, being- only of an arbitrary and precarious existence,

that once had no being, and may by the same power that

first created them, be again reduced to their primitive

nothing. But now the text tells us, the life of Christ is not

of this latter kind, but such a life as is the life of God. And
that that is necessary eternal existence, it is to be hoped no
one that owns any God at all will pretend to deny So that
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if we will believe our Saviour Himself, his own existence is

no less necessary and eternal than that of the Father ; only

with this difference, that the Father has this necessary exist-

ence not only in Himself, but from Himself: the Son not

from Himself but as the notion of a Son implies, by eternal

origination from the Father.

The other passage, proving Him to be the Creator of the

world, is that famous allegation of the author to the Hebrews,

chap. 1 vers. 10. II. 12. where what the Psalmist undoubt-

edly speaks of the Creator, is taken by the Apostle and pro-

perly applied to our Saviour. " Thou, Lord, in the beginning

hast laid the foundations of the earth, and the heavens are

the works of thy hands : they shall perish, but Thou remain-

est ; and they all shall wax old as doth a garment ; and as

a vesture shalt Thou fold them, and they shall be changed

:

but Thou art the same, and thy years shall not fail." This

strikes at the very root of Arianism, and proves at once both

that our Saviour is the Creator of the world, and that He is

of an eternal necessary existence, immutable and unchange-

able in his nature. He is not Himself a creature, as Arius

pretended, (iXXofwrog, or 7nutabiliterfactus, but That Lord,

who in the beginning laid the foundations of the earth, and

who shall hereafter change it again ; That Lord who for ever

continues the same, and whose years cannot fail.

Nor can the Socinians deny, but that here the Apostle

speaks of the old creation. Only they would have it, that

our Saviour is not here said to be the efficient, but only the

final cause of the world. ^EOsfieXiayaag, i. e., causa fuisti

cur fundaretur : et opus manuum tuarum, id est, propter

ie factum—quia constahat inter Hebrceos mundmn hunc
Messice caiisa conditum. So the author under the name of

Grotius. But if such forced interpretations may be allowed

to pass upon plain words, it will be impossible to prove any

thing in the world. We prove to the Socinians out of John
\. 3. that all things were made by Christ, and without Him
was not any thing- made that was made : anJ out of Col. L
16. that by Him all things were created that are in heaven

and that are in earth, visible and invisible, thrones, domi-

nions, principalities and powers : and then they tell us, this is

only meant of the metaphorical new-creation under the Gos-
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pel. We prove to fhrin a^ain from this passag-e of the

Hebre\vs, that our Saviour is the author of the first and old

creation : and then they tell us, He is not the proper cause

of the world, but only the cause why it was made. Now at

this rate of interpreting; Scripture we can have no certaiuvy

of the sense of words, but may as well say that man is the

creator of the world, because the world was made for his

sake ; or tnat there was no creation at all, because the first

of Genesis, by the help of a thing* called metaphor, may be

interpreted away, as well as the first of St. John. "In the

beg-inning- God created the heaven and the earth,' accord-

ing- to the Socinian way of interpreting Scripture will be no

more but this : in the beginning- /. e. when there was a ne-

cessity of new regulating' tlie world, God, i. e. kings and
princes or some mighty monarchs, who are called gods in

Scripture, created, /. e. new modelled and disciplined, heaven

and earth, i. e. the savag-e and untractable world of men.

And so the old creation is wholly superseded and set aside

by this new invented art of criticism.

But now Melancthon's reflection is here again very sea-

sonable :
" Has impias prcestigias fugiamus et execremiir,

et sciamus in hoc articulo aliter Ecclesiam loqniy The
Catholic Church never allowed such forced interpretations

of plain words, but always believed our Saviour to be that

eternal necessary existing- Being who made the world, which

leads me to the second part of the first assertion, viz. to shew
that the Divinity of our Saviour was maintained as a most

certain truth in the three first ag-es of the Church.

This, would the time permit, might easily be demonstrated,

by shewing that all the five forementioned characters of a

Divine nature are properly and without the least amphibo-
logy ascribed to Him by the primitive vvriters. For 1. They
always absolutely and without restriction style Him God.
This is so well known, that the heathens objected it to

them ; whic hthey never denied, but still always owned Him
for their God. 2. They ascribe unto Him all the peculiar

attributes of a Divine nature, omniscience, omnipotence,

omnipresence, &c. 3. The most proper and essential actions

of God, as the power of forgiving- sins: telling us at the

VOL. VIII. 2 A
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same time that no one can forgive sins but God. 4. They

worshipped Him with Divine honour of all sorts, as well

with internal acts of faith, hope, trust, as the external acts

of invocation, adoration, doxolog-y and thanksgiving. This

id'so well known to have been their practice, and withal that

it was their doctrine, that no creature whatsoever was to be

worshipped but only God, (because it is idolatry to wor-

ship any thing which by nature is not God), that he must

have a very mean opinion of all the Primitive Fathers, who
can think they should so palpably condemn themselves of

gross idolatry, as they must needs do upon their own prin-

ciples, if they gave Divine honour to Christ, whilst they did

not believe Him to be God. This argument is so full and

strong, that we may challenge all the Socinians in the world

to give it the least shadow of an answer. 5. They assert, that

He is essentially God, and describe Him under the formal

notion and definition of a Divine nature, as that eternal

necessarily existent Being that made the world. Which is

the only thing at present I am concerned to shew. And
this I shall do very briefly, by producing a few clear pas-

sages out of the most ancient and authentic writers, which

interpret literally all those places of Scripture, that make
the essence of Christ consist in necessarily eternal existence,

and ascribe unto Him the creation of the world.

I begin with creation. St. Barnabas and Hermes Pastor

are two of the most ancient authors we have remaining:

and they both ascribe the creation to our Saviour. St. Bar-

nabas says, it was Christ to whom God the Feather said,

Gen. 1. Let us make man ; and that the sun is the work of

his hands, rjAtov tpyov x^^P'^^ avrS, &c. Barn. Epist. cap. 4.

p. 218. Edit. Voss.

In like manner Hermes Pastor, " Totus ab eo sustentafur

orbis, ef omnis Dei creatara per Filkim ejus sustentatur.''^

The whole world is sustained by Him, and every creature of

God is upheld by his Son. Herm. Similitud. 9.

These apostolical men knew nothing of the modern

sophistry of a metaphorical creation, or of Christ's being

only the final cause of the old world, and that is a good

proof to us, that these new interpreters speak not the sense

of the Apostles.
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111 tlie noxt ng-o wo have, first, Justin Martyi", who in hiu

Ii^pistle to Dioijnotus, p. 11)8, styles our Saviour toi' Ti\viTr]v

Kai ^tfniHpyov Tutv i")\i,n>, the contriver (ind maker of all lluiujfi.

Aouin, both in his lirst and second Apolog-y, he tells us,

that God did ?«i \6yH tov Kocrfxov TTnii\aai, create the world

by the Lotjos, or fVord, by which St. John says all thing's

were made. Just. Apol. 1. p. 44. and Apol. 2. p. 97.

Next after him, Theophilus, Bishop of Antioch, in his

Second Book to Autolyehus, p. 81, tolls us, that God made
all thing's by Him, 8i ovth TrdvTa 7r£7roojicf v ; and that He is

called ooY'i, the beginning-, or ruler and governor of all

thing-s, because He rules and moderates all the works, which

He himself made, on itox^i kui Kvpuvn irdvrwv rdiv St avri

BeSi^iuispyyjiiivMv. And here w'e may observe that Theophi-

lus, with many others of the Ancients, did so interpret the

First of Genesis, as to make in principio to be the same
with in Filio. In the beoinnintr God made heaven and

earth ; that is, say many of the Ancients, God the Father

by the Son made the world. Hence dp^i) and principium
became proper names of the Son of God, as well as Logos:

because He was the authorand principle of all things. Thus
Orig-en, in his Comment upon the First of Gen. " Quod est

omnium principium nisi Dominus noster et Salvator om-
nium Jesus Christus Primogenitus omnis creaiurce ? In hoc

ergo Principio, hoc est, in Verho suo, Deus caelum et terram

fecit.^' To the same purpose he there applies the words of

St. John, " AH thing-s were made by Him :" And then con-

cludes, " A'on ergo hie temporale aliquod principium dicit

;

sed in Principio, id est, in Salvatore, factum esse dicit cae-

lum et terram, et omnia quaefacta sunt.'''

Nay, some of them went so far as to assert, that it was
written in the Hebrew original, " By the Son, God made
Heaven and earth." St. Jerome, in his questions upon
Genesis, cites three authors for this opinion ; Tertullian, in

his Book against Praxeas ; St. Hilary, in his Comment upon
the Psalms ; and the author of the Dispute betwixt Jason
and Papiseus, who is a very ancient writer, commended by
Origen in his 4th Book against Celsus. Now, whether
either this reading or the interpretation be true, is none of

2 A 2
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our present concern : the only thing we observe at present,

is this, that the Primitive Fathers of the three first cen-

turies were so fully persuaded that our Saviour was the

Creator of the world, that they thought they could deduce

it out of the first of Genesis, which Socinus himself must

needs allow to be meant of the first creation.

I might here go on to add many other authors of the second

and third centuries remaining yet behind, viz. Athenagoras,

Tatian, Irenaeus, TertuUian, Origen, Clemens, Alexandrinus,

Cyprian, Dionysius Alexandrinus, Dionysius Romanus, Nova-

tian, Arnobius, and Lactantius: of all whom we can safely

say, that they interpret all the passages of Scripture, which

prove our Saviour to be the creator of the world, to the very

same sense, which we now put upon them. And further

we may challenge the most learned Socinian in the worl dto

produce us but any one single passage of any one Catholic

author, that ever maintained, what they now do, that our

Saviour is only the author of the new creation and no more

but the final cause of the old world.

Now this bein<r the difference betwixt us and the Socini-

ans, that we have the plain sense of Scripture on our side,

and the concurrent judgment of all wise and sober men for

sixteen whole centuries together : whilst they are forced to

offer the greatest violence to Scripture, and wrest plain

words to a most unnatural sense, to defend an hypothesis

which was never maintained by any one Catholic author

:

we think we have all imaginable reason to conclude, that

our Saviour is, in the most proper sense, the Creator of the

world. Consequently, by the Soeinian's own confession.

He must be the very and eternal God ; since they themselves

own that God and Creator are convertible terms, and differ

no otherwise than as the definition and thing defined, which

always mutually imply and and infer one another.

2. The writers of the three first centuries are universally

agreed, not only that our Saviour is the Creator of the world,

who gives an arbitrary, precarious, and contingent being- to

all other things ; but also that He himself is an eternal,

necessarily existent Being, who depends upon the will and

pleasure of no other for his being, but is wholly immutable
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and unolmnjicable in his nature. This has boon fiillv ami

niiansworably made out hy the k'arncd Dr. Bull in liis Defcn-

sio Fidei Nieenai, which wdl stand as an eternal confutation

of Arianism, notwithstanding- tlie little attempts that have

been made ag-ainst it. 'Jherefore, 1 shall only here add a

pasage or two by way of comment upon St. John's words,

" As the Father hath life in Himself, so hatli He given to

the Son to have life in HimseUV to shew that the Ancients

understood those words in the same sense we now do ; viz.

that the life antl being- of the Son is not the precarious con-

tingent l)eing- of the creature, but that essential necessary

immutable Hfe and existence, which is the proper life of

.God.

Ignatius, in his epistle to the Ephesians (p. 21. Ed. Voss,)

styles Him the true life, ^dx) a\i]Oivn, and exempts Him in his

Divine nature from the order of the creatures, calling- Him
both ytvr}T6g kcu aytvijTOi', factus et non factus, created as

man, uncreated as God. Now true life, and life uncreated

is doubtless essential life, or life in himself, as St. John

styles it. This passage is the more illustrious, because of

the antiquity of its author, and his acquaintance with the

Apostles. Nor can any one reasonably question its being-

g-enuine, because it is now found in the Florentine Greek,

published by Vossius, and in the old Latin translations,

published by Bishop Usher, and it is cited by three ancient

authors of unquestionable credit, Athanasius, Gelasius, and
Theodoret, all ag-reeing- in substance, without any material

variation.

To Ignatius may be added another piece of venerable

antiquity (whoever was the author of it), viz. Tlie Testament

of the Twelve Patriarchs as it called, a treatise written in

the second century by a Christian, at least a Judaizing- Chris-

tian, as learned men have determined. There Simeon, one

of the Patriarchs, is introduced prophesying- of the Messias

in these words, " Tunc Dominus Deus magnus Israel ap-
parebit in terra ut hoino, et salvabit in ipso Adam.'''' Then
shall the Great God of Israel appear upon earth as a man,
and save mankind thereby. This, w hether it be the speech
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of a Jew, or Christian, is certainly a very pregnant proof of

the author's faith, and shews that he believed the Messias

should be the eternal God : for doubtless the Great God of

Israel can be no other but the eternal God, the o u)v, or

Jehovah, whose very essence is existence or life in Himself.

Justin Martyr expressly tells us in one place, Paraenes ad

Grae, that the God which appeared to Moses in the bush
was the 6 u)v, the living* and true God. And yet both he
and all the Ante-Nicene Fathers agree, that it was God
the Son, who appeared to Moses and the other Patriarchs

by way of pneludium to the incarnation. Now let us put

these two things together in form, and they amount to a

full proof, that our Saviour is the 6 I'tiv, or the living" and
eternal God, For the argument will be thus

:

He that appeared to Moses in the bush, is the living* and
true God :

Christ is the God that appeared to Moses in the bush:

Therefore, Christ is the living and true God.
Both the propositions of this arg-ument are the Father's :

therefore, unless we can suppose them to have been the

weakest logicians that ever lived, they who give us the pre-

mises, must needs own the conclusion.

I shall but add one author more, that is Origen, who has
generally been thought a friend to Arianism, but very un-

justly: for in one place he styles our Saviour Essentiale

Bonum, irepi d^X"^^ (Lib. 1. c. 5.) ; and in another place, dvro-

ffo^ia, dvToXoyoQ, and dvToaXnOeia, essential wisdom, essen-

tial reason, and essential truth. (Cont. Cels. Lib. 3. p. 136.)

And in a third place, dddvaroQ Geo'c Koyog, the immortal
God, Ibid. Lib. 4. p. 170.; which is as much as St. Basil's

gvTo^wj7, and Athanasius's dvTO(l>o)g, which certainly are not

short of necessary existence or the life of God.
To these it were easy to add many other passages of the

same importance : but these I presume are sufficient to shew
the sense of the primitive writers concerning* the life of

Christ; that it is not any created, contingent, or precarious

Being, but an essential necessary existence, such as is the

life of God. Whence upon the whole it appears, that the
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duotriiie ol our Saviour's Divinity is the true cloctniie Ijotli

of Scripture and Antiquity, both which represent Him under

tlje properest notion and idea of a Divine nature, as on eter-

nal necessarily existent Being \vho made the world. Conse-

quently the doctrine which denies the Divinity of our

Saviour, is a false doctrine, contrary to the plainest and most

indubitable sense of Scripture and Antiquity for the three

first ag-es, which was the proposition to be shew n.

4. I am now in the fourth and last place to shew, that it

is not only u false doctrine, but also heretical and damnable
;

a damnable heresy, that will bring' upon the authors swift

destruction. This will need little proof, if we reflect but

upon what has been said in the first part of this discourse,

that Socinianism is nothingelsebuttherevivalof the ancient

heresies of Ebion, Artemas, Theodotus, Theodotion, and
Paulus Samosatensis ; all which were condemned as here-

tics by the Catholic Church long- before the Council of Nice.

These are thing's so well known to all, who are not wholly

unacquainted with Ecclesiastical History and the state of

the Primitive Church, that he must betray either very great

ignorance or great partiality, whoever goes about to justify

Socinianism upon pretence of its being allowed as an inno-

cent error by the Primitive Christians. The learned author

of the Judicium Ecclesiae Catholicae has sufficiently account-

ed with Episcopius for this pretence, and shewn us most
accurately exactly, as the manner of that author is, these

three things, 1st. that all the Ante-Nicene Fathers have
expressly and positively declared, that the doctrine of our
Saviour's Divinity is necessarily to be known and believed
in order to salvation. 2. That they anathematized and con-
demned all as heretics who did not believe it. 3. That they
put it into their creeds and compendiums of necessary Arti-

cles of Faith. Which three considerations are undeniable
proof, that they looked upon the belief of our Saviour's
Divinity to be necessary to salvation. And yet if this argu-
ment needed further confirmation, two other considerations

might be added : 1 . that they believed it necessary for man's
redemption that God should become incarnate ; or that the
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Mediator, who was to reconcile God and man, should be

partaker of both natures. 2. That even to deny his humanity

is by them accounted damnable heresy, though a man
believe Him to have pre-existed in his spiritual nature.

Whence we might now strongly infer, that they, who thought

it damnable heresy to deny our Saviour's humanity, could

not but think it much more so to deny his Divinity ; since, if

a reverence be to be had to either, certainly the principal

regard is to be shewn to his Divine nature. These things

might very seasonably and properly be urged at this junc-

ture, to shew the necessity of believing the incarnation and

satisfaction made by our Saviour ; but the managing of them

would require a longer discourse. I shall therefore only

make one short reflection upon what has been said, and

therewith conclude.

It appears from the premises, that many learned men have

mistaken the sense of the Primitive Fathers concerning the

Divinity of our Saviour, and unjustly accused them of Arian-

ism and Tritheism, to the great prejudice of the Catholic

faith. Hence I would infer the great danger of relying

wholly upon modern authors, and reading primitive writers

with other men's eyes, especially the eyes of the School-

men : who, to advance particular hypotheses of their own,

have made many dangerous breaches upon the common
faith of Christians. The sure and only way to find out truth

is to seek it in its first fountains and original Scriptures,

interpreted by the best Antiquity. Those are known rules

of Vincentiiis Lirinensis and Tertullian. Id verum quodpri-

mum : and, Id Catholicum quod semper, quod uhique, quod

apud omnes. He that keeps close to these rules, may,

perhaps, sometimes swim against the stream of modern au-

thors ; but he has this security on his side, that he shall never

mistake the common faith of Christians. For, to use the

words of a primitive writer, " What Christ Himself taught,

and the Apostles preached, and the Fathers delivered, and

the Martyrs confirmed, must needs be the common faith of

Christians : and he cannot beheve or speak amiss, that

believes and speaks as he has been taught by them." There-
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fore, to conclude, let us not be shaken l>y nny iinvvary con-

cessions or false pretences of any modern, however other-

wise learned, authors : hut first en(|uire impartially ourselves

^vhat the primitivi> truth was ; and then hold fast the faith

whicli was once delivered to the Saints. So shall we nei-

ther be false teachers, nor bring" in damnable heresies, nor

deny the Lord that boug-ht us.





BUY THE TRUTH.

A SERMON

PREACHED AT THE VISITATION AT WINCHESTER,

SEPT. 16, 1697.

PROV. Chap, xxiii. Ver. 23.

—

Buy the Truth, and sell it not.

It is the observation of the wise man, whose words we
have now repeated, that the purchase of truth and sound wis-

dom is the most valuable thing in the world. " Happy is the

man," says he, " that findeth wisdom, and the man that

getteth understanding', for the merchandize of it is better

than the merchandize of silver, and the gain thereof than

fine gold : she is more precious than rubies, and all the

things thou canst desire, are not to be compared unto her."

chap. 3. 13.

And in this he seems only to speak in some measure the

general sense of mankind. For though many men be deeply

engaged in the grossest errors, yet all pretend to have a

concern for truth, and to look upon it as their chiefest hap-

piness. So that should we so far abstract from experience

as to consider matters only in the theory, one might be

tempted to conclude it impossible that there should be any

such thing as error in the world. And doubtless, it would

be so, were there neither wickedness nor weakness in human
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nature : but by reason of those it commonly fares with truth,

as it does with happiness and virtue. They have all many
pretended admirers, but few real votaries 5 the beauty is

seemingly courted, but the cloud finally embraced. How
eag-er are men in their enquiries after happiness'? and yet

after all, how few do truly understand where their real hap-

piness consists 1 How much fewer take the measures that

are proper for the attainment of it '? nay, as if human nature

were condemned to act by contradictions in a pursuit of

happiness, they take those very measures that will make
them miserable. Just so is it with truth. All men pretend to

be searching and enquiring after it ; most men are busy,

many warm and zealous, and some even furious and con-

tentious in the pursuit of it. And yet, notwithstanding this,

ignorance and error often gain as many proselytes as the

cause of truth: whilst either the weakness of men's judg-

ments, or the corruption of their morals, inclines them to

take wrong measures, they become an easy prey to the

grand deceiver, who knows as well how to disguise error in

the habit of truth, as to transform himself into an angel of

light. Hence it comes to pass, that the grossest errors are

often plausibly vented and entertained without the least

suspicion ; and many men shew greater zeal for the nomi-

nal, than others do for real truths.

The experience of all ages confirms the truth of this obser

vation, yet perhaps none ever more than our own ; in which

error seems to have taken greater heart and confidence only

by giving itself some new and flattering names. Now Athe-

ism walks abroad under the specious name of Deism
; the

enemy of revelation calls himself the man of reason ; the

Anti-Trinitarian in his own cant is only a zealous defender

of the unity of the Godhead ; to deny the incarnation is only

to speak honorably of the Deity ; and to ridicule a mystery

is only to believe cautiously by adequate ideas and full com-

prehensions. Thus error bespeaks men's favour, as trifling

writings usually do their readers with a glorious empty name

on purpose to deceive them. And it were well if the cheat

in both cases were alike inconsiderable ; but alas ! it is not

an empty name that can make us a suflicient recompense
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for the loss of (iiitli. And tlioroforo the wise man's admo-
nition can never bo nnsc'asonable, especially at sucli a junc-

ture: " Buy the truth and sell it not/' For the better un-

derstanchnf;- which words 1 shall endeavour to give a plain

resolution of these four en(juiries.

1. What that truth is, we are oblig-od to buy ? since it is

certain all truths are not of the same importance.

2. What it is properly to buy the truth, and wherein the

p\ircliase of it consists ?

3. AVhat are the reasons, why, notwithstanding- the possi-

bility of attaininf>- truth, so many fail of the attainment of it ?

4. What are the principal rules and cautions to be observ-

ed in order to distinguish truth from error 1

After which T shall make a moral reflection or two upon
the whole, and therewith conclude.

1 . We are to enquire what that truth is which we are

obliged to buy; because all truths are not of the same im-

portance : as will appear by laying down these four conclu-

sions.

1. That it is not mere philosophical truths we are com-
manded to enquire after; the knowledge of these indeed may
be very honourable, as arguing a sprightly genius, a pierc-

ing wit, and a comprehensive understanding: and if they be

such truths, as maybe instrumental to a better science, they

are very useful too. And yet it would be hard to say that

the knowledge of them was absolutely necessary, because

the greatest part of the world have no opportunity of being

acquainted with them. So that we may safely conclude in

the first place, that such philosophical truths are no necessary

part of that enquiry enjoined us in the text, though by the

way the pains which some men take to account for the phe-

nomena of nature, and resolve the mysteries and secrets of

it, may justly upbraid both themselves and others, who allow-

not the least share of their thoughts to consider truths

of a far more important nature, which defect is certainly one

great cause of error : but of this more by and by.

2. As philosophical truths are not the necessary object of

our enquiry, so neither are all the truths of Scripture, for there

are some truths we may safely beignorant of ; others which
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we cannot possibly know, though we make never so strict

an enquiry after them. There are many truths of Scripture,

which learned men> salvd Ptetate,hn\e always differed about,

and taken the liberty to expound every man in his own sense,

without any detriment to the common faith or breach of

Christian charity. And of such truths a man may safely be

ijrnorant : or else who could be saved.

Again, there are other truths in Scripture, which we cannot

possibly know, though we make never so strict an enquiry

after them. And it is so far from being our duty to know
these, that it is our duty not to know them : I mean not to

be too curious, prying or inquisitive, into the deep things

of God, which no man knows nor can know, till God shall

think fit to make a clearer revelation of them. It was an

excellent saying of Scaliger's to this purpose: " Non velle

scire quce Magister maximus docere non vult, erudita in-

scitia est. " It is a most learned piece of ignorance not to

he willing to know what our great Master has no where

been pleased to reveal^ Our Saviour Himself seems to

have taught us this humility and poverty of spirit by his

own example. For as He was in the form of a servant, He
was content to let his human nature for some time be igno-

rant of the day of judgment. So the Catholic consent of

all antiquity has interpreted that passage of St. Mark, 13.

" Of that day and that hour, knoweth no man, no not the

Angels in heaven, nor the Son, but the Father." And Ire-

naeus particularly applies it against the vanity of the Gnos-

tics of his age, who pretended to an universal knowledge,

to be much wiser than the Apostles, and to be perfectly

acquainted with the spiritalia and supercoelestia, as they

called them, the divine secrets and mysteries of heaven.

But now the wise man is so far from encourag-ingr our
CD o

search after any such truths as these, that he tells us in

another place it is very dangerous meddling with them.
" Scrutator majestatis opprimetur a gloria.'''' And indeed

such enquiries, if we observe it, commonly prove only like

Pliny's search of the burning mountain, who perished in the

flames, whilst he was too busy in searching out the causes

of them. It is but natural for men whose thoughts are
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wholly taken up with towering- speculations, to neglect ihe

more necessary piirts ol" knowledge, and moral duties: and
then, like that other philosopher's incpicst, who perished

by minding- more the course of the stars in heaven than his

own steps upon earth, all such kinds of searches must needs

prove fatal to the enquirers. Thoug-h they with Capernaum
exalt themselves to heaven

;
yet when the scrutiny of judg-

ment has examined their pretences to it, they will in like

manner be thrust down to hell ; therefore these cannot be the

truths the wise man bids us enquire after : since we can

hardly purchase them, but at the certain expense of our

souls, w hich is too dear a price to be paid for them.

3. To resolve this enquiry positively, as we have hitherto

done it negatively, the truths we are obliged to enquire after

are principally those which we cannot be ignorant of with-

out hazarding- both our own and other men's salvation. I

call them truths in the plural, because of the attempts of a

late admired author, who is willing- to confine all to one sin-

gle article, that Jesus is the Messias. Against whom it were
easy to shew, were it here necessary, that baptism was never

administered in the Christian Church without the explicit

belief of many other articles : particularly the belief of three

Divine Persons ; the doctrine of repentance and remis-

sion of sins, grounded upon the satisfaction of a Mediator
both God and Man together with the belief of a resurrection

from the dead and an eternal judgment; which are arti-

cles that some men have no mind to be tied up to, though
the Author to the Hebrews suras most of them up un-

der the title of the principles of the doctrine of Christ,

and the Scripture speaks of them as of the essentials and
fundamentals of Christianity, without which no man can
either be a Christian, or have any title under the Gospel
economy to the kingdom of heaven.

4. Lastly, after the essentials of Christianity, we are also

obliged to make enquiry after those truths which concern the
perfection of it. For Christianity is a regular edifice, and no
complete structure consists merely of a foundation. There-
fore besides the fundamentals of Christianity there are other

truths to be enquired after; which though they be not so
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absolutely necessary as the former, yet they are necessary

in order to bring- us to the measure of the stature of the ful-

ness of Christ.

Though here, both with respect to the foundation and

superstructure, it will be very necessary to distinguish

Catholic verities, from the ordinary proofs of them. It is

never allowable to question the truth of an article of faith,

but yet it may often be reasonable to dispute, whether such

or such a text of Scripture be a solid proof of it. For

instance, the doctrine of the blessed Trinity is allowed by

all good Catholics to be a Catholic verity : and yet many
learned men have, not without good reason, questioned,

whether it could be solidly proved out of the First of Genesis.

" In the beofinninof God created the Heaven and the earth."

Many of the ancients, St. Hilary and St. Austin amon^ the

rest, thought that m principio was the same with in Jilio;

and that hence it might be proved that the Son of God was
the Creator of Heaven and earth. Peter Lombard, and the

Schoolmen after him, prove the Trinity another way : they

take Elohim, the original word for God in that text, to be a

plural, and to denote three Persons in the Godhead. But

Cajetan, Drusius, and Calvin, and the generality of learned

men, both Romish and Reformed, after them, reject both

these as forced interpretations. And yet it would be hard

to charge these men with rejecting the doctrine of the

Trinity, only because they reject this text as an incompetent

proof of it. Therefore Catharin is justly censured by Six-

tus Senensis and others of his own order, as an uncharitable

disputatious person, for charg-ing Cajetan with denying the

doctrine of the Trinity, when it was so evident his only

desig-n was to establish it upon a more solid foundation :

which is so far from denying- it, that it is really to do it the

greater service ; as he who brings but one solid argument
in favour of any thesis, does thereby greater justice to his

cause, than he who bring-s forty bad ones.

I suppose from these conclusions we have a plain resolu-

tion of the first inquiry, what that truth is we are obliged to

buy?
2. The next inquiry' is, what it is properly to buy that
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truth, and wherein the purchase of it consists ? Here I sup-
pose it too obvious to need observin»>-, tliat buyinf;- the truth

is only a tneta[)horital expression, and not to bo understood
in a literal sense ; therefore it must denote a man's usinrr

Ins best endeavours to obtain it, so as he may be properly
said to have made truth his own propriety l)y bcinn- able to

give a rational account of it. Now no man, I think, can be
said to have made truth his own, so as to be able to give a
rational account of it, till he has done these two things:

1 st, till he has got such a competent notion and knowledge of
the thing to be believed, as will enable him to give the de-
terminate sense and meaning of it: 2nd, till he knows it

upon such solid grounds and evidences, as are proper to

build a rational assent upon. For men may know Scripture
words and Catholic expressions, and yet be never the nearer
knowing the Catholic faith, unless they know the determi-
nate sense and meaning of those expressions. For truth
is not mere words, but the sense and meanin<T of words.
Therefore to believe a truth, without a competent notion of
it, is only to beheve words without sense, and to pretend to
know without knowledge. And again to know the determi-
nate meaning of any truth or proposition, without knowing
the grounds and reasons of it, is at best but to believe with-
out certainty and to know without reason. Therefore faith in

this case is not to be separated from reason and knowledo-e-
for a rational faith, such as Christianity certainly is, always
presupposes a rational knowledge : and a rational know-
ledge supposes again both a competent idea of the thino- to
be known, and also solid grounds and evidences for believing
it. Else a man walks in the dark, and believes he knows not
what, he knows not why. Which is a kind of faith the
Scripture no where approves of, but often rejects and dis-

allows as injurious to God and reproachful to human nature.
To worship we know not what, is a thing chargeable with
folly in the judgment of our Saviour: and, if we believe St.

Paul, it is but a piece of superstitious devotion to erect an
altar to the unknown God. Hence it is that Christianity is

so often represented on the contrary to be a reasonable ser-
vice, because it obliges all its votaries to understand the

VOL. VIII. 2 B
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meaning" of what they believe, to use their judgment in ex-

amining the grounds of truth, and to be able to give an an-

swer to every one that shall ask them a reason of the hope
that is in them. All which supposes an obligation on men
both to get a competent notion or idea of whatever they are

to believe, and also to have solid reasons for believing it.

Nor will it hence follow, as some would infer, either that

natural reason alone can help us to the knowledge of all

necessary truths, or that nothing" is to be received as a cer-

tain truth, but what we can have an adequate idea or full

comprehension of: which are the wild mistakes and funda-

mental errors of some modern sectaries. For it is certain we
may both believe and know many things, of which we have

no adequate knowledge or perfect idea ; nor indeed any
knowledge at all by the light of mere natural reason : as

shall be shewn in its proper place. So that all that is

meant by getting a competent knowledge of truth or having

reason to believe it, is only this: that men must endeavour

to understand what they believe so far as the object is capa-

ble of being understood: and then believe it upon such

reasons as are sufficient to persuade a rational man to yield

assent to it. And this I conceive is properly to buy the

truth.

3. The third inquiry is into the reasons, why, notwithstand-

ing the possibility of attaining truth, so many men fail of the

attainment of it ? For the resolution of this inquirj'^, it will

be necessary to consider the causes of error: and the un-

folding of them will quickly unfold this mystery. Now the

causes of error are many and various, but the principle of

them, I take it, may be reduced to these three heads. 1. A
want of sincerity and ingenuity in men's inquiries. 2. A
want of industry and diligent exercise of men's own reason

in examining the certain evidences of truth. 3. A contrary

exaltation of human reason beyond its proper bounds.

1. First, error commonly proceeds from a want of sin-

cerity and ingenuity in men's inquiries. Men have often

other ends to serve than truth ; such a lust or such a vice,

such a principle or such a passion to be gratified ; and then

the question is not, which opinion is the truest, but which is
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most agreeablo to their g-onius, and tends most to gratify

their several inclinations? This the Scripture calls self-

love, antl reckons it the principal cause of error. For when
men are lovers of themselves more than lovers of truth, and

lovers of pleasure more than lovers of God, it is but natural for

them to resist the truth, whenever it runs counter to their

inclinations : and so by their own wicked temper, as well as

the judgment of God, they are given over to strong delusion,

that they should believe a lie.

This would appear more evident, had we time to look over

the several instances of self-love, and consider what a power-
ful influence they have over the mind of man to warp the

understanding. These are pride, vain glory, interest, and

prejudice; for these are but so many different ways of

expressing a man's love for himself and his own concerns.

I shall only speak of the first of them, pride; by which we
may make an estimate of all the rest. Now it is certain

that pride is a grand enemy to truth. For the proud man is

above instruction : he reckons his own notions the only

standard of truth, and treats all men in the quality of ene-

mies that entertain any different sentiments from him. This

renders him impatient of contradiction, and wholly incapa-

ble of receiving better information: so that as Solomon
observes, there is commonly more hope of a fool than of him.

Besides, pride is commonly attended with fury, envy, and

discontent upon the least opposition or the smallest disap-

pointment; find these passions often engage men to sacrifice

truth in a mere revenge, wetting itself by a spirit of con-

tradiction. Thus it is observed all along by the ancient

historians, that there was scarce ever any considerable

heresy infested the Church, but envy or discontent, the ef-

fects of pride, w ere at the bottom of it.* It was a discon-

tent that first made Simon Magus take a pique at the

Apostles' doctrine; because they denied him the episcopal

power of confirmation, he would no longer be a member of

the Church, because he could not have the honour to be the

head of it. His pride was legible in his very doctrines.

• Vid. Causes of Decay of Christian Piety. Chap. xiii.

2 B 2
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For what but a Luciferian pride could prompt a man to such

prodigious blasphemies ? as that he was the eternal God
who gave the law to Moses upon mount Sinai in the person

of the Father; appeared putative upon earth in the person

of the Son ; and descended in the form of cloven tongues
upon the Apostles in the person of the Holy Ghost? F'rom

whence we may learn also (to note this by the way), who
was the first author of the Unitarian heresy, viz. a person

who could not blush to receive a Roman statue with this in-

scription, Simoni Sancio Deo* as Justin Martyr, an eye

witness of it, does inform us.

It was the same cause, a disappointment of a bishoprick,

as Eusebius tells us, that made Thebules corrupt the Virgin

Church of Jerusalem with the Jewish heresies. He acted

his revenge upon it, because Jacobus Justus was preferred

before him.

It was a like disgust that led Valentinus to his heresy,

because aspiring to the highest order of the Church, he was
disappointed by the election of a martyr.

It was a like resentment that first gave occasion to the

Novatian schism, because Cornelius was preferred before its

Author.

It was ^tXoTTjowTcta, as Eusebius words it, that brought

Montanus to enthusiasm.

Theodotion denied our Saviour's Divinity out of a most

unaccountable pride, viz. because having- denied Christ in

time of persecution, he would not have it said that he had

denied his God.

* I am not ignorant, that Salmasius and some other critics have excepted

against this passage of Justin Martyr, as if by mistake he had read Simoni

Sancto Deo, instead of Semoni Sango Deo Fidio, because such an inscription

has been lately found in the place where Justin says the statue of Simon
Magus was. But this criticism is of very little weight, being a mere con-

jecture, without the least foundation; for who can imagine that Justin

Martyr, a person so well versed in the heathen theology, was so ignorant as

not to be able to distinguish Semo Sangus, a noted Heathen God, from

Simon Magus ? or if he did, that he would wilfully and confidently go about

to impose upon the Roman Senate and people in a matter wherein he might

so easily be confuted.
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Aerius, being- denied the oflice of a bishop, for that reason

became an enemy to the order.

And (o name no more but this one, it w as a proud resent-

ment of a like disappointment that first made Arius disturb

the Christian world. The case was very remarkable, and it

was thus. Arius was a man of excellent parts, an acute wit

and a fiorid tongue; a subtle disputant, and a popular
preacher at Alexandria. This g-ave liim hopes of succeeding-

to the Bishoprick upon the doatli of Achillas. " Sperarerat
Episcopatum quia ingenio poterat et eloquio :" to use Ter-
tullian's expressions in the case of Valentinus. His parts

made him think lie deserved the greatest preferment. But
he was disappointed of it by the promotion of Alexander a
more deserving man. This he resented to the highest
degree, and through a mixture of pride and envy, conceived
an immortal hatred against his innocent competitor, which
he resolved to shew upon the first occasion. But Alexan-
der was a man of unspotted morals : so that at his life Arius
could take no exception. He resolved therefore to quarrel

with his doctrine ; and he did it upon this occasion. The
good bishop, like a pious Father, instructing his charge in

the first principles of the Christian faith, endeavoured to

explain and vindicate the doctrine of the blessed Trinity from
the sophistry of Sabellianism, which was then very rife in

Egypt and those parts of Lybia, where Sabellius had lived.

In doing this he had occasion to use a Catholic expression,
which malice and disingenuity might easily wrest to anhere-
tical sense. It was that the Father and the Son were Swo ri^

vTTO(TTd(jtL (j)V(Teig, two personal substances or hypostatic
natures perfectly alike and equal in all respects save that the
one was the eternal Father of the other. This gave Arius
opportunity to charge him with Polytheism, as if he had
asserted two self-originated unbegotten principles, SJo

dyevvi]Ta, that is two Gods. And though Alexander had
expressly cautioned against this in saying, that the
Son was not another dyivvi]Tov, but a tpvaic f^iovoyein]g,

not another unbegotten principle, but the only begotten
of the Father; yet Arius's malice would not let him sec
this, but pushed him on to pursue the charge. And so
•ndustriously did he manage his cause with Euscbius of
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Nicomedia and others (who had been brought up with

him under Lucian in the School of Antioch) that Alexander
was blamed by many, and Arius justified; until Constan-
tine was forced to take the matter into his own coo-nizance

and call the great Synod of Nice, where Alexander's doctrine

w as approved and Arius condemned. This in short was the

true origin and occasion of the Arian heresy.

Now from an induction of such a multitude of particulars,

I suppose we may safely raise this general conclusion: that a

proud man will at any time sacrifice truth in a personal

quarrel, and if he can no otherways be revenged on his ad-

versary he will revenge himself on his sentiments, though it

be at the expence of the Catholic faith. And if so, it is

very easy to account for the origin of many errors : for pride

is a very natural distemper of a restless spirit ; and so long as

there is pride in human nature, there will be error too.

So that from this one instance of self-love and its power-

ful influence over the mind of man, we see, it is no hard

matter to resolve, why men of corrupt minds should also be

destitute of the truth 1 The question seems to be a little more

difficult concerning men of upright minds and good inten-

tions, why, notwithstanding their real love for truth, they

many times fail of the attainment of it "? But this will easily

be resolved by considering the second cause oferror, which is

a want of industry and diligentexercise of men's own reason

in examining the certain evidences of truth. Good men are

not always the most exact enquirers. Truth often requires

a very diligent search, and more time and pains and drudg-

ery than many men are willing to think it their duty to bestow

upon it. This makes them take up with shorter ways of

finding out truth, which seem at first to be plausible methods,

but in the end they often prove delusive. I shall only

instance in two particulars of this nature instead of many
others.

The first is, when men, out of a kind of religious reverence

to some Divine truths, are afraid to let their understandings

have free exercise and liberty of thinking about them. This

indeed at first looks like a kind of paradox to assert that men

should be ignorant of truth out of mere reverence to it, and

yet it is too certain that ignorance and error are often the
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g-enuine effects of this cause. For sometimes men are pos-

sessed with an opinion, that the doctrines of Christianity are

whollv too sublime for human oncjuiry : and this cuts oil all

sober endeavours after the knowledge of such truths by

making' men despair of ever attaining- a competent knowledge

of them : in so much that some are apt to think it their

duty to think nothing- at all about them. But certainly, if

Christian doctrines be necessary articles of our faith, as we

now suppose, and if they were revealed and written for our

learning', which is a thing beyond all (question ; then we

are obliged to know and understand them so far as the reve-

lation g-oes, which is plain and intelligible in all matters

that immediately concern man's salvation.

It is true indeed almost every article of faith has some-

thing- of ditticulty in it, which w^e are not obliged to under-

stand because it is not yet plainly revealed. But then it is

as certain on the other hand, that in every article there

is something which we may understand, because it is plainly

and intelligibly revealed: and so far we are obliged to

understand it. There is an adequate and an inadequate idea

of every such thing ; a perfect and an imperfect notion, a

knowing in part and a knowing to perfection : and both these

are true knowledge, though differing in degrees : for he,

who knows a thing but in part by an inadequate idea, has

yet as true a knowledge of it, so far as it goes, as he that

knows it to perfection. And this is the case of mysteries m
religion. There is in every mystery something that may be

known and understood, and something that exceeds our com-

prehension ; and these respectively require different duties

from us. That which exceeds our comprehension, which is

properly the mystery, requires an humble admiration ; and

that, wiiich is knowable in it, requires the exercise of our

intellectual faculties to understand it. And as we must not

pretend to know every thing of a mystery, because we may
know something : so neither must we be ignorant of every

thing, because there is something that exceeds our compre-

hension. If the one be a piece of grand presumption, the

other is at least a piece of voluntary humility, which God
has no where promised to accept at our hands. And the
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mischief of such a misguided reverence is, that it fatally

involves men in a lasting prejudice, which makes them

continue ignorant of those truths, which are most neces-

sary to be known.
The other instance of a short enquiry is the depending

merely upon the authority of learned and pious men, without

further enquiry into the grounds of truth. This is that fatal

rock upon which so many have split, who have thought them-

selves secured in the harbour of truth. For a mixture of

learning and piety creates so great a reverence for the person

in whom they centre, that men arc willing to captivate their

understandings to so great an authority ; and freely admit

of that slavery to which Pythagoras is said to have reduced

his scholars, ut etiam sine ratione valeret authoritas. It

was Vincentius Lirinensis's observation concerning Origen,

that the fame of his learning and piety had given him such

a repute in the world, that men were ready to say, se malle

cum Origine errare qudm cmn aliis vera sentire, that they

had rather even err ivith Origen than believe the truth with

others. Not that they were willing to embrace known

errors ; but they could not suspect those to be errors, which

were recommended to them by the authority of so great an

oracle.

Now whenever the case happens to be thus, unthinking

and less inquisitive men are in manifest danger of being

cheated into error. For even the best and v^isest men are

themselves subject to delusion. No man's piety can secure

him from error, nor his learning entitle him to infallibility.

And therefore when such men fall, they must needs draw

many others with them into error, who depend wholly upon

their judgment, and seek for no other evidence but their

authority. So that, as Vincentius observed of old, it has

always been one of the most dangerous inlets into error, to

hold men's persons in admiration.

Our Saviour foresaw this danger, that would attend men

in their enquiries after truth : and therefore he forewarned

his disciples, that they should call no man master upon

earth ; that is, receive no mere man's dictates for infallible

oracles, but use their own judgment in examining the certain
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evulences nnd jn^romuls of truth. Atul why of yourselves,

says ho, jud<^o ye not what is ripfht '? As if ho had said, why

are ye g-ovcrned by other ineirs authority, and ratlier use not

your own reason to jiid^-e of truth ( 'Ihis, I conceive, is a

plain intimation, that depending- upon the autliority of any

mere man is a very falhble way of finding- out truth. And

it serves to make good our second oV^servation concerning-

the origin of error, that it often proceeds from a want of

industry and diligent exercise of men's own reason in exami-

ning the certain evidences of truth.

3. There is yet a third cause of error, and that is a

contrary exaltation of human reason beyond its proper

bounds. For it is very observable, that the natural faculty

of reason may be abused two diflerent ways by two contrary

extremes. Some men deny it its just office in religion ;
of

which we have already spoken : others advance it too

high, to the destruction of faith, revelation, and mysteries.

And these commonly do it upon those two arbitrary pre-

tenses,

1. That nothing is to be received as truth, for which we

have not the evidence either of sense or reason amounting

to the infallible certainty of a mathematical demonstration.

2. That every thing is to be rejected as imposture, of which

we have not an adequate idea and full comprehension.

These are those new lights, that have led so many smatter-

ers in philosophy and pretenders to reason into such extra-

vagant heights of blasphemy against God, the Holy Scrip-

tures, revelation and mysteries. And no wonder that whilst

these are looked upon as undoubted principles and infalli-

ble oracles of reason, the truth of all religion should be

called in question. For it is certain there are many things

as well in natural as revealed religion, that cannot consist

with these supposed principles. For if we must believe

nothing but either upon the testimony of sense or a mathe-

matical demonstration, or upon adequate ideas and full com-

prehensions, wc must discard all objects of faith out of reli-

gion, and believe nothing that has the least mystery in it,

because it admits not of this kind of evidence and demon-

stration. So that allowing the truth of these principles, all
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religion must be false. And that is the true reason why the

enemies of religion stand up so zealously in the defence of

them : because upon the strength of these pretended oracles

they can harangue against religion, and make bold attacks

upon the Catholic faith.

But now if this be the case, as it plainly is, it equally

concerns all enquirers after truth and friends to religion to

see through such dangerous principles, and to be able to

discover the vanity of such extravagant pretences. Their

being called principles of philosophy and oracles of reason

makes it the more necessary to set them in their true light,

and bring them back to their proper appellations again,

which is to be styled the false suggestions of pretended phi-

losophy and reason. For true philosophy can never set it-

self against Divinity, nor can the oracles of true reason con-

tradict those of religion. And it is easy to shew, that these

pretended principles are not the true oracles of reason, but

only the over hasty conceptions and abortive birth of a viti-

ated understanding. To evince which in as few words as

possible, I shall only observe this one thing : that these men

quarrel with religion for those very things, which they them-

selves in other cases are forced to allow, which is a certain

argument, that these supposed principles proceed only from

a weakness of understanding.

For first as to those who will believe nothing but either

upon the evident testimony of sense or the infallible certainty

of a mathematical demonstration : these men of certainty

and infallibility, when religion is not concerned, believe ten

thousand things without scruple, for which they have no

such evidence of sense or reason. They receive many things

as true merely upon the strength of human testimony, where

neither sense nor reason, but only their liuman faith, is con-

cerned, and where they can have no other than a moral cer-

tainty. And yet matters of faith and revelation must be

discarded merely because we come not to the knowledge of

them by the sole evidence of sense or natural reason.

Which, to give it its due character, is neither better nor

worse, than as if a man should deny all manner of sounds

and visible objects, only because he could not see with his
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oars, or iiear with his eyes. So reasonable are these great

jirotenders to hiiritan reason.

Ag-ain, those nho rejeet articles of faith and mysteries

upon pretence that they cannot have an adequate idea and

full comprehension of them, do at the same time believe

many thin«:^s as trutlis, of which they cannot possibly have

any such adequate idea, or full comprehension. For not to

mention now all the mysteries of nature, at j)resent we will

only suppose these men to believe a God, which it is to be

hoped they do not yet deny : and if so, they then believe

something- of w hich they cannot have a full comprehension.

For before any man can have a full comprehension of God,
he must adequately understand his nature, his attributes and

all his actions. And yet every one of these has something in

it far above the reach of human reason. His nature as a

Spirit is wholly incomprehensible : his attributes of infinity,

omniscience and eternity far exceed the grasp of humau
reason, and the modus of his actions is altogether unac-

countable ; especially that wonderful mystery, the modus of

the world's creation out of nothing. He is a bold man
indeed that will undertake to know all these by adequate

ideas and full comprehensions.

Some of the great pretenders to reason have fairly confes-

sed these difficulties, and therefore to salve their own hypo-

thesis have advanced other notions of God. This made
Vorstius first assign him a corporeal substance, as more

intelligible in his opinion and more agreeable to reason.

And both he and the Socinians generally deny his prescience

of future contingents, as a thing irreconcilable with

man's free will, and altogether unaccountable. With
them the immutability of his decrees is made to change, and
immensity is confined to heaven. Volkelius goes one step

further and denies the world's creation out of nothing. He
was sensible that reason could never account for the modus
of a production out of nothing ; and therefore he took sanc-

tuary in tlie schools of philosophj-, and provided some pre-

existent matter for his impotent God to work upon. I

only mention these things to shew to what straits and diffi-

culties these men are driven : either they must own that they
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themselves believe something incomprehensible ; or, what

is worse, must alter the notion of God, which is in effect to

destroy his nature. For he, who can believe, that God is

corporeal and finite, ignorant of many things, and mutable

in his decrees, may as well believe that He is nothing at all.

And indeed this is the very way that Epicurus is said to

have gone when he first set up for a great master of Athe-

ism. He would not own his opinion openly to the world,

for that would have brought the odium of the world upon

him, but he took care to represent God in such a dress, as

he knew would render Him as insignificant as if there were

none at all. " Idque videns Epicurus,''' says the Roman

orator, " re tollit, oratione relinquit Deos^ And it were to

be wished, that some men did not, at least ignorantly, do

what he did with design, whilst they transform the Deity

into a fiction of their own reason and make an idol of the

living God.

I have now done with the causes of error ; having shewn

them to be chiefly these three : 1. A want of sincerity and in-

genuity in men's enquiries. 2, A want of industry and diligent

exercise of men's own reason in examining the certain evi-

dences of truth. 3. A contrary exaltation of human reason

beyond its proper bounds. And from these it is very easy

to resolve the third inquiry, why, notwithstanding the possi-

bility of attaining truth, so many men fail of the attainment

of it?

4. The fourth and last enquiry is, what are the principal

rules and cautions to be observed in order to distinguish

truth from error ? For the resolution of which it must be pre-

mised, that reason has still its part in rehgion. Though its

office be not to discover every truth merely by its own natural

light, or any truth by an adequate comprehension
;
yet it is

the faculty God has given us to judge of truth by certain

rules, whereby we may be able to discern truth from false-

hood, and distinguish revelation from imposture, and try the

spirits whether they be of God. These rules are most excel-

lently treated of by a late Reverend Prelate in his discourse

of trying the spirits, and therefore I shall not need to insist

long upon them.
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1. One is, that whatever has the certain evi(h'nce of a

Divine revelation, must needs be true. This is gronnded

upon the nndoniable supposition of God's verncity and

power, that He is true in liiinself, and able to discover many

iiidtlen truths to us by such certain evidence as no one can

have any reason to question. Now this evidence is miracles, or

works wrouoht by such a supernatural power in confirmation

of a rational doctrine, as roust needs argue God to be the

ultimate author of both. And when any doctrine, which is

rational in its own nature and worthy the revelation of God,

comes attested with this kind of evidence, we have all imagi-

nable reason to believe it. And to question the truth of it,

in this case, were to resist the greatest evidence that could

be given, and to make it impossible for God to reveal Himself

to mankind.

Yet I deny not but that there may be cases, in which a

miracle will not be a sufficient warrant to receive a doctrine

or prove it to come from God. As is evident from the 13th

of Deuteronomy where a false prophet is supposed to work a

miracle by giving a sign or wonder that comes to pass, with

an intent to draw men off from the worship of the true God.

But then in this case it is evident the doctrine contradicts

some immutable principle of religion, of the truth of whicH

we are fully assured before. We have an eternal unalter-

able obligation to worship the true God and Him alone:

therefore the doctrine that teaches to forsake the true God,

is so irrational in itself, so unworthy the revelation of God
and contradictory to his nature, that though it should be

attested by a miracle we might safely conclude it to be impos-

ture. For the permission of such a miracle is only designed

byway of probation, to try men's fidelity and ingenuity:

and in such cases there are other rules to judge of truth.

Therefore
;

2. A second is, that whatever contradicts the principles of na-

tural religion, cannot be the truth of God. The reason of which

is plain ; because the principles of natural religion, are them-

selves the truth of God antecedent to all revelation : and one

Divine truth cannot contradict another. Thus it is a princi-

ple of natural rehgion, that God must be the Creator of the
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world, and whatever is not the Creator of the world cannot

be God. So that should any one pretend never so many
miracles to establish the belief or worship of a God, that

did not make the world, we might from the very principles

of natural religion conclude it to be imposture. It was a

remarkable saying of Justin Martyr to this purpose in his

book against Marcion, " that he would not have believed

our Saviour himself, had he preached any other God than

the creator of the world and maker of all things." The book
is now lost, but Irenseus preserves the passage, and highly

extols and applauds him for it. "Bene Justinus in eo libro,

qui est ad Marcionem, ait, Quoniam ipsiDomino non credi-

disset, alferum Deum annuncianti pneter Fabricatorem et

Factorem, Nutritorem nostrum. Iren. lib. 4. c. 14. So that

had we no other reason against Socinianism, we might how-
ever from this one rule conclude it to be false, because it

introduces the worship of a God, who, upon the principles

of the Racovian way, is not the Creator of the world. For

according to their hypothesis our Saviour is not the maker

of the old world, but only the author of the new creation.

Consequently to worship Him upon that hypothesis is to

make a God that did not make the world : and that is to con-

tradict one of the first principles of natural religion. Whence
we may observe by the way, how justly God sometimes

infatuates men's understandings, that these great pretenders

to natural reliffion should themselves act in the most raani-

fest contradiction to it.

Another principle of natural religion is, that there can be

but one God : and to introduce the belief or worship of three

Gods is consequently an imposture, because it contradicts a

principle of natural religion. Now here at least the Unita-

rians think they have the manifest advantage of those who
defend the doctrine of the Christian Trinity, for they imme-
diately conclude, that three Divine persons must needs be a

contradiction to this principle of natural religion, and intro-

duce three Gods. But would these men only impartially

consult their own reason and consider the true notion of one

God, and three, they would quickly find, that the doctrine of

the Christian Trinity, as delivered in the Holy Scriptures,
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cannot justly stand charg-cablo witli the consequence of

introducin"- three Gods. For the notion of three Gods must

needs imply three times as nmch as the natural notion of

one. Now the natural notion of one God always implies

one absolute, unbe^otten, seif-ori<iinated principle. Con-

sequently the natural notion of three Gods must needs

imply three absolute, unbegotten, self-orig-inated principles,

collateral and co-ordinate to one another. But now it is

certain, that the doctrine of three Divine persons under the

relation and economy of a Father unbeg-otten, a Son beg-ot-

ten . and a Holy Spirit proceeding", cannot be three absolute,

self-originated, unbegotten principles : for it implies a con-

tradiction to say, that the only begotten Son of God is un-

begotten ; consequently, there not being three unbegotten

principles, there cannot be three Gods. This is so evident

almost to a demonstration, that were not men of perverse

disputings resolved eternally to qunrrel with their own
reason, as well as with the" truth of Holy Scripture, we
should never have heard of the charge of Tritheism against

the doctrine of the Christian Trinity. For though this mys-

tery be something that our reason could never have told us
;

yet when revelation has acquainted us with it, our very

reason tells us it ought to be believed, since it implies no

contradiction to any principle of natural religion. And thus

we can fairly join issue with the subtlest adversaries of Chris-

tianity as to this particular, that nothing can be truth that

contradicts a principle of natural religion, and by this rule at

once maintain the truth of the Christian religion, and dis-

cover many errors that contradict it.

3. Whatever contradicts the evident testimony of sense

or reason cannot be the truth of God. The reason of this is

the same with that concerning the principles of natural reli-

gion : viz. that the evidence of sense and reason is antece-

dent to all revelation ; and we must suppose the right use of

our natural faculties, before we can be assured of the truth

of any revelation. And for (his reason we reject transub-

stantiation, not barely because it is above our reason, but

because it destroys the right use and exercise of our natural

faculties and plainly contradicts them.
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4. Lastly, that cannot be truth, which contradicts the

analogy of faith or an antecedent revelation. For if so, we
might be obliged to believe contradictory truths at once,

which is impossible. Upon this account the prophet was to

be rejected, who went albout to change the worship of the

true God, because the true God had given a sufficient mani-

festation of Himself by the revelation then made to Moses.

For the same reason, if either man or Angel should preach

any other Gospel, than what we have received, he were to

be accursed, for the completion of our faith is the last revela-

tion made by God in Christ, and we are for ever to hold

fast this faith, which was once delivered to the saints.

Thus I have done with the resolution of the four enqui-

ries : having shewn first what truth is. 2. What it is to buy

the truth. 3. What are the reasons why men often fail of

truth. 4. What are the principal rules to be observed in

order to distinguish truth from error. I shall now only

make two reflections upon the whole and so conclude.

I. The first is general with respect to all men, that they,

who have the Holy Scripture, are obliged to something more

than bare morality and practice : and that is faith; or the

knowledge of those necessary Divine truths, which are

revealed in Scripture. Some modern accounts of religion

make faith a kind of useless thing, and the scheme of Chris-

tianity little better than a system of good morality. As if

no more was required to make a man a Christian than what

an honest moral heathen may know by the light of natural

reason ! But if so, to what purpose was the revelation made ?

Why did God acquaint us with so many noble truths con-

cerning his own nature, the incarnation of his Son, and the

satisfaction made by his death, if the knowledge of these

were not to stand for something in religion ? Why does

the Scripture so often require faith in Christ, as well as

repentance towards God, if the one as well as the other be

not a necessary condition of man's salvation 1 But if both

be necessary, then faith and works must go together, and men

must learn to know God, as well as keep his command-

ments. For since God has revealed his truths to men, he

will judge them for their ignorance and infidelity as well as
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othor crimes : and then a voluntary error in faith may prove
as fatal as an immorality in practice.

2. We may hence infer, ihat if it he the duty of all men
to buy the truth, it is much more the duty of those whose
oflBce more immediately entitles them to be g-uardians of

truth. The priests' hps should preserve knowledge, and
that upon a double account, both because they have greater

opportunities of attaining- it, and also because they are under
an obligation of shewing it to others. They are obliged to

acquaint men with the whole council of God ; which sup-
poses that they themselves are first acquainted with it.

Therefore this double obligation should lay a double engage-
ment on them to buy the truth. And there is this further

encouragement to do it, that to know the truth and shew
it unto others will be the occasion of a double reward. For
they that be teachers shall shine as the brightness of the

firmament, and they that turn many to righteousness as the

stars for ever and ever.

1 conclude all with the exhortation of the Apostle, " Let

us take heed to ourselves and to our doctrine, and continue

in them : for in doing this we shall both save ourselves and
those that hear us."
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DISCOURSE

ON THE

MERCY OF GOD.

PSALM ciii. 13.

As a Father pitieth his Children, so the Lord piiieth them

thatfear Him.

As there is no quality in God more amiable in itself, or

more comfortable in its consideration to human nature, than

the attribute of mercy : so there is nothing, the Scripture

seems more emphatically to impress upon us a firm belief

and a right apprehension of, than this. It represents God
as delighting and glorying in this character, that He is mer-

ciful and gracious, long-suffering, and abundant in goodness

and truth ; keeping mercy for thousands, forgiving iniquity,

transgression and sin, as God proclaimed before Moses
at Mount Sinai, Exod. xxxiv. 6, And the more to make us

sensible of this, it condescends to speak to us in the most
familiar way, raising ideas of God's mercy in us by things

that we are most intimately acquainted with ; comparing

the actions and disposition of God to those of a tender and

compassionate father towards his children : this is very

pathetically represented by our Saviour in the parable of
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the prodigal son, Luke xv. And here by the Psalmist in the

text, " As a Father pitieth his children, so the Lord pitieth

them that fear Him."
From which words ray design is to speak of the mercy of

God, not in general, as it relates to all his creatures (for his

mercy is over all his works) but as it particularly relates to

penitent sinners, who are here described under the charac-

ter of them that fear Him. In doing this I shall,

1. Give some eminent instances of God's signal pity and

mercy toward penitent sinners:

2. Obviate and answer some difficulties, which often make
penitent sinners think they want God's mercy, when they

really enjoy it :

3. Apply the discourse in some practical and moral
reflections.

In speaking to the first point, I must not now insist,

either first upon God's sending his Son to die for mankind
;

though it was a most singular act of God's mercy, recom-
mending his love towards us, in that whilst we were yet

sinners, Christ died for us ; nor secoiidly, upon God's send-

ing his Holy Spirit to call and prevent us with his assisting

grace : because both these are acts of mercy antecedent to

our repentance, and offered to sinners in order to make them
penitent, and turn them unto God, before they have any
power or will to turn themselves. But the acts of pity I

am to speak of, are such as God shews to penitent sinners,

when they first begin to repent and are actually on their

way to God. And these are three. 1. That He takes notice

of the first essays and beginnings of goodness in them, and
bears with their weakness, till they arrive to strength and a

perfect reformation. 2. That He helps and assists them all

along in their progress. 3. That He crowns their endeavours

by a kind reception, and complete pardon of all their

offences.

1. He takes notice of the first essays and beginnings of

goodness in them, and bears with their weakness, till they

arrive to strength and a perfect reformation. A father does

not expect the same manly service from his children, whilst

they are children, as he may require of them when they are
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arrived to the state of perfect men : nor does he exact the

same measure of activity, labour, or saj^acity from those of

a weaker frame, or meaner parts and abilities, as ho does

from those whom he knows to be of a more bright and lively

g-enius, or a more robust and athletic constitution. So in

like manner it is with God in his dealings with penitent

sinners : He does not expect at their first conversion to find

in them immediately all the pleasing graces and perfections

of nature and full grown Christians. There is a weakness

and dullness, and prejudices, and a littleness of faith, which

for some time He is willing to bear in them, as Christ did m
his own disciples. So long as they are hearty and sincere.

He does not exact more than they are able to oiler Him :

only He requires their prayers, and endeavours after more

grace, that tliey may go on to perfection. He is pleased to

hear a sincere heart cry, Lord, 1 believe, help thou my unbe-

lief. He considers also, that He has not made all his crea-

tures of the same size and abilities, nor given equal measures

and portions of his grace to all alike : some have more time

and leisure, better opportunities, less incumbrances, quicker

understandings, and more faithful memories than others

;

some have an happier education, and are qualified to consult

the oracles of God themselves ; whilst others, for the little

instruction they get, are forced to be beholden to the charity of

others. He does not therefore exact the same measures of per-

formance from all alike, but only requires men to be sincere

to what they know, and what they are able :
" To whomso-

ever much is given, of him much shall be required : but to

whom little is given, of him little shall be required :" only

He expects an honest and industrious mind, to do what men
are able, according to the proportion of grace that He affords

them ; and then the widow's mites are as acceptable an

offering, as the abundance of others ; and in all other cases,

if there be first a willing mind, it is accepted according to

that a man hath, and not according to that he hath not.

For God is pleased with the first appearances of real good-
ness in his children, and not only accepts them, but helps

and encourages them to go on to perfection. " The bruised

reed He will not break, the smoaking flax He will not quench,

till He sends forth judgment unto victory." Which brings
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me to the second act of God's mercy toward repenting- sin-

ners, which is,

2. That He not only bears with their weakness, but helps

and assists them all along- in their progress, till they come
to full streng-th and a perfect reformation. This He does
by the various methods of his grace ; inviting-, nay drawing
them to Himself, by the powerful, though many times invi-

sible and undiscernible operations of his Holy Spirit. Which
Spirit illuminates their understanding- by degrees, and leads

them into all necessary truth ; He takes off the hardness of

their hearts, and corrects the frowardness of their wills ; He
regulates all their affections, and fixes them to their right

and proper objects
;
giving a new turn and bias to all their

inclinations, till they come to a perfect conformity to

the will of God ; He opens their hearts and still makes
them more and more attentive to the word of God,
by the promises whereof He fortifies them against ter-

ror and despair, and makes all the seeming difiiculties

of religion wear ofi", by adding new strength, succour,

and courage to their first endeavours, and keeping their

minds warm in devotion, and fixed and intent upon the busi-

ness of another world. This good Spirit omits no opportu-

nities of doing them good, but takes all the most proper

and seasonable occasions to inspire good thoughts into them.

Even a thousand seeming accidents of their lives become
Providential calls and admonitions to them, whilst the Spirit

makes every thing work together for good to them that love

God. By these and such like means, (strengthening, not

destroying- our natural faculties) a man, who before was
weak, nay, dead in trespasses and sins, is not only quickened

and set at liberty, but able to say with the great Apostle, " I

can do all things through Christ that strengtheneth me."

This is the second act of God's mercy toward repenting

sinners, that He helps and assists them all along in their

progress, till they arrive to full strength and a perfect refor-

mation. Then
Thirdly, He crowns their endeavours by a kind reception

into peace, and favour, and a complete pardon of all their of-

fences. Whenever a sinner returns again to him from His evil

ways, He immediately lays aside his wrath, cancels his former
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tlisplcasure, blots out the sinner's ingratitude, t'orp;-ots his

offences, and remembers his sins no more. Ho retains no

secret grudge, or thoughts of revenge against him ; never

expostulates the matter with him more about his former life,

chides not, upbraids him not with his by-past follies, but

passes an act of oblivion upon all his offences, and readily

receives him into favour. " If the wicked will turn from all

his sins that he hath committed, and keep all my statutes,

and do that which is lawful and right, he shall surely live,

ho shall not die. All his transgressions that he hath com-
mitted, shall not be mentioned unto him: in his righteous-

ness that he hath done he shall live," is God's general pro-

mise to all repenting sinners, Ezek. xviii. 21, 22. And Jer.

xxxi. 34. " I will forgive their iniquity, and I will remember
their sin no more."

Jn which places we are to take notice of the greatness and

extensiveness of God's mercy, together with the readiness

and quickness of it; which are qualifications that most

eminently recommend it above any thing that is ordinarily to

be found in human goodness.

For God pardons readily, not only lesser faults, but those

of the greatest magnitude. How great were David's crimes,

adultery and murder, ingratitude to God^ and forgetlulness

of his mercies towards him ? And yet upon his true repen-

tance God readily pardoned him. He could no sooner make
an hearty confession of his sins, but the prophet in God's

name gave liim a comfortable absolution :
" The Lord hath

put away thy sin, thou shall not die," 2. Sara. xii. 13. But

there was one sin greater, than all these of David put

together, which yet God pardoned ; and that was murdering

Christ his own Son, the Prince of life and glory. Upon
which St. Austin makes this discourse, to comfort the

greatest of sinners,* " Let no man say I have done such

or such a thing, and I fear it will not be forgiven me.

What hast thou donel what great sin hast thou committed?

Tell me, some monstrous, grievous, horrible crime, which

thou art afraid to think of. Let it be what it will : hast thou

• Aug. de Sj mbolo. Lib. i. cap. 7, Tom. 9, p. SOk
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killed Christ 7 There can be no fact worse than that, because

there is nothing- better than Christ. How great a wicked-

ness is it to murder Christ ! But the Jew s did murder Him,

yet many of them afterwards repented and believed, and

drank his blood ; and the sin, which they had committed,

was forgiven them."

This discourse is founded upon St. Peter's sermon to the

Jews, which we read of. Acts ii. 22. Where he first lays

before them the g-reatness of their crime: " Ye men of Israel,

hear these words ; Jesus of Nazareth, a man approved of

God among you by miracles and wonders, and signs, which

God did by Him in the midst of you, as ye yourselves also

know : Him being- delivered by the determinate counsel and

fore-knowledge of God, ye have taken, and by wicked hands

have crucified and slain." What then '? must they for ever

despair of pardon for this ? No :
" but repent," says he, " and

be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for

the remission of sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the

Holy Ghost," ver. 38. And then it follows, v. 41. " that they,

who gladly received his word, were baptized : and the same

day there were added unto them about three thousand souls."

In the next chapter he discoursed much after the same

manner, and with the like good effect. " Ye denied the Holy

One, and the Just, and desired a murderer to be granted unto

you, and killed the Prince of Life, whom God hath raised from

the dead," Acts iii. 14. Yet he does not discourage them from

seeking- pardon, but gives them assurance of obtaining it,

if they would take the proper methods to procure it : which

was, " repent and be converted, that your sins may be

blotted out, when the times of refreshing shall come from

the presence of the Lord." And so it was: " for many of them

which heard the word, believed ; and the number of the men
was about five thousand." Acts 44.

These were signal instances of God's mercy, in pardoning

the murderers of his own Son, left upon record for our

instruction and comfort ; that no one might despair of God's

mercy, whose sins are not greater than that of murdering

Christ.

St. Paul says, he himself obtained mercy for the same
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renson, that lie might be an cncournf^ing- example of God's

foihoaraiue to all others, I.Tim, i. In, I G, " This is a fuithfiil

saying-, ami worthy of all acceptation, that Jesus Christ came
into the world to save sinners, of whom I am chief." For he

was before a blasphemer, and a persecutor, and injurious,

and concerned in the murder of St. Stephen, and others of

God's saints, who when they were put to death, he gave his

voice against them. " Howbeit for this cause," says he, " I

obtained mercy, that in me first, or in me, the chiefest of sin-

ners, Jesus Christ might shew forth all long- suffering-, for a

pattern to them which should hereafter believe to life ever-

lasting-."

But it will be said, all these were sins committed before

baptism, which much alters the case: for there is no second

baptism for the remission of sins allowed after the first, for

those " who are once enliirhtened, and have tasted of the

heavenly gift, and were made partakers of the Holy Ghost,

and have tasted the good word of God, if they shall fall

away, to renew them ag-ain unto repentance, seeing- they

crucify to themselves the Son of God afresh, and put Him to

an open shame." To which I answer, that this does not at

all alter the case: for though the sins of David, and the

Jews, and St. Paul were committed before baptism, yet they

were not before circumcision, which was the same thing- to

them, as baptism is now unto us, an entrance into the

covenant of God, and the visible seal of it. So that as God
allowed of a method of expiation, after circumcision, so He
does now after baptism, thoug-h baptism be now no more to

be repeated over ag-ain, than circumcision was. For God in

his mercy, as St. Austin observes,* has allowed us three

• Aug. de Symbolo ad Catechumenos, Lib. i. cap. 7. torn. 9. p. 294.

Propter omnia peccatabaptismus inventus est: propter levia, sine quibus esse

non possumus, oratio inventa. Quid habet oratio ? dimitle nobis debita

nostra, sicut & nos dimittimus debitoribus nostris. Scmel abluimur bap-

tismate, quotidie abluimur oratione. Sed nolite ilia comraittere, pro quibus

necesse est ut & Cliristi corpore separemini quod absit k vobis. Illi enim

quos vidctis agere pa^nitcnliam, scelera commiserunt, aut adulteria, aut ali(}ua

facta immania ; inde agunt poenitentiam. Nam leviasi peccata, ipsorum cssent,

ad hjcc quotidiana oratio dclenda sufficeret. Ergo tribus modis dimittuntur

peccata in ecclesia, in baptisniate, in oratione, in humilitate raajore (al. ma-

joris) pocnitenliae, &c.
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ways to obtain remission of sins. 1. Baptism, which cleanses

us from all manner of sins, original and actual, great and

small. 2. Prayer and daily address to the throne of grace

for lesser sins of daily incursion, without which no man lives.

For pardon of these He has taught us to say, " Forgive us

our trespasses, as we forgive them that trespass against us."

3. For greater and more heinous sins He has allowed us the

expiation of a more solemn and particular repentance ; and

that either public, (in case of scandalous, flagrant, and pub-

lic crimes, which deserve excommunication from the body of

Christ,) or else private repentance between God and our-

selves, for such crimes as do not bring us under the public

discipline and censures of the Church. So that beside bap-

tism we have a double method of obtaining pardon of sins,

according to their different quality and greatness. Which
pardon is confirmed and sealed to us in the holy commu-
nion, as it were by a visible demonstration, which gives us,

as by a deed of conveyance, the body and blood of Christ,

and all the expiation and atonement that attends them.

So that a sinner needs not complain of God for want of

mercy, since there are so many ways of dispensing pardon

to us after baptism.

But some, who are actually pardoned by God and in his

favour, cannot think themselves so, because they find his

hand in some measure still upon them; either first in tem-

poral calamities, which are many times the natural effects of

sin ; or, secondly in Providential afflictions, which He for

wise reasons, and their own good, is pleased to lay and con-

tinue upon them; or, thirdly, because they are sometimes

under fresh agonies upon the remembrance of their by-past

sins ; or, fourthly, because God's grace is not so powerful

in them, as to cleanse them from all the relics of sinful

frailty and corruption, and make them Angels before their

time ; or, lastly, because they are still liable to temptations,

and troubled with black and ugly thoughts, darted into their

minds against their wills, by the power and subtlety of Satan.

Now to remove these scruples and complaints I proceed to

the second general thing proposed, which was,

2. To obviate and answer those difficulties, which often
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make penitent sinners think they vvnnt God's mercy, when

they really enjoy it. And to these i shall answer both in

general and in particular.

In general, I say, all this proceeds only from a wrong" ap-

prehension of the mercy of God, which does not oblige Hint

to remove all these several sorts of afflictions, or imper-

fections from sinners at the moment that He pardons their

sins. For Christ had no sin ; He was innocence itself, that

needed no pardon ; and yet He was a man of sorrows, and

acquainted with grief all his life ; nay, He was subject to

temptations also, as we are, yet without sin, that He might

know how to succour them that are tempted. What wonder
then, that any mortal sinner should be subject to such cala-

mities, as Christ Himself, the immortal God, who know no

sin, was pleased to submit to, as well for our benefit as

instruction.

But to answer a little more particularly and distinctly to

the severalscr uples : I observed in the first place, that tem-
poral calamities were many times only the natural effects of

sin. And why should any man wonder, that God should

permit the natural effects of sin to remain upon the sinner

after pardon, when in many cases it could not be otherwise
without a special miracle ? If a man by a drunken or de-
bauched life, brings upon himself a lingering fever, or a con-
sumption, God may pardon his sin upon his true repentance

;

but He is not obliged, either by any promise, or by the na-
ture of his mercy, to work a special miracle in his case, to

deliver him from his bodily distemper. Nay, perhaps it is a

mercy not to deliver him from it; since without a second
miracle of preventing grace, perhaps the man as soon as

he was healed, would return to his old course again. It

is rather mercy therefore to let the natural effects of his

sins remain npon him, even after pardon.

2. So again, if God sends some providential afflictions upon
men

; they are not to interpret these always as acts of anger
or judgment, but arguments of his kindness and mercy, de-

signed by God only to prevent sin, and keep them humble.
As it was in the case of St. Paul, who was a chosen vessel

and a particular favourite of heaven
;
yet God thought fit to

afflict him with a thorn in the flesh, a messenger of Satan,



398 DISCOURSE ON

sent to buffet him, to keep him humble, lest he should be
exalted above measure, throug-h the abundance of the reve-

lations that were given him. For this he besought the Lord
thrice, that it might depart from him : but he only received

this answer, that God's grace should be sufficient for him
;

that God's strength should be perfected in his weakness.
With which answer he was satisfied, and made no further

complaints, as if God was wanting to him in his mercy : but,
" most gladly therefore," says he, " will I rather glory in my
infirmities, that the power of Christ may rest upon me.
Therefore I take pleasure in infirmities, in reproaches, in

necessities, in persecutions, in distresses for Christ's sake

;

for when I am weak, then am I strong," 2 Cor. xii. 10. The
afflictions of Job were, in like manner, not expressions of

God's anger, but his infinite wisdom and kindness to him
;

to approve his patience to all the world, and give him such

a surprising victory over Satan, as made even the adversary

himself imagine, there was something more in human nature,

assisted by grace, than he before was apprehensive of. So
that when God sends Providential afflictions upon penitent

sinners, they are not always scourges, but sometimes mer-

cies, to try their patience, or to preserve them from sin.

And if their prayers for removal of them are at last heard,

as Job's was, they may rejoice and be thankful. If they are

denied, as St. Paul's was, they may be patient still, and re-

joice in their infirmities with the great Apostle, that the

power of Christ may rest upon them.

3. But some penitents are afraid their sins are not par-

doned, because they are frequently under fears and appre-

hensions of God's anger and displeasure recurring upon
them. Now, if this be for any new wilful sins committed

after pardon, they have reason enough indeed to fear; be-

cause of that saying of our Saviour, " thou art made whole

;

sin no more, lest a worse thing come unto thee." But if it

be only for the remembrance of former sins, which are al-

ready pardoned, such fears are no indications of their being

out of God's favour, but tokens of his mercy, who sujffers

such fears to recur upon them, to make their repentance

commensurate with their lives, and by the abhorrence of by-
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passed sins, to keep them frorn future falling. That it is so,

is ovidont from the case of David, who aftt^r liis sin, was
pardoned by the mouth of thc^ prophet, and ho was infallibly

assured of it, yet he lay under great agonies and conlhcts of

soul upon the remembrance of his great transgressions.

Hear one or two of hisexprcssions and complaints upon this

occasion, Psal. xxxviii. 2. " Thy arrows stick fast in me, and

thy liand prosseth mo sore : there is no soundness in my
flesh because of thine anger, neither is there any rest in my
bones by reason of my sin. For mine iniquities are g-one over

mine head, as a sore burden, they are too heavy for me. My
wounds stink and are corrupt because of my foolishness ; J

am troubled, I am bowed down greatly ; I g-o mourning- all

the day long-. For my loins are tilled with a loathsome dis-

ease, and there is no soundness in my flesh. I am feeble and

sore broken : I have roared by reason of the disquietness of

my heart." So again, Psal. Ixxvii. 2. " My sore ran in the

night, and ceased not; my soul refused to be comforted.

I remembered God, and was troubled: I complained and my
spirit was overwhelmed. Thou boldest mine eyes waking-, I

am so troubled that I cannot speak. Will the Lord cast off

for ever ? And will He be no more entreated ? Is his mercy
clean gone for ever ? And doth his promise fail for evermore 1

Hath God forgotten to be gracious ? Hath He in anger shut

up his tender mercies'?" At last, he recollects, and checks

himself for these complaints ;
" I said this is ray own infir-

mity : but I will remember the years of the right hand of the

Most High." I will call to mind what God before has done

for me, and then there will be no room nor reason for such

complaints as these.

4. But some are afraid their sins are not pardoned, because

they find in themselves still the remainders of sin ; and grace

is not so powerful in them, as to conquer all manner of sin

whatsoever. Now, if this be meant of willful, reigning,

gross, habitual sins, they have reason indeed to fear : for

then their repentance is not sincere, whilst they knowingly
cherish any one reigning vice in their souls ; for he that

keepeth the whole law, and yet off'endeth in one point, is

guilty of all. He that said, do not commit adultery, said
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also, Do not kill: now if thou commit no adultery, yet if

thou kill, thou art become a transgressor of the law ; and so

long" thou art not in a state of grace and favour with God,

because thou art a willful transgressor of his law. But if it

be meant only of lesser sins of ignorance, inadvertency, sud-

den surprise, and human frailty, to which all men are liable,

against which they daily strive, but cannot wholly conquer;

these are consistent with a state of grace and favour : be-

cause the very best of men are still liable to them. In many
things we offend all : and in this sense, there is no man lives,

and sinneth not. But God in his mercy hath provided a

remedy for these, which is our daily prayers :
" forgive us

our trespasses, as we forgive them that trespass against us."

Tf it were otherwise, our condition were very deplorable!

for then no man could be saved ; there being no man, except

Christ alone, who ever lived without these. So that if God
should be extreme to mark what is done amiss, no man could

abide it; if He should strictly enter into judgment with us

for these things, no man living could be justified in his sight,

for this is only the perfection of i\ng'els, and the privilege of

the spirits of just men made perfect. Whilst we are in this

body of flesh, there will be those failings and imperfections

in us. God has left them in us to exercise our care and vigi-

lence, and to keep us humble and depending upon his grace,

and to quicken our addresses to Him for more and more

strength to overcome them. Therefore we ought to watch

and strive indeed against them as much as we can, and pray,

" that his will may be done in earth as it is done in heaven."

But, if after all our prayers and endeavours, we cannot wholly

free ourselves from them, we are not to despond, because we
are only in the condition of all mankind. We ought also to

grieve and sorrow for these imperfections, as well as all

others, and to aspire after the place that will set us at liberty

from them : but, we must not expect to be Angels before our

time, but whilst we are in this vale of misery, be content to

bear these as part of our afflictions which nothing but death

or rather a victory over death and mortality, will wholly con-

quer. In the mean time, we have assurance, that God will

not impute them to us to our condemnation, but pity us, and
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pardon us n[)on our constant prayors and daily ro[)cntancc.

And in this sense it is, th;it St. Austin calls these veiiitil

sins ;
* not because any sin is not mortal in its own nature, but

because they are such as God will not impute to his ser-

vants, wiio sincerely love him, to their condemnation.

5. But some penitents are afraid their sins are not par-

doned, because they are still liable to temptations, and

trouVtled with black and ugly thoujL^hts, darted into their

minds ag"ainst their wills, by the power and subtlety of Satan.

Now in this case two things are always diligently to be en-

quired into. 1. Whether temptations are of men's, own pro-

curing", either by idleness and want of some honest employ-

ment, or by putting" themselves in the way of temptation, by

eniiauiniT in any unlawful business or diversion ? And 2,

wiiether a man cherishes the temptation, or gives way and

consent to it ? If either of these be his case, he is g"uilty of

sin. For he that by idleness, or negligence, or any unlawful

employment puts himself in the way of temptation, tempts

the tempter, as it were, to tempt him. Tertullian tells us of

a certain Christian in his time, i' who went to the Rcnnan

theatre, or stage plays, and returned possest with a devil :

and the unclean spirit being" asked by the exorcist, how he

durst presume to attack a Christian ? answered confidently,

that he had a rig"ht to do it, because he found tiie party upon

his own ground. So that if men are engaged in any un-

lawful busines, and a temptation then befals them; the

very temptation itself is their crime, because they make
themselves beforehand, parties, and accessaries to it. Or if

it befal them without their sin, yet if afterwards they give

way, and consent, and yield to the force of it they make it

their crime by their sinful compliance u.ith it. But setting-

aside these two cases, it is no crime to be tempted, whilst

we are merely passive in the tem[)talion. Of which we have

this iufallibie proof and demonstration, that Christ Himself

was tempted of the devil, yet without sin in any but the

tempter. And so long as we keep ourselves pure after the

* Aug. de Symbolo. Lib. I. cap. vii. Non vobis dico. quia sine peccato

hie vivetis: sed sunt veuialia, siue qiiibus vita ista non est.

t Teitull. dp speclaculii. cap. 26.

VOL. VIII, D
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same example; tliat ue neither be accessary in callmg the

temptation on ourselves, nor by any slavish cowardice in the

spirit of bondag-e, yield a base compliance to it ; but as soon

as we find it,] reject it with indignation and abhorrence, as

our Saviour did, " Get thee behind me, Satan, for it is written,

thou shalt worship the Lord thy God, and Him only shalt

thou serve." So long, I say, as it makes no further impres-

sion on us, but to raise our anger, or zeal, or resolution

against it; while we do not receive it with pleasure, nor

give any consent, or access, or encouragement to it, so

far we are secure: it is the devil's crime, not ours: it

may be our affliction, but it is not our sin. It may
raise in us horror and astonishment, as any sudden surprise

is apt to do ; and it may perhaps create us anguish and

trouble, to think how we are exposed to the assaults of Satan,

who has power to work upon our imaginations, and thereby

disturb our fancies, and raise unaccountable thoughts in us

:

but so long as our wills, over which he has no power, yield

no consent, the most fiery of all his darts, the most subtle of

all his devices cannot hurt us. Whilst we resist the devil, he

must at last fly from us, and yield the victory: and then we
may rejoice in the conquest, though perhaps we could not

in the very engagement. " For no chastening for the pre-

sent seemeth to be joyous, but grievous : nevertheless

afterward it yieldeth the peaceable fruit of righteousness to

them that are exercised thereby," Heb. xii. 11. In which

respect one Apostle bids us, " Count it all joy when we fall

into divers temptations, knowing this, that the trial of our

faith worketh patience. Only let patience have her perfect

work, '* Jam. i. 2. and then it will be joy in the end, when we
havebafled the adversary, and gained the victory. And says

another apostle, "We glory in tribulations also; knowing
that tribulation worketh patience, and patience experience,

and experience hope, and hope maketh not ashamed, be-

cause the love of God is shed abroad in our hearts by the

Holy Ghost that is given us," Rom. v. 3. We do but love

God the more in such cases, the more we are tempted by

Satan to desert or forsake Him it quickens our zeal, redoubles

our care and watch, invigorates our faith, and inflames our

devotion, to make us fly with greater frequency, and greater
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ardency to tlie Throne of Grace, to liiul help in time of need

So the very temptations of Satan turn (o our advantag-e,

whilst we resist and repel them ; and we are more than con-

querors over him, because we invert iiis wicked desifr-ns, and

turn those thin<rs to our health and streniith, which he de-

siiTned should be an occasion oi" i"allin<>-. 'I'herefore we have

reason to suppose in such cases, that God permits Satan to

tempt us only for our advantage : and it is not only a de-

monstration of his own wisdom and power, so to counter-

mine the wiles of Satan, and draw good out of evil ; but also

an argument of his mercy to us, to make our graces more
illustrious, and our victory more glorious ; whilst lie per-

fects his strength in our weakness, and makes us triumph

over all the power of the enemy and the very gates of hell,

which cannot prevail against us.

I suppose, now it appears plainly to every one, that these

things are no impeachments of God's mercy : though He
first suffers temporal calamities, and death among these, as

the natural effects of sin, to befal the penitent sinners after

pardon ; though He sometimes, secondly, sends Providential

afflictions on them ; though thirdly He visits them some-

times with fears and tremblings upon the remembrance of

their by-past sins; though fourthly He leaves them still

under the remains and strugglings of human infirmity, and

lesser failings and corruptions ; though fifthly He permits

them to be liable to temptations, and to be troubled with

black and ugly thoughts, darted into their minds against

their wills, by the power and subtlety of Satan
;

yet for all

this He is a merciful father to them : and, " as a fdther

pitieth his children, so the Lord pitieth them tliat fear Him."

I cannot close this discourse without making these few

moral reflections on it, by way of inference from what has

been said.

1. That the sense of God's mercy in pardoning the

greatest of sinners, should encourage all others to return to

Him, in the sincerity of their hearts, with hopes of mercy.

There can be no sin greater than that of murdering Christ

and yet God was pleased to pardon it, for (he encourage-

u -l
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raent of others, who should repent in future ages. There
can be no service less than that of the widow's two mites,

and yet God was pleased to accept it, because it proceeded

from a willing mind, and was answerable to the ability which
God had given her, who never requires of any man more
than He first enables him to perform.

2. The consideration of God's leaving sometimes tern-

poral afflictions upon men after He pardons their sin, should

teach us to entertain right and honourable thoughts of God's

mercy ; not to repine at his hand or dealings with us in any
other respect, if He grants us the remission of our sins ; but

to be patient and content under any other afflictions, when
we are assured they are not arguments of his wrath, but

rather indications of his goodness and mercy, who knows
what is most convenient for us ; as Moses told the Israelites,
** thou shalt remember, that as a father chasteneth his son,

so the Lord thy God chasteneth thee."

3. The sense of God's mercy in pardoning our sins,

should raise in us the highest affections of love and gra-

titude to Him again. For what a ravishment is it for a de-

sponding, poor afflicted soul to be delivered from the fears

of hell, and to hear Christ say, as it were, '' To day thou shalt

be with me in paradise !" What thanks can any man render

to God for such a blessing, less than the obedience of his

whole life ? What zeal can be too great in serving such a

master? If we offer our bodies and souls a living sacrifice

to God, and serve and glorify Him in both continually, it is

but a reasonable service to Him, who hath redeemed both

from hell. Let all those therefore, who have the sense of

God's favour in the pardon of their sins, be as sensible of

their own obligations to glorify Him both in body and soul

continually, that they may shew forth the praises of Him,
who hath called them out of darkness into his marvellous

light.

4. Lastly, the consideration of God's mercy and pity to us,

should teach us, in every instance of it, to imitate his blessed

example ; to put on bowels of mercy, to be kind one to ano-

ther, tender hearted, forgiving one another even as God
for Christ's sake hath forgiven us: to pity those, who
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know not tlioir own niiseiy, nor ha\o any power or will

to help (licm5?olvos: to have compassion on the ifi;"no-

rant, ami tiieni tluit are out of the way: to hear with their

infirmities, and even their prejudices, and duhiess, and ob-

stinacy, as God many times does witli ours ; meekly in-

structing' those who oppose themselves, if God peradventuro

may g-ive them repentance, to the acknowledgment of tho

truth. Here every man is allowed to have his share in the

Christian priesthood, to call and convert, and save as many
as he can, by his private instructions, and public example

;

that he may in this way also shew forth the praises of Him
that hath called him out of darkness into his marvellous

light. None are better qualiried for this office, than they,

who have signally experimented God's mercy themselves

.

The}' must needs be the best monitors to others, who have

felt the misery and slavery of siu in their own hearts, and
know the happiness of pardon and deliverance in their own
persons. It was therefore our Saviour's admonition to St.

Peter, upon tlie view of hi*; falling and rising- again, "when
thou art converted, strengthen thy brethren." And there are

infinite reasons to eng-age penitent converts to this. First,

compassion to human nature, to relieve men from that

thraldom, which they themselves were once engaged in

Then again, gratitude to God, to promote his glory ; which

is chiefly done V)y the conversion of sinners, whilst our light

so shines before men, that they may see our good works,

and glorify our Father, which is in heaven. Which is a zeal

that ought to be in every true convert, and commonly is in

those, who have been themselves g-reat and eminent sinners.

For they, to whom God forgives much, commonly love Him
the more and labour more abundantly in his service, as St.

Paul did, in consideration that he had obtained mercy of

God, who had been once the greatest of sinners. Add to

this, the honour of the office and employment, than which

nothing" can be more g^lorious : for it makes us workers

tog-ether with God, and a sort of under saviours to mankind.

For, says St. James, " brctliren, if any of you do err from

the truth, and one convert him ; let him know, that he, which

converteth a sinner from the error of his way, shall save a
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soul from death, and shall hide a multitude of sins." Finally,

it is most beneficial and advantageous to ourselves, as it

gives us a title to a greater degree of glory in another

world. For they that be teachers, shall shine as the

brig-htness of the firmament, and they that turn many to

rightpousness, as the stars for ever and ever. It is impos-

sible to give g-reater encouragement: God g'rant us his

grace to obtain it, throug-h Jesus Christ our Lord
;

To Whom, with the Father, and the Holy Spirit, be

ascribed, as is most due, all honour, might, majesty and do-

minion, both now, and for evermore. Amen.
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SERMON

ON

THE NATURE AND NECESSITY

OF THE SEVERAL SoUTS OF

/VBSOLUTION.

SERM. 1.

John xx. 23.
a

Whosesoever sins ye remit, fhey are remitled unto them ;

and whosesoever sins ye retain, they are retained.

"THOUGH the doctrine of ministerial absolution, or
' remission of sins, be a doctrine of great use in Christianity,

* as a matter wherein our practice is much concerned
;
yet

' I know not by what hard fate it has happened, that there
' are few doctrines which have been more abused or less
' understood. The extravagancies of some on the one hand
' who would have it almost to do every thing- in Christianity,

'have made others think it could do nothing: as violent
' disputes usually beget great oppositions, and great oppo-
' sitions commonly end in different extremes. It will not
' be amiss therefore to set this useful and necessary doctrine
' in its proper light, by discoursing of it in a practical way
' without any dispute, beginning with its original or first

' institution.

" When our Saviour was about to leave the world, He
" gave commission to his disciples to act in his name, as his
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" ministers and viceaferents, in all thing-s relatinsf to the
" kingdom of God. This kingdom was founded chiefly upon
"the promise and prospect of pardon or remission of sins:

" and this pardon was to be dispensed, and ascertained to

" men, by the intervention of those, whom he had appointed
" and commissioned for this very purpose. For this was
" part of their commission, to remit or to retain sins, as they
" should judge proper, acting by the rules, which He gave
" them, with a promise that what they did regularly in his

" Church on earth, should be ratified and confirmed by
" Himself in Heaven.

" In general therefore it is evident beyond dispute, that

" Christ left a power in the hands of his ministers to retain,

" or to forgive men's sins: but yet to have a more particular

" account and right apprehension of this, three enquiries

" will be necessary to be made further:

" 1. Into the nature of this power, as it belongs to man.

"For notwithstanding the commission and authority granted
" to man, there is still a vast difference to be made between
" the power of forgiving sirfs, as exercised by God, and as

" exercised by man.
" 2. We must enquire into the several acts or ways, in

" which the ministers of Christ are commissioned and autho-
" rised to exemplify his power.

" 3. How far all men are bound to submit to the lawful

" exercise of it.

" From the resolution of which points we shall be able to

«' reduce this consideration to practice, and easily discern

" what are the proper uses to be made of this doctrine of

" absolution, both as it relates to the ministers of Christ and
" his people.

" 1. I begin with the first enquiry into the nature of this

«' power, as it belongs to man. Where I observe, that notwith-

<* standing the commission granted to man, there is still a

" vast difference to be made between the power of forgiving

*' sins, as exercised by God, and as exercised by man. For

*' the power of God is absolute and sovereign in. pardoning

"sins; his judgment unerring and infallible about the sub-

ejects, who are capable of pardon: and consequently his
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' sentence is always exact, and irreversible by any other power
" whatsoever. Whereas the power of man to forg-ivo sins is

"not absolute but only ministerial: his commission and

'• authority is not only derivative, but tied up and bounded

" by certain rules, which are to be (he measures of his pro-

" ceeding-s in this grand alf'air with his fellow creatures.

"Consequently his judgment is neither infallible, nor his

" sentence irreversible, but only so far as he observes the

" rules prescribed by his sovereign Lord, who still reserves

" to Himself the privilege of reviewing the determinations

" of his vicegerents and judges upon earth, and of judging

" over again their sentence by his final and unerring judg-
'' ment. If the ministers of Christ indeed observe exactly

" the rules, which he has prescribed, in judging sinners and
" pardoning sin ; if they neither through haste or partiality,

<' or ignorance and error, condemn the guiltless, or absolve

" the guilty ; then their sentence, whether it be of remitting,

" or retaining sins, will bo confirmed and ratified in Heaven :

" because they act according to the tenor of their com-
" mission, and only as faithful stewards conforming to the

'•' measures and rules, which their sovereign Lord has ap-

" pointed them. But if they chance to deviate from those

«' rules, either by ignorance of men's case, or the sly pre-

«' tences of hypocritical sinners ;
* or by any neglect, or

Cyprian to this purpose says : Neque enim praejudica'nus Domino judi-

catiiro, quo minus si poenitentiuni plenain et justain peccatoris invenerit,

tunc ratuni facial quod a nobis fuerit liic statutuni. Si vero nos aliquis

pcenitentiffi simulatione deluserit ; Deus qui non deridetur, et qui cor

liominis intuetur, de his quae nos minus perspeximus judicet, et servorum

sententiam emendct. Cypr. Ep. 52, al. 55. ad Antonian. p. 108, fVe do not

prejudyc or forestall the Lord, who it to judr/e ; but that if hejind the re-

pentance nf the sinner to be full andj'utt, he miii/ then ratify that which ivas

here ordained by us : but if any one do deceive vs by a false appearance of
repentance, God, who is not viockcd, and who beholdeth the heart of man^

may judge of those things which we did not well discern, and the Lord may
amend the sentence of his servants. In like manner Pacian. Ep. i. nd Seni-

pronian. bibl. pair. tom. 3. p. 53. Reddet quidcm illc rationem, si quid per-

peram fecerit, vel si corrupte, and impie judicarit. Nee pia?judicatur Deo
quo minus mali eedificatoris opera rescindat : interea si pia ilia adniinistratio

est, adjutor Dei operum perseverat. The minister shall yive an account, if he

has done any thing ainiss, or if he has judged corruptly and wickedly : neither

is Godforestalled, that he may not undo the works of this evil builder. But
^nthe meantime, if that administration of his be Godly, he continues an helper

oj the works of God.
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" weakness, or assuming- tyranny, or fond indulgence, or

"any other passion incident to human nature: in all such

" cases Christ the supreme Lord will judge things over

" again, and reverse their sentence, whether it be too rigo-

" rous, or too indulgent; because they exceed their com-
" mission, and judge by other rules than what He has ap-

" pointed them. This is that noted difference between the

" power of God and man in forgiving sins ; the one does it

" by an absolute and independant authority, the other only

" bv a subordinate and restrained commission, which is

'' rather a declaration of God's will, than any sovereign power

" invested in him. For no man can say to his brother, with

" the same authority and infallible assurance, as Christ did

" to the thief upon the cross, " To-day thou shalt be with me
" in Paradise." This is the prerogative of God alone, to

" pardon sins with an absolute and uncontrollable power.

" And in this sense it is properly said in Scripture, that

'* none can forgive sins but God. And upon this foundation

" Athanasius, and the generality of the ancient writers *

" always argued for the Divinity of our Saviour against

" Arius, from this topic, that He took upon Him to forgive

*' sins with an absolute authority, which was the peculiar

" privilege of God alone.

" Yet this does not hinder but that man may have a ml-

" nisterlal part in the forgiveness of sins, in such acts as are

"by commission entrusted with him: And what those acts

" of his ministry are I come now in the next place to con-

" sider, by proceeding in order to the second enquiry, which

" was;
"2. What those special acts or ways ore, in which the

" ministers of Christ are commissioned or authorized to

" exemplify this their power of retaining or remitting sins.

" Now these upon an exact enquiry appear to be these

«' four acts of the ministry, whereby the benefit of absolution

" is ordinarily dispensed unto men,
" I. The power of administering the two sacraments

« of baptism and the Lord's supper to all suoh as are

• See this fully proved, Orig. Eccles. book 19. Chap. 1. Sect. 1.



SliVEKAL SiiUia OF ABSOLUriON. 413

*' (jiialifiecl to receive them: which is therefore called sa-

" cratnentiil absolution.

"2. The power of declaring- or puVjlishing- the terms of

" conditions, upon which the Gospel promises pardon and

<* remission of sins, which is called the declaratory ab-

" solution of the word and doctrine.

" 3. The power of interceding- with God for pardon of

" sins throusrh the merits of Christ ; which is the absolution

" of prayer.

" 4, The power of executing- Church discipline and cen-

" sures upon delinquents; which consists in excluding-

" flagitious and scandalous sinners from the communion of

" the Church, and receiving- penitents again into her com-
" munion, when they have given just evidences of a sincere

" repentance. In these four acts, reg-ularly exercised, con-

" sists the ministerial power of retaining- or remitting sins, so

" far as the delegated authority of man can be concerned in

"it.

"1. In the power of administering the two sacraments of

" baptism and the Lord's supper to all such as are qualitied

'* to receive them. Baptism is the grand absolution of the

" Christian Church :
* for by it all men, who are admitted as

" living members of Christ's mystical body, the Church,

" receive certain and universal remission of sins. Whence
" it had anciently the names of indulgence, and salvation,

"and remission of sins,t because these were the undoubted

" effects to all worthy receivers of it. Therefore so far as

" the ministers of Christ are authorized to admit proselytes

" and converts into the Church by the sacrament of baptism,

" so far they arc impowered to grant remission of sins
; be-

" cause they administer that, of which the proper effect

" is the remission of sins ; as it is the seal of God's co-

" venant, and means of conveying all the spiritual blessings

" of Christ's death and passion to all those, who come in

" the sincerity of their hearts w ith due qualitications to

" receive it.

• Seethe sense of the Ancitiils ujioii this iioitit, Oiig. Kccles. Hook ID.

Chap. 1. Sect. V. t l'''''-
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" Now it is certain the ministers of Christ are invested
" with a power, not only to administer this sacrament
" unto men, but also to judg-e by certain rules of probation,
** who are proper and capable subjects of it ; and according- as
" they find them qualified or unqualified, by bringing them
" to the test of those rules, correspondently either to receive
" them, or reject them from the privilege of baptism.
" Which is in effect to grant them, or not grant them remis-
" sion of sins, because it is to grant them, or not grant them
" that ordinary means, which is made by Christ the seal of
** remission of sins. The Ancients commonly found this

" power of remitting- or retaining sins in baptism upon these
'' very words of the text, and those other words of our
" Saviour to Peter. " Whatsoever thou shalt bind on earthy

" shall be bound in heaven ; and whatsoever thou shalt loose
" on earth, shall be loosed in. heaven." St. Cyril of Alex-
*' andria expounding the words of the text, says, * Spiritual

"men remit or retain sins two ways: 1. When they call

" those to baptism, who are worthy of it upon the account of
" a good life and approved faith ; or forbid and repel those
" from the Divine gift, who are unworthy of it. 2. When
" they punish and correct the children of the Church for of-

" fending, and pardon them again upon their repentance.

" St. Cyprian and St. Ambrose having to deal with the No-
" vatians, who denied the Church all manner of power to

" pardon sins after baptism, argue with them upon this com-
" mon principle acknowledged on both sides, that Chiistgave
<' his ministers power to remit sins by baptism. For the

•' Novations did not deny this ; therefore St. Ambrose re-

" duces them to absurdity, with great acuteness, t putting

" this question to them, why do ye baptize, if sins cannot be
" remitted by the ministry of man ? Wiiat is the difterence,

" whether priests assume this power, as given to them in the

'* exercise of penance, or in the administration of baptism?
'' Plainly implying, that the administration of baptism was
" one way of remitting sins. And it may be said with truth,

* Cyril, lib. 12. in .loan. xx. 23. lorn. .p. 1101.

j- Ainbros. de Pariiitfiil. lib. I. tap. 7.
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" tluittho Ancients wero generally in these sentiments, * and

" perhaps to n man concurring- in this opinion, that the mi-

" nisters of Ciuist are instrumental in remitting of sins by

'* the administration of baptism.

" It is true inileed, this power of giving- or refusinjr

" baptism to men, is not a more arbitrary, absolute, or

" despotic power, authorising the ministers of Christ

" to give or refuse it at their own mere pleasure ; but, as

" was said, it is a ministerial power, tying- them to certain

" rules, whereby they arc to jtJdge, whether men be duly

" qualified for baptism or not, and accordingly obliging them
" to admit, or reject them. They are to examine, whether

" men sincerely perform the ordinary conditions re<juired of

" all men that come to Christ's Holy baptism ; that is

" whether they make profession of believing such necessary

" articles of the Christian faith, as the Church has commonly
'* summed up in her creed ; and whether they promise to

''renounce Satan and all his works; and whether they

'' actually forsake his service by a manifest and plain con-

*' version aud turning unto God, engaging themselves by
'' covenant to live in constant and perpetual obedience to al

" the laws of Christ. They, who take upon them these pro-

" fessions, and actually perform these conditions, have a

" right to demand baptism; and the ministers of Christ are

" empowered and obliged to minister it to them ; that is, to

" seal unto them the remission of their sins. But if they
'' contumaciously refuse any one of these conditions ; if

*• they either will not make profession of the several articles

'= of the Christian faith; or not renounce their old master,

*' and promise universal obedience unto Christ; or continue

" in the open and avowed practice of any notorious vice, and
" scandalous profession of life ; then the ministers of Christ

" are equally empowered to reject such men from baptism
; t

* See tins proved, Origr. Eccles. Book 19. Chap. 1. Sect. 2.

t The practice of the primitive Church, in rejecting all such from baptism,

who ret'iisod ;iny of tlu'se necessary conditions, is largely set forth by St.

Austin de Fide et Operibus, cap. 15. 17. 18. &c. and both out ol lilni aiid

others, in Orifr. Eccles. Rook 2. Chap. 6. Sect. (i. niul ( huj). 7. .Sect (j. and S.
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" that is, to retain their sins, by denying- them the ordinary

" means of remission and forgiveness.

" Thus far it is plain even to a demonstration, that the

*• ministers of Christ are invested with a power of retaining"

" or remitting sins, as they are appointed by Christ to

"be the administrators of baptism, and subordinate judges

" of the fitness and quahfications of such persons as are to

" be admitted to it. For they, who are entrusted with the

" ordinary administration of such a mystery, as conveys or

" seals remission of sins to men, must be allowed to be the

" proper instruments of binding and loosing, of retaining

" and remitting men's sins, whilst they are authorized to

"admit the worthy, and reject the unworthy from the

*• participation of such a mystery.

" The case is the very same with respect to their power
" in administering the other sacrament of the Lord's supper.

" For that also is a means of conveying and sealing to men
'* the remission of sins. It only differs from baptism in this

;

*' that baptism is the first grant of such a blessing, and the

" Lord's supper is a further confirmation, or continuance

" and repetition of it. So that as ministers are empowered,
" by virtue of being stewards of Christ's mysteries, to admit

" the worthy to a participation of the eucharist, and debar
*' the unworthy, or scandalous and profane livers, from the

" benefit of such communion ; so far they are invested with

" power of remitting or retaining' men's sins, as being proper

"judges of men's qualifications for the reception or not

i* reception of such a mystery, upon which, in the ordinary

'* method and dispensation of God's grace, remission of sins

'* is made to depend.
" And herein consists the first act of the minister's power

" in remitting or retaining sins, by a{)plying- to men the

" sacraments of the Church, in the vise of which remission of

" sins is granted to all worthy receivers.

" 2. The second act of this power is the declaratory abso-

" lution of the word and doctrine, which consists in pub-
'' lishing the terms and conditions, upon which the Gospel
" promises pardi)n and remission of sins. This is either

"general or particular: the general absolution is such as
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•* our Church appoints every minister to pronounce alter the

" g-eneral confession of sin8 in her daily service ; where it is

*' said, tljat God hath g'iven power and commandment to his

" ministers, to dechire and pronounce to his people, being-

*' penitent, the absolution and remission of their sins ; by
" virtue of whicli power they declare, that God pardoneth
" and absolveth all them that truly repent and unfeignedly
*' believe his holy Gospel. This in effect, is done, whenever
" a minister publishes or preaches the terms of the Gospel
" to men, declaring- in God's name upon what conditions

" remission of sins may be obtained ; and the design of it is

" to excite and encourage all sinners to repent and turn to

" God in hopes of mercy, and to give consolation and com-
" fort to all such as do actually and sincerely turn to Him.
" For which reason the Church has thought fit to insert this

" into her public offices, and give it a place in her daily

"Liturgy; which is a peculiar excellency and commen-
" dation of her service, the want whereof is lamented in

" some other Churches. For Calvin declares, * he was very

" desirous to have had such a general declaratory absolution

" inserted into the Geneva Liturgy, but could not prevail

" with his associates to introduce it.

" But besides this general declaratory absolution retained in

" our service, there is a more particular absolution appointed
" to be given to single persons in some special cases ; that

" is, when men labour under troubles of mind and disquiet

" of conscience for any particular sins, which they make
" confession of to a minister, with proper signs of a genuine
" repentance. In that case the n)inister is authorized, not

" only to g-lve them ghostly counsel and advice, but also the

"benefit of absolution; that is, if upon a just examination
" of their case, he judges them to be real penitents before
'' God, then he may not only declare to them the g-eneral

" promises of pardon, but assure them in particular, that as far

" as he can judge of their case by the visible tokens and In-

" dlcations of their repentance, he esteems them absolved be-
" fore God, and accordingly declares and pronounces to

• Calvin. Epist. De Quibusdam Ecclesice Ritibus. p. 206.

VOL. VIII. 2 E



418 NATURE AND NRCF.SSITY OF THE

cc them their absolution. This is no infallible judgment' in-

" deed, because one man may deceive another by specious
" pretences of repentance, which are not always real: but

yet it is as great an assurance, as a prudent, sagacious, and
pious minister of Christ can give to his fellow creature for

his satisfaction, without particular inspiration.

*' And it must needs be of considerable weight and mo-
" ment towards the satisfaction and comfort of an afflicted,

or a doubtful and desponding soul, to have the declaration

of a skilful physician to rely upon : to have one, who by
his oflSce is qualified to be a proper judge in such cases,

" to pronounce his absolution.

" Therefore our Church, for the comfort of such penitent
*' sinners, has appointed the minister in two of her offices,

" (the exhortation to the communion, and the visitation of

"the sick), to grant such a particular absolution, saying in

" one of them, " By the authority of Jesus Christ committed
" unto me, I absolve thee from all thy offences." Which
" though it be not an absolute authority, yet it is such a de-
*' claration of God's will, as one man can make to another
" upon the nicest enquiry into his state and maturest consi-
*' deration. It is like the priest's declaration under the old
** law concerning the leper, whether he was clean or
" unclean : his declaration or judgment concerning such an
** one is said to be the cleansing or polluting him; the
" making him clean or unclean ;

though strictly speaking,
" the priest did neither make him leprous, nor not leprous,

" but only declare upon a just examination and view, whe-
*' ther he was so or not. In like manner St. Jerom, and the
" master of the sentences, and many others after them, have
" observed, * that the ministers of the Gospel have that right

<' and office, in remitting or retaining sins, which the legal

" priests had of old under the law in curing of the lepers

:

" they forgive sins or retain them, whilst they shew and de-
" clare, that they are forgiven or retained by God. And
" such a declaration, proceeding from the mouth of those

* See the testimonies of St. Jerom and Peter Lombard related at length.

Orig. Eecies. Book )9.Chap. 2. Sect. 6.
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(<

who are constitnteil tninisterial judg-es of particular ineiTs

reptMitance, is justly construed an evang-elieal ahsohition,

suflicient to minister satisfaction and comfort to the peiii-

" tent sinner.

3. The I hud act of this ministerial power is interces-

sion with God for pardon of sins through the merits of

"Christ; which is what the Church has always called the

"absolution of prayer, joined to the absolution of the word
" and sacraments. This always either implicitly or expressly
" accompanies the other acts of absolution, * as a chief part

" of the u)inister's office, which is to intercede and pray to

" God for the sins of the people. Tlie sacraments are

" sometimes administered in a precatory form, as is that of

"the Eucharist in our Liturgy: " The body of our Lord
" Jesus Christ preserve thy body and soul unto everlasting-

" life/' And so some tell us, t that baptism now in the Greek
" Church is administered in the like manner and form,
" Baptizetur servus Christi in nomine Patris, SfC. Let the

" servant of Christ be baptized in the name of the Father,
" Son. and Hohj Ghost, by way of prayer. And though our
" present form, " I baptize thee," ditlcr a little from this

;
yet

" it is always accompanied with prayers, that God would re-

" lease the party baptized of his sins, and grant him all the
" benefits of reg'eneration. So it is observable, that imme-
*' diately after the g-eneral declaratory absolution in our
" Liturgy, the Church appoints the Lord's prayer to be used,
" as that whereby we obtain a general discharge or remis-
*' sion of sins of daily incursion. And some of our Church's
" forms of absolution are plain and direct prayers for pardon
" and forgiveness. As that in the communion office after

" the general confession ; where the Rubrick ^ays, " Then
" shall the priest or the bishop being present, stand up, and
" turning himself to the people, pronounce this absobution
" Almighty God our heavenly Father, who of His g-reat

'* mercy hath promised forgiveness of sins to all them that

" with hearty repentance and true faith turn unto him, have

• Confer. Oiiir. Eccles. Book 19. Chap. 1. Sect. 5. and Chap. 2 Sect. 4.

+ Dt'creturTi Eiipff-nii nd Calrem Con. Klorent.

2 E 2
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" mercy upon you, pardon and deliver you from all yoUr
*' sins, confirm and strengthen you in all goodness, and
*' bring you to everlasting life, through Jesus Christ our

" Lord," Here the declaratory absolution, and the pre-

*' catory are evidently joined together in the same prayer:

*' for the prayer consists partly of a declaration of God's
" promises to pardon true penitent sinners, and partly of an

" intercession with God for actual pardon for those particular

" sinners, for whom the minister then makes his application

'' and address to the throne of grace. x\nd there are many
" other such forms of absolution throughout the Liturgy of

" our Church. Nay, all the absolutions of the ancien^

" Church, when penitents after excommunication and a long
" course of discipline were received into grace and favour

" again, were accompanied with imposition of hands and
" prayer,* to denote that the ministerial benediction and in-

*' tercession with God for sinners, was a principal, though
" not the only act of sacerdotal power in the business of
" evano-elical absolution. And this was conformable to the

" rule of benediction given by Moses to the priests of the
*' old law, Numb. o. 27. "They shall put my name upon the

" children of Israel, and T will bless them." It is God, pro-

" perly speaking, that blesses and pardons: and yet when
" the priests intercede with God for these things, they are

"also said in their way to give blessing* and absolution. All
" which fully evinces intercession and prayer to be one sort

" of ministerial absolution, as it is a means in the hand of

" man, whereby God is pleased to derive and shower down
" the blessing of his absolution upon his people.

" There is yet a fourth instance of this power of remitting-

" and retaining sins, which is the power of executing Church
" discipline and censures upon delinquents. This consists

" in excluding- flag-itious and scandalous sinners from the

" communion of the Church, and receiving* penitents into

" communion again upon their submission and repentance.

"This is properly a judicial act: For as the ministers of

* See this fully piovefl, Oiig'. Eccles. Book 19. Chap. 2. Sect. 'I.
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*' Christ are jiulg-es of men's qualifications for tlioir lirst ad-
" mission into tho Church l>y l>a[)tism, so are thoy judges of

" their qualifications for their continuance in the same; and
" as stewards of the mysteries of God, they are obliged to

'' separate the precious from the vile, and distinguish the

" worthy receivers of those mysteries from tlic [)roplianers

" and contemners of them. " Holy things are not to be
" given unto dogs, neither are pearls to be cast before

" swine." And therefore when men debase themselves to

" those infamous and brutisii characters, they have no longer

" a right to the privileges of Christian communion ; but are

" to be lopt otFas unsound branches, partly to avoid conta-

" gion antl infection of the sound members, and partly to

" make the sinners themselves ashamed, and thereby bring
" them to reformation and amendment.

" It is true indeed, this power is not arbitrary in the mi-
" nisters of Christ. They are not to use this severest of pu-
" nishments for every jealousy and suspicion of evil ; nor

" yet for every light and trivial oftence, which may be cured

"by other remedies; nor for greater and more heinous
" crimes, without previous admonition, and trial of other me-
*' thods, which Christ has appointed to be used for the refor-

" mation of sinners ; nor yet upon whole bodies of men,*
" where there is danger of rooting up the wheat uithj the

" tares, and of doing more harm than good to the Churchy
«' by involving- the innocent with the guilty, or laying whole
" Churches under interdict, or occasioning great and dange-
" rous schisms, to the Church's manifest peril and destruction,

" For the design of this power and discipline is for edifi-

" cation, and not for destruction ; to cleanse and purify the

" Church, but not to shock its very constitution, and raze

" and overturn its foundations by an indiscreet and intem-
" perate zeal for the preservation of it. And therefore here,

" if ever, tlie ministerial power is to be exercised with the

" greatest wisdom and prudence, as well as charity and con-
" cern for the souls of men, and the good of the whole com-

* Sei- the practice of the primitive Church illustrated in all these cases
Orig. Ecclcs. Book IG. Chap. :j. Sect. 6. &c.|



422 NATURE AND NECESSITY OF THE

" inunitv. Of all which the muiisters of Christ are consti-

" tuted discretionary judg'es, invested with power to examine
" both men's faith and morals, and to exclude the scandalous
" and prophane,and to re-admit the truly penitent upon their

" g'iving evident tokens of a real conversion, and bringing-

"forth fruits meet for repentance. They are Christ's substi-

" tutes and vicegerents in his Church, binding* and loosingj

" opening and shutting with the keys of the kingdom of

"heaven: which so long as they use according to the

" rules prescribed them by Christ, their sentence, though
" only ministerial, is of great effect in the external commu-
" nion of the Church at present, and will be found to be of
" force, as a prejudging forerunner of the sentence of the last

"day. For under these limitations, and reserving a due pre-

" rogative to the infallible sovereignty of Christ, it cannot
" be doubted, but" that whosesoever sins they retain, they are

" retained ; and whosesoever sins they remit, they are
*' remitted unto them."

' I should now have proceeded to the third enquiry,

how far it is necessary for all men to submit to the minis-
*' terial exercise of this power in all the four several branches

"of it thus explained? and also have reduced this whole

"consideration to practice. But because the just exami-
" nation of these things would exceed the limits of the pre-
*' sent discourse, I shall only say these two things by way
" of general remark in the close of it.

" I. That the necessity of absolution in any kind is the
" same as the necessity of the thing by which it is wrought
" and ministered to us. So that if there be any necessity of
" receiving the two sacraments of baptism and the Lord's
" supper, there is the same necessity of receiving the sacra-

" mental absolution, that is conveyed to us by and in the use
" of those holy mysteries. If there be any necessity of

" having the conditions of the Gospel, and God's general

" promises of pardon declared to us, and applied to our

"souls; then there is an equal necessity of a general de-

" claratory absolution, to excite our hopes, and invigorate

" our faith, and engage us to a true repentance and holy

" obedience. If there be any necessity for an afflicted soul,

It



SKVKRAL SOKTh Ul' AU-SilLLlIUN. -123

" that labours iiiultT insuperable doubts atid troubles ol"

*' mind, to bo relieved of her burden, and to be quietly

" settled in a state of comfort and satisfaction ; then there is

" a like necessity of a particular declaratory absolution. If

" there be any necessity for the public [)rayers of the Church
" to implore God's mercy for the remission of sins to public

" penitents ; then there is the same necessity of a precatory
" absolution. And (inally, if there be any necessity for scan-
*' dalous sinners, who are cast out of the Church, to be
" restored to the peace and communion of the Church
" ag'ain, in order to make their peace with God ; then there

" is a necessity of a judicial absolution. So far as any of

" these ollicesand ministries are necessary in the Church, so

" far the several sorts of absolution, which depend upon them,
" must be concluded to be necessary likewise. And so far

" a respect is due to them, as the ordinances of God : inso-

" much as that where they may be ordinarily had, they are

" not ordinarily to be omitted ; much less to be despised or

*' neglected ; because that, in other words, is the same
" thing- as contemning the sacraments of Christ, and public

" prayer, and preaching, and the discipline and censures of

" the Church, which are ordinances of God's own appoint-

"ing-.

" 2. The other thing-, I am to remark in the close of this

" discourse, is, that whatever necessity there be of an
" external absolution, yet there is still a greater necessity of

" the internal qualitications of men's own minds in order to

" receive it. These qualifications are a true faith, a true

" repentance, and new obedience of life ; which are the

" Gospel conditions, required to make any human absolution

" effectual to our pardon. God may, and sometimes does,

" where there is no contempt, dispense with the want of

" the former, but He never dispenses with the latter :
' For

" without holiness no man shall see the Lord." It is neither

" confession nor attrition, nor an external absolution of any
" kind, but only a sincere conversion, that will qualify us for

" his pardon. And therefore, as ever we expect to be ab-
" solved in heaven, we must prepare ourselves with those
" qualifications, which alone can give us security at the day
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*' of judgment. God of His mercy inspire ns all with tliese

" most necessary qualifications, through the intercession and
** merits of the great high priest of our profession, Jesus
•' Christ our blessed Lord and Saviour. To whom," &c.



SERMON 11.

John xx. 2i.

^Vhosesoever sins ye remit, they are remitted unto them
;

and whosesoever sins ye retain, they are retained.

In the former discourse upon these words I proposed tliree

enquiries to be made concerning the doctrine and exercise

of ministerial absolution:

1. To examine into the nature of this power in general,

us it belongs to man : because, notwithstanding the com-

mission and authority granted to man, there is still a vast

difference to be made between the power of forgiving sins

as exercised by God, and as exercised by man.

2. To examine more particularly into the nature of the

several sorts of absolution, as exercised by man.

3. To enquire how far all men are concerned to submit to

the exercise of this power in the several branches of it.

I have already discoursed of the two first, and now pro-

ceed to the third enquiry. In resolving of which it will be

proper to consider the question distinctly with respect to the

four several branches of ministerial absolution : the abso-

lution of the two sacraments; the declaratory absolution of

the word and doctrine ; the precatory absolution and the ju-

dicial absolution of public discipline. Concerning all which

it has already been observed in general, that so far as either

the sacraments, or preaching of the word, or public prayer,

or public discipline, are of any use and force in the Christian

Church, so far the absolutions are to be embraced, that at-

tend any of these divine institutions. I shall now make a

more particular en-quiry into the necessity of each of them.

1. I begin with the necessity of sacramental absolution.

Concerning which it must be asserted, that whatever ncces-
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sity there is of receiving- the sacrament of baptism, or the

Lord's supper, appointed for all, wlio have opportunity to

receive them ; there is the same necessity of receiving- the

sacramental absolution that depends upon them: because

they are so intimately united and linked tog-ether, that they

cannot be separated from each other ; neither does God dis-

pense with the want of sacramental absolution in any case,

but where He dispenses with the want of the sacraments

themselves. God can indeed, and often does dispense with

the want of the sacraments, and supply them by his extraor-

dinary grace, where either by the frowardness of his minis-

ters, or their neglect, or some unforeseen accident, or na-

tural incapacity, there is no possibility of receiving them: *

but men's own neglect or contempt of his ordinances will

doubtless be imputed to them as a crime, for which they

must expect to give account to the Sovereig'n Author of

these institutions at his great tribunal. So in the like

cases, if men through any unavoidable necessity want the

absolution, which is exhibited in these two sacraments, God
can supply this defect, and by his extraordinary g-race grant

them absolutioti in some other way : but if men are justly

debarred by the ministers of God from the sacramental ab-

solution, or pardon of sins belonging to these sacraments,

not by any necessity, but only for their own contumacy, in

refusing- to qualify themselves by the performance of such

conditions as are required of worthy receivers ; in this case

the minister's act, in retaining their sins, and refusing them
this sacramental absolution, because he judges them appa-

rently unqualified for it, and unworthy of it, will doubtless

be ratified and confirmed by Christ, as the supreme judge,

and assertor of his own authority given unto men to

retain sins, and deny absolution to those, who are professed

despisers and contemners of the conditions upon which He
has oflered it. And this plainly shews what necessity there is

of absolution, as that signifies in the first place the absolution

of the two sacraments, which is to be granted to the worthy,

and, as far as human judgment can go, to no other but those

• See the sense of the Ancients upon this point, Orig. Eccles. Book
10. Chap. l.Sect. 20. 21. &c.
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that are worthy of it. 'Ihciofore men are to [)reparc for this

absohition, for the same reasons tliat th(>y are to prepare for

the reception of either of tlie sacraments, wliieh in the ordi-

nary methods and ways of tUspensing* God's grace, are made

the necessary means of salvation.

2. In the next place for the declaratory absohition of the

word and doctrine. Whatever necessity there is of having- the

truth of God's promises opera tively and eflectively applied to

men's souls, in order to work in them faith and hope, repen-

tance, and new obedience : that very necessity there is of

this generni declayitory absolution, either at first to create

and excite, or afterwards to foment and cherish these good

(jiialities, upon whicli the pardon of sins depends. " Faith,"

we are told, " comes by hearing, and hearing by the word of

God." And men do not ordinarily "hear without a preacher,"

norordinarily preach, " except they be sent." Therefore as it

is necessary that men should "believe and repent, and obey

the Gospel ;" so it is necessary they should hear the general

declarations of pardon, which God has made in his Gospel on

the one hand, and the declarations of wrath revealed from

heaven on the other hand, in order to engage them to com-

ply with those terms, upon which the Gospel makes the re-

mission of sins to depend. And as the heralds of the

Gospel are obliged to preach and declare the mind of God
toward repenting- and unrepenting sinners; so every man is

concerned to "hear, and fear, and do no more presumptuously,"

as he expects to find favour and mercy of God at the day of

judgment. This is the necessity and use of declaratory ab-

solutions, both to beget, and to support that faith, which is

the first spring and foundation of a Christian life. It is the

word of God, whereby " we are begotten to a lively h(>pe

through the Gospel." And we may reasonably suppose, that

faith will last no longer than the preaching of the Gospel
does in the world. When Antichrist is come to his full

heig"ht, and seated in the meridian of his kingdom; when
instead of Gospel-truth, he shall fill men with error by " signs

and lying wonders, and all deceivableness of unrighteous-

ness;' then will be veritied what our Saviour has predicted,

" when the son of man comcth, shall he find faith on earth V'
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It will be impossible to maintain faith g-enevally among"

men, without the constant declarations of the Gospel to sup-

port it. And that, if any thing-, may convince us of the ne-

cessary use of a true Gospel ministry, or such an order of

men, as have authority and commission to declare the will

of God, to keep the very faith itself from dwindling into

nothing.

But I told you, that besides the general declarations of

the Gospel, there was sometimes a more particular decla-

ratory absolution necessary to relieve a distressed and

wounded conscience, and extricate a desf^onding and doubt-

ful sinner out of the fears and perplexing- labyrinths of sin:

and the very necessity of comfort to the feeble minded, in

such a case, is a sufficient argument of the necessity of such

an absolution. For whither should an anxious and af-

flicted soul betake herself, but to those whom God has

appointed as proper helps and judg-es in the easel Whose
office invests them with something* of authority, and whose
studies and experience qualify them to search and examine

into the nature of spiritual diseases, and then judge of

proper methods of cure, and apply suitable remedies to

them. Should such a soul fly immediately and solely to

God? That indeed would be very well, liad she sufficient

faith, and courage, and confidence to approach Him. But
He is the person, whom she has ofiended, and now she

thinks of nothing- but his wrath and indignation. Should
she betake herself to the Son of God, the great intercessor

and mediator between God and man ? All would be right in

this case too, could she come with full assurance of faith to

Him, as to a merciful and faithful High Priest, who is both

able and willing to save to the uttermost all that truly turn

to Him. But that is her great misfortune, and her very dis-

ease, that she dares not come now so boldly to the throne

of grace to find help in time of need: or if she does come
even with prayers and tears to Christ, she is afraid they will

not be accepted ; because she can now hardly look upon
Him as her Saviour, but as her ofiFended Judge. She is

overwhelmed and confounded with her own ingratitude, to

think, that she was once like an angel of light, pure andina-
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maculate in the hlood of Christ; l»ut now slic has doscrtod

her station, and is t'allon from frrace. She was once cn-

lit^htened, and liad tasted of the heavenly j;ift, and was made

partaker of the Holy (ihost, and tasted the good word of

God, and the powers of the world to come : but now she is

fallen away, and has crucified to herself the Son of (Jod

afresh, and put him to an open shame. She has trodden

under foot the Son of God, and counted the blood of the co-

venant, wherewith she was sanctified, an unholy thinpf, and

has done despite to the spirit of Grace. And how shall she

make her addresses to Christ, whom she lias thus shamefully

al)used? What then? Shall she call in the assistance and

counsel of the holy Angels ? They are ministring- Spirits in-

deed, sent forth to minister to those who are heirs of salva-

tion ; but their ministry is wholly spiritual and indiscernible

:

they maintain now no visible intercourse with men. But

she has need of some visible comforter, to whom she may lay

open her grief, and take his advice in the midst of all her sor-

rows ; and this must be some of her visible fellow creatures

:

and who so proper among these, as those whom God Him-

self has appointed for this purpose 1 Private men may shew

their charity to such a languishing soul, as far as their

knowledge and abilities will direct them: but yet after all

there may be a necessity of some further assistance. And
whence may that more reasonably be expected, than from

the mouths of those, whose lips should preserve knowledge?

Whose studies are the holy scriptures ; whose business is

to explain them to men; to solve their doubts, and take off

their scruples ; to examine their repentance, and compare it

for them with the rule of God's word ; and chiefly to guard

them against the wiles of Satan, and teach them not to

wrest the Scripture to their own destruction. For this is

commonly the most difficult part in this whole affair with

such distressed souls, to fortify them against the subtleties

of Satan, who transforms himself into an Angel of light, and

teaches them to plead Scripture against themselves; making

that which was designed for their health and strength,

become to them an occasion of falling; and robbing them

of their peace by that very instrument, which was intended
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to raise their hopes, and fix their consolation. Indeed this

is Satan's tnaster-piece of temptation, to accost and tempt us

in Scripture dialect, and with the tong"ue of an Angel : and

he never speaks more like himself, that is, more artfi)lly

subtle and diabolical, than when he speaks to us the

language of heaven. Thus he tempted our Saviour Himself,

by quoting scripture ; by saying, thus and thus it is written.

And what wonder then, that he should use the same weapon
ao'ainst other men, who are less able to resist him ? But the

weaker men are, and the more they are liable to temptation,

the greater necessity there is in that case, that they should

have recourse to some abler hand, who can give them both

succour and direction ; who can rightly apply the word of

God to their souls, and give them a right apprehension both

of God and themselves ; who can set every text of Scripture,

which Satan abuses, in its proper light ; and so baffle all his

arguments, and countermine all his plots by the same instru-

ment, which he abuses with a design to beguile men and

overthrow them.

It wouldbe well indeed, if all men could so dexterously use

the sword of the Spirit, which is the word of God, as that

thev might be able of themselves, like our Saviour in his

temptation, to answer and repel all Satan's sophistry and

false glosses upon the holy Text, by juster comments and

more pertinent allegations. But if this cannot be expected

from the weaker sort, it is necessary they should in such

cases betake themselves for help to those, that are more ex-

perienced, and have their senses more exercised to discern

between good and evil.

Common reason and interest direct men what to do, when

they are under any doubts or difficulties in all other con-

cerns. He who doubts his title to a temporal estate, thinks

himself obliged to consult an able lawyer, and take his ad-

vice and counsel ; and in case of a bodily distemper every

man as readily betakes himself to a skilful and experienced

physician : and there is the same reason in spiritual distem-

pers to engage a man to consult a spiritual guide, who may
be presumed to be as learned and skilful in his profession as

either of the former : his office obliges him to a more general
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and exact study of the Scriptures ; to be more expert and ac-

curate ill resolving- cases ol" conscieiice, and more ready and

prej)ared to answer all the ohjections, doubts and scruples,

which either the natmal weakni'ss of ukmi's own fancies, or

the subtlety of Satan tinows in upon their minds. His

business and employment is to understand the nature of

God, and his religion, and Ids laws, and the extent of

his mercy, and terms of reconciliation to penitent sin-

ners. He can therefore examine men's transgressions, and

judge of their repentance and condition better than them-

selves. Besides all this he is constituted by God to be

his minister here upon earth, for these very purposes

;

not only in Christ's stead to beseech them to be recon-

ciled to God, and to shew them the method of recon-

ciliation, and to pray for them ; but also upon an impartial

view of their condition, if he tinds them real penitents, to de-

clare them absolved by God, and in his favour: his com-
mission is to assure them, that in spite of all that Satan can

sug-gest to the contrary, there are no sins so g-reat that God
cannot pardon, provided they bring the condition of pardon,

which is a true repentance: and he can judg-e, though not

with an infallible judgment, yet with a moral certainty, whe-
ther their repentance be sincere and perfect ; and give them
directions to supply it where it is defective ; and free them
from all unreasonable scruples, which are apt to discompose

and trouble their souls : all which must needs be of extra-

ordinary and sovereig"n use to persons in such a condition,

and afford them the surest relief, and the most solid comfort

and satisfaction, that can be expected, without a particular

revelation, on this side heaven.

So that the use and advantag-e of spiritual g"uides in such

a case sutiiciently discovers the reasonableness and neces-

sity of making application to them, in order to obtain the

benefit and comfort of a particular declaratory absolution.

And upon this account our Church, though she lays no

necessary injunction upon men to make a particular confes-

sion of their sins to her ministers in all cases, yet wisely re-

quires them in this one special case of exigency to do it for

their own benefit and satisfaction. " If there be any of you,
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who by this means cannot quiet his own conscience (viz. by
confession to God alone) but requireth farther comfort and

counsel, let him go to some discreet and learned minister of

God's word, and open his g-rief; that by the ministry of

God's holy word he may receive the benefit of absolution,

together with ghostly counsel and advice, to the quieting of

his conscience, and avoiding of all scruple and doubtfulness."

This I take to be the true state of the case, as to what con-

cerns the necessity of a particular confession and a particular

declaratory absolution. It is not simply necessary for all

men, but only for those whose condition is such, that they

cannot have peace and satisfaction without it. And therefore

the Church of Rome is highly to blame, which imposes the

absolute necessity of a particular confession, and a parti-

cular absolution, universally upon all men, in all cases of

mortal sin, under pain of damnation. Our Church keeps

closer to the rule of Scripture and the practice of the ancient

Church, * in making particular absolution only necessary to

those, to whom the necessity of the case itself makes it so.

And so much for the necessary use of a general or particular

declaratory absolution.

3. The next part of our enquiry is concerning the neces-

sity of a precatory absolution : and of this there is the same

necessity that there is of the prayers of the Church for

pardon of sins. We have observed before, that prayer

usually accompanies all other sorts of absolution, and is an

ingredient, and as it were the form of some of them. The
sacraments are ordinarily administered with prayer; and

prayer always immediately follows the declaration of God's

will and intention to pardon penitent sinners in our public

Liturgy ; and prayer is the means commonly used to recon-

cile a scandalous offender, who for his crimes has been

judicially cast out of the Church, and is now to be received

again to peace and favour. So that as necessary as any of

those absolutions are, so necessary is the absolution of

prayer, that always so necessarily attends them. If it be

* See the practice of the primitive Church in relation to auricular con-

fession. Orig. Eccles. Book 18. Chap. 3. Sect. 1. &c.
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nccessnry at fust for n man to bo released of his sins by tlie

saeramont of ha[)tism; it must bo o(|uaIly necessary fur liim

to bo admitted a member of Clirist by tbe prayer, which tlio

.'Mhninishadoii of tliat sacrament either incluiles or supposes:
if lie uoukl liave absohition l)y the Eucharist, he must re-

ceive it with that usual form of prayer whieh the Church has
appointed to be used in the distril)ution of it. If he would
have the general or particular declaration of God's will to par-

don sinners, made effectual to his own absolution, he must join

with the minister interceding- with God for the pardon of his

offences. And if after any excommunication for any scan-
dalous offence, he would be admitted formally into the com-
munion of the Church again, he must implore God's mercy
by the public ministry and prayer of his priests, because that

is the rite and ceremony of such an admission. *

4. And hence it follows in the last place, that when men
are formally and judicially cast out of the Church, by the

power of the keys, for any scandalous offences, there is a

necessity they should have as formal and judicial an abso-

lution, by an authentic relaxation of their bonds and cen-
sures, to restore them again to the peace and privileges of
Churcb communion. For if the excommunication be just and
according to the rules of Christ's Gospel, they must either

sue for an absolution in the way that he has appointed, or

else tlic bonds tliat are laid upon them, will stand in full

force against them ; and their excommunication and expul-
sion from the Church on earth will exclude them from the

kingdom of Heaven. I say, if their excommunication be
just, and legally founded. For it is one thing, when men
are unjustly cast out of the Church, and excommunicated
without reason, by the rash exercise of a mere tyrannical

and arbitrary power; and quite another thing', when they ore

leg-ally censured for their impenitency, and obstinate per-

sisting in flagrant and notorious crimes, to the scandal of the

Church, and reproach of Christ's holy religion. In the for-

mer case there is no danger to be feared from excommuni-
cation, because it is unjust ; but in the latter case it is the

* Sep Oriff. Eccles. Book 19. Chap. 2, Sect. 4.

VOL vni. 2 F
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most dreadful sentence that can be passed upon earth

ag'ainst man ; because what is done upon earth, will be

ratified in Heaven, and pursue a man unto the day of judg-

ment, unless a timely and sincere repentance and reconci-

liation intervene to retract the sentence. Which abundantly

shews the necessity of this sort of absolution, and of all

such thino's as are previous and necessary to obtain it.

Men must truly repent of the crimes which have given the

scandal 5 make humble and public confession of their sins

before the Church ; modestly submit to her discipline, and

give evident tokens of their hearty sorrow for having

offended God and man : and then after such satisfaction

made, to convince the Church of their true repentance by

bringing forth fruits meet for it, they must sue to the same

hands to admit them to communion, which were the instru-

ments under Christ of taking it from them : and they by the

same authority, wherewith they cast them out of the Church,

will receive them again ; making prayer and intercession to

God for them ; and declaring them absolved from the bonds

they were under, and now fully restored to all the privileges

of Christian communion. But without such a proper satis-

faction as this, if men continue obstinate in their sins, in a

careless impenitency, or contumacious neglect or contempt

of the Church's censures, they may be assured, that an ac-

count of these misdemeanors, added to all their other sins,

will be required of them another day ; when Christ will vin-

dicate the authority of his ministers in all their just pro-

ceedings, and confirm their sentence by his unalterable

approbation.

What allowances God will make for some men's weak-

ness or ignorance in this affair, belongs not to us to deter-

mine. Neither would it be charitable in us^ positively to

condemn every man that dies excommunicate mforo externa,

without an actual relaxation of his bonds, when he was truly

penitent, and desirous to be reconciled to the Church ;
but

only some unforeseen accident and unavoidable exigency

prevented the execution of his good intention. In this case

the Church has generally accepted the will for the deed, and
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doc'lared such to bo virtually iu her communion after dof>lli,*

in lilio manner as they, who die without l)a[)tism or the eu-

charist, not hy any contempt, but by some [)ressin<^ necessity,

are charitably .supposed to die in God's lavor by virtue of

tlieir faith and repentance, because they do not despise

God's ordinances, but heartily desire them : but the case is

otherwise with men that live and die in contempt of tho

Churcirs discipline and censures ; if such men perish, they

may thank themselves for it : the Church has no power to

absolve those who will not be absolved : if they sulier their

sins to be retained on earth, they will bo retained in heaven,

and follow them to the day of judgment.

And so I have done with the third enquiry, how far all

men are bound to submit to the lawful exercise of the minis-

terial power of retaining- and remitting* sin ? or what ne-

cessity there is of absolution in the several cases now before

us?
" It now only remains, that we reduce this whole consi-

" deration to practice, and shew what are the proper uses of

" this doctrine, both as it relates to the ministers of Christ,

" and his people.

" As to the ministers of Christ, there is no doctrine in

the whole body of Christianity more forcible than this, to

engage them either, first, to purity and holiness of life;

or secondly, to diligence in their studies and labours ; or

thirdly, to fidelity in dispensing the mysteries of Christ,

" and care in their proceeding's with penitent and impeni-
" tent sinners.

" 1. In the first place, the commission of power to minis-

" ters to retain and remit other men's sins, in whatever
" sense we take it, is a great engagement on them to lead

" holy and pure lives themselves. For it looks like an
absurdity in practice, and is too often really thought so,

that men should be qualified to forgive other men's sins,

" who are loaded with guilt and impurity themselves.

There is nothing- so natural and obvious as, ' Physician,

heal thyself :' and therefore if it be not a real objection

Sec Orig. Eccles. Book 19. Chap. 2. Sect. 11.
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" against their office, yet it is an unanswerable one against

" their persons. If it do not destroy the tenour of their eom-
" mission in the nature of the thing, yet it certainly diminishes

" their authority and reputation in the opinion of men ; when
" every profligate sinner can retort upon them, and say,

" 'Thou that teachest another, teachest thou not thyself?

" Thou that preachest, a man should not steal, dost thou
" steal? Thouthat sayest,a man should not commit adultery,

" dost thou commit adultery? Thou that makest thy boast

" of the law, througrh breaking the law dishonourest thou

" God ?' It must needs take off very much from the vene-
" ration of the sacrament of baptism, to have a man pretend

" to wash away the sins of others, who is himself polluted

" and profane ; and equally diminish the reverence which
" is due to the tremendous mystery of the Eucharist, to have
" it ministered with unholy hands. It cannot relish well

" with men, to hear an unsanctified mouth give blessing to

" others, who in effect is cursing himself; praying, that

" the blood of Christ may preserve others to eternal life,

" whilst he himself is eating- and drinking: his own damna-
'•' tion, not discerning the Lord's body. But above all,

*' such a man cannot with any tolerable decency or free-

" dom discharge the office of punishing- and correcting
'•' others, who is himself more justly liable to rebuke and
" censure. With what face can he debar others from bap-
" tism or the Eucharist, who is himself unqualified to receive

" either? Or exclude others from the church, who is him-
" self unworthy to enter into it ? Nothing therefore can be a

" greater engagement upon ministers to lead holy and pure
" lives, than the consideration of the commission which
" Christ has given them to retain or remit other men's sins,

whether in a sacramental way, or a declaratory way, or a

precatory way, or a judicial way: because without purity

they can by no means answer the end of this office, and

the nature of their trust, but their raal-administration will

rise up in judgment against them and condemn them.
" 2. A second thing, which this office of retaining and

remitting sins requires of ministers, is great diligence in

their studies and labours, without which they can never

(C
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*' l)o al)le siidiciontly to discluirgc it. Tlie Clmrcli iiidcecl

" Jiiis tiiade some part ol" this work toIt'raMy easy, l>y h

" prudent provision of many proper general forms of aijso-

" lution ; such as the forms of administering- the absolution

" of the two sacraments, and many general forms of decla-

" ratory and precatory absolution; to which in her wisdom
" she may add proper forms of excommunication and Judi-

" cial absolution. But when this is done, there still re-

" mains a g-reat deal more belonging to the full discharge

" of this oiKce, for which the Church can make no particu-

" lar provision: and therefore that must be left to the indns-

" try and diligence of ministers in their particular studies

" and labours. And this requires both a dilfused know-
" ledge, and great application ; to be able to understand

" the nature of all God's laws, and the bounds and distinc-

" tions betwixt every virtue and vice; to be able to resolve

" all ordinary cases of conscience, and answer such doubts

" and scruples as are apt to arise in men's minds ; to know
" the (|ua!i(ications of particular men, and the nature and
" degrees and sincerity of their repentance, in order to

" give them a satisfactory answer to their demands, and
" grant .or refuse them the several sorts of absolution,

" as they shall think proper upon an impartial view of their

" state and condition. He that thinks all this may be done
" without any great labour and study, and a diligent search

'• of the holy Scriptures, the rule and record of God's will,

" seems neither to understand the nature of his otKce, nor
" the needs of men ; nor what it is to stand in the place of

" Christ, and judge for him between God and man. The
" priest's lips should preserve knowledge: and a man that

' considers the large extent of that knowledge, together
" with the great variety of cases and persons, to which he
" may have occasion to apply it, would rather be tempted
" to cry out with the Apostle, ' Who is sutiicient for these

" things?' and if this be not an argument to engage a man
" to industry in the office of a spiritual physician, it is hard
'• to say what is so.

" 3. But as this consideration is an argiiment for purity

" and industry, so it is no less an engagement to fidelity
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" also. It is required in stewards, the Apostle tells us, that
" a man be found faithful ; and more especially in those who
" are stewards of the mysteries of God, because that is the
" g-reatest concern of any other. It was Moses's argu-
*' ment to temporal judges, Deut. i. 17, " Ye shall not
'' respect persons in judg-ment, for the judgment is God's:''
" and the argument will hold much stronger in spiritual
'* judgment, because the consequence of the decision is of
" greater importance. Here then a just medium is always
'' to be observed between flattery and an imperious stiffness

" and moroseness ; between too great indulgence on the
" one hand, and too great severity on the other. The
" judgment is God's; and therefore men are neither to be
" absolved nor condemned at the mere arbitrary will of the
" minister, but by the rules prescribed by the Sovereign
*' Lord. If men are either to be received into the Churehj
" or to be cast out of it, the only thing here to be regarded,
" is their performance or non-performance of the conditions
" which the Gospel requires. No true penitent is to be de-
*' nied absolution in any kind : no impenitent person for any

favour or respect to have the benefit of it. If men are qua-
" lifted for baptism or the Eucharist, it is not in theminis-
" ter's power, properly speaking, to deny them the privilege

" of either: if they are utterly unqualified, it is not in his

*' power to admit them to either, if he will be just to his

" commission and faithful to his trust. So neither can he,
'• with an equitable judgment, declare the impenitent to be
'' absolved, nor retain the sins of the penitent : for this is

" slaying the souls that should not die ; and saving the

" souls alive, that should not live: it is making the heart of

*' the righteous sad, whom God has not made sad; and
" strengthening the hands of the wicked, that he should not

" return from his wicked way, by promising him life ; as

" God complains of the false prophets by the prophet
" Kzekiel, Chap. xiii. 19. 22- All this is a manifest abuse of

thbJmeistjMfal power, tending directly to discourage vir-

tue and encourage vice: and all such judgments God
Himself will reverse, and punish the mal-administration of

his unfaithful stewards. For as in all cases, so especially

(C
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" in this, lie that justifieth the wicked, and he that con-

" demneth the just, even they hotli are abomination to the

" Lord. Notliino- tlierefore is more necessary in tlie

" stewards of the mysteries of God, than that they be found

" faithful; giving- to every man his proper portion, peace to

" the rigliteous, and terror to the wicked 5
otherwise they

" are threatened to have their portion with the hypocrites,

" where shall be weeping- and wailing- and gnashing- of

" teeth. It is a Pharisaical arrogance, St. Jerom says,* for

" a bishop or a priest, under pretence of having- the keys of

" the kingdom of heaven, to assume to himself the power
" of condemning- the innocent, or of absolving the guilty.

•' He that does so, abuses his commission, and must expect

" to give account to God of his illegal administration.

" Thus we see, what ties and obligations this doctrine

" lays upon the stewards of God, to be first holy, secondly

" diligent, thirdly faithful in their service. Let us now see

" what influence the same doctrine ought to have upon all

*' God's people.
" And here I shall not insist upon any personal respect

" that is due from them to ministers, as the messengers of

" God and embassadors of Christ, but only as a religious

" regard is to be had to the several parts of the office with

" v\hich they are intrusted. If God has made them the in-

" struments of remission of sins by those four several ways of

" absolution; then at least it becomes every one to be care-

" ful, that he do not by any wilful neglect or contempt de-

" privo himself of any one of those methods of expiation.

" li baptism be an ordinary means of remission of sins,

" and so necessary by divine command, that unless a man,
" who has opportunity, be born again of water and of the

" spirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of God ; it high-

" ly concerns all men, who are unbaptized, to present them-

" selves and their children to Christ's holy ordinance, that

" they may receive the promised remission of sins, and
" spiritual regeneration. For though zealous martyrs and

* Ilieroii. Com. in Mat. xvi. torn. 9. p. 19. See the place al length, Orij.

Eccles. Book 10. Chap. '2. Sect. 6.
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" pious catechumens may be saved in an extraordinary way,
" yet that is not the condition of despisers.

" Again, if the Eucharist be another means of absolution,

" then it equally concerns men not to live in the manifest

" neg-lect or contempt of that holy ordinance, but to be as

" frequent as they can in the reception of it, lest they de-

" prive themselves of the grace and pardon exhibited and
" sealed in that sacred institution.

" If the prayers of the Church be likew^ise a further

" means of deriving God's blessing upon his people, that

" must be allowed to be an argument to eng-age men con-

" stantly to attend them; and every man should be glad to

" say, we wait for thy loving kindness, O Lord, in the

" midst of thy temple.
" If the declaratory absolution be of any use and comfort

" to true penitents, that should make men strive to be among
" the first and foremost in God's service, and rather wait at

" the posts of his doors before the service begins, than come
" dropping in afterwards, as if they were haled into God's
'• presence, when they have lost both the benefit of their

" own confession and his absolution.
" If a particular declaratory absolution be of any use and

" service to an afflicted conscience and a uoubtful mind,

" that should engage those, who cannot quiet their own
" conscience, but require further comfort or counsel, to have
" recourse to some discreet and learned minister of God's
'• vv^ord, and open their grief; that by the ministry of God's

" holy word they may receive the benefit of absolution,

*' together with ghostly counsel and advice, to the quieting

" of their conscience, and avoiding all scruple and doubt-
" fulness.

" Lastly, if it be necessary, that when men are excom-
" municated and cast out of the Church for any scandalous

" crimes, they should endeavour to reconcile themselves
" again to God and his Church, by obtaining a judicial ab-

" solution ; that shews what reverence is due to Church dis-

" cipline and censures, that are justly past upon them ;
and

*' that a wilful neoflect and contempt of reconciliation in

" such a case may prove more fatal to them than they
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" are apt to ima^nne; and in the just jiKl<^ment of Christ,

" conlirrniiig- the sentence of his ministers, finally exclude

" them from (he kin<>-dom of heaven.

" But wluMi they have paid the greatest outwarti rever-

" ence imaginable to these ordinances, there is one thing-

" still behind to make them elfectual ; which if it be
" wanlinc", tdl (he absolutions in the world will avail them
" nothing-: and that is the internal rjualifications of their

" own hearts and souls by an unfeigned repentance and

" sincere obedience ; without which all the rest are but

" mere forms that cannot completely operate, whilst men
" put in bars and impediments against them. For all ab-

" solutions are conditional, and suppose repentance and
" obedience, before they confer any real benefit on the

" sinner. The minister can only lend his mouth or his hand
" toward the external act of an absolution : but he cannot

" absolve internally, much less the unqualified sinner.

" Christ himself has assured us, that unless men repent they

*' must inevitably perish ; and that unless they forgive men
" their trespasses, their heavenly Father will not forgive

" them their trespasses. Now it would be absurd to think,

" after this, that a sinner who performs neither of these

" conditions, should notwithstanding be pardoned by God,
" continuing impenitent still ; and only because he chances

" surreptitiously to be loosed on earth by some error or

" fraud, that therefore he should be also most certainly

" loosed in heaven. This were to imagine one of the

" vainest thinjrs in the world, that Christ to make his

" priest's words true, would make his own words false : as

" they must needs be, if any outward absolution, given by a

'' fallible and mistaken man, could translate an impenitent
** sinner into the kinji-dom of heaven.

" I say not this to lessen the reverence that is due to any

" of the forementioned sorts of absolution, but that the

" ordinances of God may have their proper efiect upon us,

" whilst the outward and inward acts go together, to make
" up the perfect work of an absolution ; and that Christ

" may not say to us at the last day, 'these things ought ye
" to have done, and not to have left the other undone.' He
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*' that despises an absolution of any kind, which God has

'* appointed, despises indeed the ordinance of God : but he,

" that receives it without repentance and obedience, despises

*' the weightier things of the law, and only strains at a gnat

" to swallow a camel. Let not such a man think he shall

" receive any absolution from the Lord, who thus mangles

" his institution ; who puts asunder what God has joined

" together, and dares to promise himself security, where

" God threatens only ruin and destruction. If we would be

" secure, we must use God's ordinances as He has ap-

" pointed them
;
join the outward and inward act together;

" let the repentance and obedience of our souls prepare the

" way for the ministry of his priests: and then what sins

" they remit upon earth, shall be remitted in heaven; when
" Christ shall confirm the word of his servants, by his irre-

" versible sentence of absolution, saying, ' come ye blessed

"^ of my Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you from

" the foundation of the world.' Which God grant unto us

" all, through the merits of the same Jesus Christ our Lord:

" to whom with the Father and the Holy Ghost be ascribed

" all honour and glory world without end. Amen."



LETTER
TO THK KIOIIT nEVEREND TflU

LORD BISHOP OF WIJVCHESTER,
CONCERNING THE

NECESSITY OF ABSOLUTION;

SHEWING HOW FAR THAT NECESSITY EXTENDS AND

WHERE IT CEASES.

My Lord,

Having read your question about the indispensable ne-

cessity of absolution in all cases whatsoever, I could not
but return this speedy answer to it, so far as the time

would permit, from what occurred to my thoughts without

any tedious enquiry 5 reserving- the further improvement and
confirmation of the things here suggested to a little more
diligent search and consideration.

The question about absolution may respect either, 1. that

absolution which is given upon private or auricular con-

fession : or, 2. the general absolution, which is given upon a

general confession, as it is in our daily service: or, 3. that

absolution, which is dispensed in the administration of the

sacraments, which are indulgences in the true sense, * and
God's ordinances for obtainin"- absolution and remission of

sins : or, 4. the absolution, that is given by the relaxation of

See the sacraments proved to be true indulgence^ and absolutions, Orig.

Eccles. Book 19, Chap, 1. Seel. 2. and 3.
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Church censures. Now the absolute and indispensable ne-

cessity of these several sorts of absolution in all cases what-

soever, is what, I conceive, neither our Church, nor the pri-

mitive Church ever asserted, though some of them are of

much greater necessity than others.

For, 1. as to the absolution that is given upon private or

auricular confession ; that cannot be more necessary than

the confession itself, which except in some particular cases,

is only matter of advice, rather than strict duty imposed

upon all men under pain of damnation ; as our Church with

the primitive Church defends, against the Roman imposition

and yoke laid upon men's consciences in this particular. I

shall not trouble your lordship with any ancient testimo-

nies upon this point, unless you please to require me to

transcribe some, which may easily be done out of Chry-

sostom and many others. *

2. As to a general absolution upon a general confession,

which is retained in our Liturgy, and is a defect in Cal-

vin's : though it must be owned to be a very useful and

edifying part and form of Divine service, which Calvin

wished to have inserted into his Liturgy, t but could not

obtain it, yet we cannot say, it is so necessary a part of Di-

vine service, as that no Church can have absolution or re-

mission of sins, without such a form of absolution in her

Liturgy. For this would be an unwarrantable condem-

nation of all Churches that want that particular form, though

they otherwise supply it by preaching, which is the decla-

ratory application of God's promises of pardon to his

Church.

3. The necessity of the absolution, which is dispensed in

the administration of the sacraments, is indeed the same

as the necessity of the sacraments themselves. So far

therefore as the one is necessary, so far the other is neces-

sary, likewise. But the necessity of the sacraments is not

so absolute and indispensable, as that God cannot in many

* See the testimonies against tlie necessity of auricular confession, col-

It cted Ov'ig. Eccles. Book 18. Chap. 3. Sect. 1. and 2. &c.

t Calvin. Ej)lst. dc Quibusdain Eccles. Ritibus, j>. 200.
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cases, vvluTc thero is no contempt of Iiis ordinances, save

moil witliont tlic exteriinl applii atioii of tliom l»v the hand of

his niinisteis. I'^or in the ease of extreme necessity, wliero

men desire baptism, but cannot possibly have it, God sup-

phes invisibly Ity his holy Spirit what is wanting- in the out-

ward administration. I believe there is not one ancient

writer, who has spoken n|)on this head, but has allovved of

some exceptions in reference to the absolute necessity of

baptism: particularly in two cases: 1. In the case of mar-

tyrdom, which they call second baptism, and baptism in

men's own blood. 2. In case of a true faith and conversion

without martyrdom, when a catechumen was preparing- for

baptism, and desirous of it, but by some sudden accident

was taken away before he had any opportunity to receive it.

In these two cases thev always maintained, that the baptism

of the Spirit might be had without the external washing- of

water. Tertullian, speaking- of martyrdom, * calls it the

Christian's second baptism, and the baptism of blood, of

which our Lord spake, when he said, 1 have a baptism to be

baptised with, when he had been baptised before in water.

And He adds, this is that baptism, which both compensates

for the want of baptism, and restores it, when men have lost

the former benefit of it. Cyprian has the like observation

upon the catechumens, who were called to shed their

blood for Christ before they could be baptised in water :t

" We are not to imagine," says he, " that these men were de-

prived of the sacrament of baptism : for they were baptised

with the most glorious and honourable baptism of their own
blood, of whieh our Lord himself said, ' I have another bap-

tism to be baptised with.'" And he proves, that they, who
were thus baptised in blood, are also sanctified and per-

* Tertiil. (Ic Baptismo, cap. 16. p. 263. Edit. Rigalt. Par. 1641. Estqui-
dem nobis etiiim st'cunduni lavacruiii, iinum et ipsuiti, sanguinis scilicet : de

quo Doininus, liabeo, inquit, baptismo tingi, quumjam tinctus fuisset.

Hie pst baptismus, qui lavacrum et non acceptum repraesentat, et perditum

reddit.

+ Cypr. Ep. 73. ad Jubaianum, p. 20S. Edit. Oxon. Delude nee privari

baptismi sacraniento, utpote qui baptlzcntur gloriosissimo et maximo san-

guinis baptismo, de quo el Dominus dicebat, habere se alio baptismo bap-

tizari.
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fected by their suffering's, and made partakers of the pro-

mises of God, from the declaration made by our Saviour in

his Gospel, when he said to the thief upon the cross, who
beheved in him and confessed him, " To-day thou shalt be
with me in Paradise."

St. Austin often mentions this argument of Cyprian, and
improves it, to shew that not only martyrdom may sometimes

supply the room of baptism, but also a true faith and con-

version in case of absolute necessity, * when a man has no
opportunity to receive baptism. That martyrdom, says he,

may sometimes supply the place of baptism, is well argued
by Cyprian from the example of the^ thief, to whom, though
he was not baptized, it was said, " To-day thou shalt be

with me in Paradise."' Which argument I, considering over

and over again, do find, that not only martyrdom for the

name of Christ may supply what is wanting in baptism, but

also faith and a true conversion of heart, if through straight-

ness of time there be no opportunity to celebrate the mystery

of baptism. For neither was that thief crucified for the

name of Christ, but for the deserts of his own crimes

;

neither did he suffer because he believed, but only believed

whilst he was suffering. Therefore his case declares how
far that saying of the Apostle avails without the visible sa-

crament of baptism, " With the heart man believeth unto
righteousness, and with the mouth confession is made unto
salvation." But then only this invisible operation, is per-

formed, when baptism is excluded purely by the article of

necessity, and not by any contempt of religion. He argues

* Aug. de Bapt. Lib. 4. cap. 22. To>n. 7. p. 56. Edit. Paris. 1G35. Baptismi
sane vicem aliquando impleie passionem, de latrcne illo, cui non baptizato

dictum est, hodie raecum eris in paradise, rton leve documentum B. Cypria-
nus assumit: quod etiam atque etiam considerans, invenio non tantiim pas-

sionem pro nomine Christi id quod ex baptismo deerat posse supplerc, sed

etiam fidem conversioneraque cordis, si forte ad celebrandum myste-
rium baptismi in angustiis temporura succurrl non potest. Neque enini

latro ille pro nomine Cliristi crucifixus est, sed pro meritis facinorum suorura

;

nee quia credidit, passus est, sed dum patitur credidit. Quantum igitur valeat

fine visibili Sacramento baptismi quod ait Apostolus, " Corde creditur ad
justitiam, ore autem confessio flt ad salutem," in illo latrone declaratum est:

sed tunc impletur invisibiliter, cum ministerium baptismi non contemptus re-

ligionis, sed articulus necessitatis excludit.
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in another place from tlw? same example of the thief, * that

many arc sanctilied hy tlie invisihle j»iace uitliout tlie visible

sac'iatnents: hut yet the visible sacrament i^: not therefore to

bo contemned ; because the contemner of it cannot by any
means be sanctified by the invisible grace tliereof.

Hence it is evident, that according" to St. Austin's doc-

trine, it is not the bare want of an external ordinance, whe-
ther sacramental absolution, in the article of necessity, when
it cannot be had, but the contempt of it when it may be had,

that is pernicious and destructive of salvation. For God is

able to supply the invisible g-race without the visible means
in such cases to true believers.

And upon this ground St. Ambrose comforts the surviving-

friends of the younger Valentinian, who was only a catechu-

men, preparing- for baptism, but suddenly slain by the

treachery ofArbogastes before he could come to St. Am-
brose to receive it. If any one, says he, t be troubled, that

the mysteries of baptism were not solemnized upon him, he
may as well conclude, that the martyrs are not crowned, if

they die whilst they are only catechumens. But if they be
washed in their own blood, then this man also was washed
by his piety and desire of baptism.

So that in such cases of necessity, baptism in voto is

equivalent to actual baptism. God accepts the will for the

deed, when men do what they can do, and where it is not

contempt of the sacrament, but some unavoidable exig-ency,

that hinders their reception of it. Now then, if in such

cases the external ministry of baptism be not absolutely ne-

cessary, the external ministry of absolution cannot be neces-

sary either: for they are the very same act in this particular:

and if God can save martyrs and believers without visible

and external baptism, he can absolve them without visible

and external absolution.

* Aug. Quffist. S4-. in Levit. torn. 4. Proiiule colligitur, iiivisibilem sancti-

ficationein cjuibusdam affuissp atqne profuisse sine visibilibus sacramentis.

Nee tanien ideo sacramentum visibile contemnendum ; nam contomptor
ejus sanctifiraii uullo modo potest.

f Ambros. Oral, de Obitu Valentin, torn. 3. p. 10. Edit. Basil. 1567. Si

quia solenniter non sunt celebrata inysteria, hoc movet : ergo nee martyres,

si catechumeni fuerint, coronantur. Quod si sue abluuntur sanguine, et

hunc sua pietas abluit et voluntas.
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Abundance of authorities mig-ht be added more, * if there

were occasion, in favour of this assertion.

4. For the absolution which is dispensed by the rehixation

of the Church censures, thoug-h it be necessary to be

sought after by true penitents in all ordinary cases, yet

there are several exceptions in cases extraordinary, in which

pardon may be had without a formal absolution. For what

if a bishop for unjust ends, or unworthy designs, refuse to

absolve a true penitent, when he both gives true sig-ns of re-

pentance, and humbly desires absolution ? Will there be no

pardon in heaven for him, who is so unjustly and imperiously

denied it on earth by men, who exceed their power, which is

only given to edification, and not to destruction? Bellar-

mine indeed says so, " negatur remissio illis, quibus 7io-

luerint sacerdotes remittere.''' Ballarm. de Poonit. lib. 3. cap.

2. torn. 2. p. 1287. Ed. Lugd. 1587. " Forgiveness is denied

to them whom the priests will not forgive.'''' But this is

carrying- the priest's authority to an absolute sovereignty and

arbitrary power, which has no foundalion in scripture or the

ancient Canons of the Church. For even Pope Greg-ory the

Great could tell these men, that the bishop in binding- and

loosing- those under his charge, doth often follow the mo-

tions of his own will, and not the merits of the cause: t in

which case he deprives himself of this power of binding- and

loosing, who exercises the same according to his own will,

and not according to the deserts of those who are subject to

him ; that is, his unrighteous judgment is of no value; it is

reversed and cancelled in the court of Heaven.

The case here is the same as refusing baptism to those

who are qualified for it, and very desirous to receive it: the

minister's unjust refusal in that case is a very great crime;

but it will not prejudice the person, who by such default is

forced against his will, or the will of his parents to die

» See more authorities of this kind. Orig. Eccles. Book 10. Chap. 2.

Sect. 20. and 21.

f Gres;. Horn. 26. in Evangel, torn* 3. p. 83. Edit. Antw. 1615, Saepe in

ligandiset solvendis subditis, suse voluntatis niotus, non autem causarum me-

rita sequitur. Unde fit, ut hfic ipsa ligandi et solvendi potestate se privet,

qui hanc pro suis voluntalibus et non pro subiectorum moribus exercet.
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xvithont it. .\.s Hincinar, * arclil)isli«»[) of Ulicims, long- ajro

observed for tlic consolation of those; in Franco, whuso

chilciren died uitliont baptism, thron«:li the perverse obsti-

nacy of llincmar, bishop of Laon, who refused them baptism,

when their parents and j:;odfatliers earnestly desired it. " As

the beni<;nity of the Almighty," says lie, " perfected in the

thief upon the cross, what was wanting- in the sacrament of

baptism, and the commnnion of the body and blood of

Christ, because it was wanting- not through pride or con

tempt, but by necessity ; and as the faith of others, that is,

of g-odfathers or sureties, answering- for little children in

baptism, is suflicient for the salvation of those, who are

born obnoxious to original, that is, other men's sin ;
so the

faith and earnest desire of parents or godfathers, who be-

lieve with the heart, and with' the mouth desire baptism for

their infants, who could not obtain it, because you ordered it

to be denied them, shall be of advantage to those infants,

by the g-ift of Him, whoso spirit is the author of reg-e-

neration ; and who blows where He listeth." Whence ho

concludes in the case of Church censures, that if a penitent

dies without absolution, only because the bishop for his own
will, or any unjust cause refuses to absolve him.; the

bishop's unjust judgment and obstinate refusal, cannot pre-

judice the true penitent, as to what concerns his salvation

and absolution in the kinodom of heaven.

2. But it may happen, that a man may not only desire ab-

solution, but the minister also may be disposed and ready to

grant it him ; and yet by some unavoidable accident the

man may die without it: in this case the canons have deter-

mined, that the want of absolution is no prejudice to his sal-

* llincmar. Opusc. 50. Capitulor. cap. 48. torn. 2. p..'J72. Edit. Paris. 1045,

Sicut inillolatrone, quod ex baptisnii sacramento et communicatione corporis

et sanguinis Christidefuerat, complevit omnipotentis bcnignitas, qui non su-

perbifi, vel contemptu, sed necessitate defuerat ; et sicut parvulis naturali, id

est, alieno peccato, obnoxiis, alioruui, id est, patronoruni fides ]>ro eis res-

pondentium in baptismate fit ad salutein; ita parvulis, quibus baptismum de-

negari jussisti, parentum vel patronoruin corde credentium, ct pro parvulis

suis fideli verbo baptisma expetentium, sed non impetrantiuni, fides et fidelis

postulatio prodesse potuerit, dono ejus, cujus Spiritus, quo regeneratio fit,

ubi vuU, spiral.

VOL. VIII. 2 G
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vation ; nor was he to be treated as an excommunicate per-

son, but to be received into the communion of the Church,

and to be commemorated among- the faithful in the service

of the Church, though he died without absolution. The

fourth council of Carthage and the second of Vaison are

plain to this purpose. *

These allegations plainly shew, what sort of necessity

there is of absolution: that it is not the bare want of it, but

the proud neglect or contempt of it, when men are under

Church censures, that makes it hurtful. But where there is

no contempt or neglect, salvation may be had without it.

And therefore a true penitent, who submits to the Church's

discipline, can be in no danger; because, though he may
chance to die without absolution, either through necessity

or the obstinate will of his superiors, yet he dies in no neg-

lect or contempt of the Church; and consequently has no

reason to doubt of God's absolution in heaven.

Your lordship's observation concerning the form, Absolvo

te, is very just: it is but of a late date, a little before the

time of Thomas Aquinas. The ancient forms were all

either deprecatory, or declaratory, or else consisted in the ap-

plication of the sacraments of the Church. And the Absolvo

te is to be reduced to some of the other forms, as the elder

schoolmen commonly reduce it : of all which I will endeavour

to give your lordship a more full account in my next, taking it

for an honour, that you are pleased to command any service

of this kind from,

My Lord,

your most dutiful and

obedient servant,

JOSEPH BINGHAM.
Winton,Feb. 17, 1712-13.

* Con. Carth. 4. can. 79. Con. Vaison. can. 2. See more of this Orig. Ec-

cles. Boole 19. Chap. 2. Sect. 2.



A SECOND

LETTER
TO THE niGIIT REVEREND THE

LORD BISHOP OF WINCHESTER,

CONCERNING THE

NECESSITY OF ABSOLUTION, &c.

My Lord,

In addition to my last upon the fourth sort of absolution,

which is the relaxation of Church censures, I have observed
the opinion of Cyprian to be conformable to what I wrote
before, that if penitents died in the time of their penance, be-
fore they could have the bishop's absolution, their salvation

was not to be despaired of. " For the divine mercy,"
says he, * " is able to heal them : yet we ought not to be too
hasty, nor do any thing inconsiderately or rashly ; lest if we
over hastily give them the peace of the Church, that is,

restore them to communion before their penance was com-
pleted, we thereby more grievously offend and provoke

Cypr. Ep. 12. al. 17. Edit. Oxon. p. 39. Potens est divina misericordia

medelara dare : properandura tamcn iion puto, nee incaute aliquid ct festi-

nanter gerendum, ne, dumtemere pax usurpatur, divinai iiidignationis offensa

gravius provocetur.

2 G 2
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the divine indig-nation.'' The ease was this : Cyprian was
now in exile, and some that had lapsed were very impatient

to be restored to communion before his return ; which he
would not consent to, but ordered them to stay till he
should return in peace, and then their cause should be

examined before all the Church. If in the mean time they

died, whilst they were doing their penance, God's mercy
was able to save them without a formal absolution, or re-

ception into the external communion of the Church, The
learned bishop Fell gives the same exposition upon the

place: " Rede auctor nosier hoc sufflamen opponit lapsis,

qui ad pacem festinarent, quod 7ion de eor'um salute con-

clamatum sit, quibus ante poenitenticB decursum mori con-

tingeret.''''—" Our author," says he, " rightly opposes the

lapsers, who were so hasty to be restored, and stops their

mouths with this consideration : that their salvation was not

to be despaired of, though they chanced to die before their

course of penance was ended."

2. It may be observed further, that according to the dis-

cipline sometimes used in the ancient Church, some very

gross and scandalous criminals were denied the communion
and peace of the Church, even at the point of death. The
design of which was not absolutely to exclude them from

heaven: for they still exhorted such to repent and cast

themselves on God's mercy, though they thought fit to exer-

cise such severity and rigour toward them in debarring them
wholly from the communion of the Church, to be an ex-

ample and terror to others. There are no less than twenty

canons in the council of Eliberis to this purpose, * that if

men were guilty of such or such crimes there specified, they

should not be restored to communion, no not at their last

hour. The great council of Sardica has a canon of the

like import, to repress some exorbitant usurpations of am-
bitious men: such an one, say they, t shall not be admitted

• Con. Eliber. can. 1. 2. 3. 6. 7. 8. 10. 12. 13. 17. 18. 63. 64. 65. 66. 70.

71. 72. 73. 75. See these canons produced at large, Orig. Eccles. Book 18.

Chap. 4. Sect. 4.

f Con. Sardic. can. 2. Con. torn. 2. p. 628. ToiStov /k»j5£ iv tCj tiXu

XatVijf ySv aZ,iov<j9ai Koiviaviaq.



SEVERAL SORTS OF ABSOLUTION. 4n3

(<» liiy commiiition even nt his last hour. Yet (hey exhorted

all such (o repent, aiui accordinLjIy admitted tliem to a state

of puhlic and perpetual penance in the Church, at the same

time that they denied them communion to the last: as we
find in the letters of Pope Innocent the first, who says, * the

ancient custom was to admit such to penance, but to refuse

them communion. And so St. Ambrose, t writinf^ to a con-

secrated virj^in, wlio liad sinned, bids lier to continue in

doin^- penance all lier life, and not expect to be pardoned

by human judgment. For she, that had siimed immediately

against the Lord, was to expect absolution from Hitn alone in

the day of judgment.

St. Austin J makes the same observation upon such as

relapsed into great crimes, after they had once done public

penance in the Church, that a second penance was not al-

lowed them in the Church : yetif they turned to God, He would

not forg-et his mercy and patience toward them. In all

these cases therefore, they thouglit pardon might be had
from God, tliough no absolution was granted them in the

Church.

Nor were even the Novatians so rigorous in this matter,

as to assert, that God could not pardon those sinners, whom
they refused to receive into communion, when they had once

lapsed after baptism : for they encouraged them to repent,

and ho[)e for mercy from God, though they denied, that the

Church had any power to receive them. This appears from
what Asclepiades, the Novatian bishop, said in his discourse

will Atticus, bishop of Constantinople, as Socrates § relates

* Innoc. Epist. 3. ad Exupcriuin, cap. 2. coiic. toni. 2. p. l"2o5. Consue-
liiilo prior lenuit, lit concederetur pa'nituiitia, sed comiiiuiiio lu-garetui-.

t Ambros. ad Virg. Lapsam, cap. 8. toin, 1. p. 137. Edit. AntwL'ip. 1567.

Inlircie pocniteiitiie usque ad extrcniuui vilae, nee tihi pra^sunuis ab huniano

die posse veiiiain dari : quia diiipit te, qui hoc tibi polliceri volucrit. Qua;

eiiini proprie in dominuni peccSsti, ab illo solo te couvenit in die judicii

expectare reniediuin.

* Aug, Ep. 44. ad Macedon. torn. 2. p. 92. Quamvis eis in ecclesia loeuui

huniilliiuic jjO-nitcntiiB non concedatur; Deus taiiien super eossuffi patientiae

noil obliviscitur. See more of this, Orig. Eccles. Book 18. Cliaj). 1. Sect. 1.

§ Socrat. lib. 7. cap. 2o. p. 307. Edit. Paris. 101>S. Otfp yio»'</> tijv

fffyxvpjjcrij' avTiov iTTiTpkirovrti;.
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it, that they dealt with their laity only as the catholics

sometimes did with their clergy, excluding- them from com-
munion unto death, and leaving- their pardon only to God.
This account is given of the Novatians by bishop Fell, *

bishop Beveridge, t cardinal Bona, J Albaspinoeus, § and
others.

Whence it is evident, that thoug-h men might be denied

absolution on earth, either for discipline's sake, as it was
sometimes in the Church ; or out of an erroneous opinion,

that the Church had no power to receive sinners lapsing

after baptism, as it was among the Novatians
;

yet if they

truly repented, they might notwithstanding by God's mercy
be received to pardon and absolution in heaven. All these

cases do evidently shew it, according to the sense of the

ancient Church.

As to the form, Absolvo te, it is agreed by learned men,
that it was not known in the practice of the Church till a little

before the time of Thomas Aquinas, who was one of the first

that wrote in defence of it, about the year J 250, against

another doctor, who maintained, that the ancient form of ab-

solution in the Church was not this indicative form, but an

impetratory form, by way of prayer, deprecation or bene-

diction ; viz. " ahsolutio7iem et remissionem tribuat Uhi Om-
nipotens Deus, Almighty God grant thee absolution and
forgiveness.'" This doctor alledged the authority of Guliel-

mus Altissiodorensis, Gulielmus Parisiensis, and Hugo Car-

dinalis ; and said, it was not then above thirty years since

this new form beg-an to be used. Thus much is collected

out of Aquinas 22. Opusculum de Forma Absolutionis, cap.

5. But we have not that book of Thomas's in our library here,

and therefore I only send you what Morinus among the

papists, not to mention bishop Usher
1|
or any other protes-

tant writers, has observed out of him concerning the ori-

ginal of this form, ^^soZijo te. Morinus f proves at large, out

* Fell. Not. in Cypr. Ep. 17. p. 36.

f Bevereg. Not. in Can. 8. Con. Nic. torn. 2. p. 68.

+ Bona. Rcr. Liturgic. lib. I. cap, 17. Sect. 3.

§ Albaspin. ObsLMvat. lib. 2. cap, 21.

1)
Usher's Answ, to the Challenge, p. 89. Lond. 1686.

H Morin. de Poenitent. lib. 8, cap, 9, 10. &c.
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of nil tho nnciont rituals and F'athors, that tlio old forms of

al)S()lntion wore all 1)V way of prayer. And it is evident

from the ceremony of imposition of hands, w hich was always

accompanied with [)rayer.

But our quarrel is not with the newness of this form, but

with the abuses the Romish Church has affixed to it. For

otherwise it may be lawfully used, as our Church appoints

in the office of visitation of the sick. But then this power of

absolution is only ministerial, not authoritative properly, di-

rectly, and absolutely, as our writers commonly word it. It

does not empower a priest to open and shut heaven at his

pleasure ; to absolve without a true contrition, by a sacra-

mental act conferring" g-race ex opere operato, actively, im-

mediately, and instrumentally effecting" the grace of justi-

fication, as Bollarmin would have it; who makes it also so

necessary, that a man is denied forgiveness, if the priest will

not fui-ive him. It may be authoritative and judicial in a

ministerial way, as all acts of the ministry are under God.

A declarative absolution is so, and an impetratory absolution

is so, and an applicatory absolution by the sacraments is so,

and a relaxation of Church censures is the same likewise.

For all these are done by virtue of power and authority,

communicated by God to his ambassadors, as the ministers

of reconciliation under him. Only in all these absolutions

they must observe certain rules, which if they do not

observe, their absolution avails nothing" in the court of

Heaven.
Now this form, Absoho te, is understood to be no other

than the declaratory absolution upon a special and parti-

cular case ; when a man having' confessed his sins, and

given signs and indications of a true repentance, the

minister declares to him, that as far as he can judge by the

rule of God's word, his repentance is true ; and therefore by
virtue thereof he declares him absolved by God : but if there

be any illusion or deceit in the man's heart, which no mortal

can judge of, then notwithstanding this favourable sentence

and judgment of tho priest, God will judge him again-

and rectify the error of the keys by his unerring judg-

ment.
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Peter Lombard among- the Schoolmen, following" St. Jerom

among" the Ancients, gives this as the most probable sense

of that kind of absolution. " We can affirm with truth," says

he, * " and believe, that God alone remits and retains sins :

and yet He has g"iven the power of binding and loosmg to

the Church; but He binds and looses after one manner, and

the Church after another. For He remits sin by Himself

alone, who cleanses the soul from inward pollution, and

looses from the debt of eternal death. But He has not

given this power to the priests, to whom yet He has given

the power of biniiing- and loosing", that is, of shewing who
are bound or loosed. Upon which account the Lord,

having first cured the leper by Himself, afterwards sent hira

to the priests, by whose judgment he was to be declared

clean. And having first raised Lazarus to life, He then pre-

sented hmi to his disciples, that they should loose him.

For though a man be loosed before God, yet he is not ac-

counted loosed in the face of the Church, but by the judg-

* Lombard Sentent. lib 4. dist. 18. p. 331. Ludg. 1594. Hoc sane dicere

et sentire possumus, quod solus Deus dimittit peccata et retinet: ct tamen

ecclesiae contulit potestatem ligandi et solvendi ; sed alitor ipse solvit vel

^igat, aliter ecclesia. Ipse enim per se tantum dimittit peccatum, qui et ani-

mam mundat ab interiori maculS, et a debito ffiternse mortis solvit. Non
auterahoc sacerdotibus concessit, quibus tamen tribuit potestatem solvendi et

ligandi, id est, ostendendi homines ligatos vel solutes. Unde Dominus le-

prosum sanitati prius per se restituit, deinde ad sacerdotcs niisit, quorum
judicio ostenderelur muadatus. Ita etiam Lazarura jam vivificatuiu obtulit

discipulis solvendum. Quia etsi aliquis apud Deum sit solutus, non tamen in

facie ecclesiae solutus habetur nisi per judicium sacerdotis. Iii solvendis

ergo culpis vel retiueudis ita operatur sacerdos evangelicns et juJicat, sicut

dim le^alis in illis qui contaminati erant lepra, qufe peccatum signat. Unde
Hieronymus super Mat. xvi, ubi Dominus ait Petro, " Tibi dabo claves, &c."
hunc, inquit, locum quidara non intelligentes, aliquid sumunt de supercilio

Pliarisseoruni, ut damnare se innoxios, vel salvare se pntent noxios ; cum
apud Deum non sententia sucerdotum, sed reoruin vita quairatur. In levitico

se ostendere sacerdotibus jubentur leprosi, quos illi non faciunt leprosos vel

mundos, sed discernunt qui mundi vel iromundi sunt. Ita ethic aperte os-

teiiditur, quod non semper Deus sequitur ecclesiae judicium, quaj per surrep-

tionem et ignorantiam intordum judicat : D.uis auteia semper judicatsecundum
veritatem. Et in remitlendis vel retinendis culpis id juris et officii liabent

evangelici sacerdotes, quoil olim habebant legales s'ii'b lege in curaiidis le-

prosis. Hi ergo peccata dimittunt vel retinent, dum dimissa a Deo vel re-

tenta judicant et ostendunt. Ponunt enim sacerdotes nomcn Domini super

filios Israel, sed ipse beuedixit, ut legitur in Numeris.
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iiient of the priest. Tliorelorc the ovang-elioal priest, in

loosiiij;- and rotaiiiiii<i' sins, atts and jnd<;es alter the same

manner as the le«:al prii'st dul heretolore in the case of

Hiose wlio weredeliled with leprosy, which is the emblem of

sin. Whence St. Jeroni commenting- npon those words of

onr Lord to Peter, ' to thee will I g-ive the keys of the

kingdom of heaven ; and whatsoever thon shalt bind

on earth, shall be bound in heaven ; and whatsoever

thou shalt loose on earth, shall be loosed in heaven,'

says, " Somo not understanding" this place, assume to them-

selves something- of the supercilious pride of the Pharisees,

so as to iinag-ine they have power to damn the innocent and

save the gudty ; whereas before God the only thing- that is

inquired into, is the life of the criminals, and not the sen-

tence of the priests. In Leviticus the lepers are commanded to

shew themselves to the priests,whom they do not make leprous

or clean, but only shew who are clean or unclean. So here it is

plainly declared, that God does not always follow the judg--

ment of the Church, which sometimes judges by surreption

and ig-norance, but God always judges according- to truth.

And in remitting- or retaining sins the evang-elical priests

have the same right and oftice, as the legal priests had of

old under tlie law in curing- the lepers. These therefore

remit or retain sins, whilst they judge and declare them to

be remitted or retained by God. For the priests put the

name of the Lord upon the children of Israel, but He Him-
self blessed them, as it is read in Numbers vi."

The Master of the Sentences here cites St. Jerom but im-

perfectly, and therefore 1 shall recite his testimony more ex-

actly in his own vvoriis: " some bishops and priests," says

he, * " not understanding that place where our Lord says to

• Hieron. in Mat. 16. torn. 9. p. 49. Istum locum episcopi et presb\ teri

non iutelligeiites, aliquid sibi tie pharisiEorura assumunt supercilio, ut vel

dainnent innocentes, vel solviTc sc noxios arbitrenlur: cum apud Deuin non

sententia sacerdotum, sed rcorum vita (jairatiir. Leginius in Levilico de le-

prosis ubi jubentur, ut oslendant se sacerdotibus, «;t si lepram habueriut,

tunc a sacerdole immundi fiant : non quo sacerdotes leprosos faeiant ct iin-

mundos, sed quo liabeant ntititiani K-piosi et nou U-prosi, et possint discer-

nere qui mundus, quive immundussit. Quoniodo ergo ibi leprosum saceidos

munduni vol immundum faclt, sic ct liic alligat vel solvit cpiscopus et pres-

byter, non cos ((ui insonlcs sunt vil noxii : sed pro oflicio suo, cOuu pecca-

torum audierit varietates, scit qui ligandus sil, quivc solvcndus.
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Peter. * Whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth,' &c. assume

to themselves something of the supercilious pride of the

Pharisees, so as to imagine they have power to damn the

innocent or absolve the guilty ; whereas before God the

only thing that is enquired into, is the life of the criminals,

and not the sentence of the priests. We read in Leviticus

concerning the lepers, where they are commanded to shew

themselves to the priests, and if they have the leprosy, they

are then made unclean by the priest: not that the priests

make them leprous and unclean, but because they had the

power of judging- who were leprous or not leprous, and

might discern who were clean or unclean. As therefore

there the priest makes the leper clean or unclean, so here

the bishop and presbyter binds or looses ; not making them

innocent or guilty : but according to the tenour of his

office, when he hears the distinction of sins or sinners, he

knows who is to be bound, or who to be loosed."

There seems to be something wanting in the grammar of

those words, Non eos qui insontes sunt vel noxii ; and to

make it coherent with what goes before, the word faciens,

or the like, seems needful to be supplied. But all the rest

is very plain, that as the priests of old did not properly make

a man leprous or clean, but only declare whether he were so

or not; so the priests of the new testament bind or loose

men from their sins, by declaring who are to be bound or

loosed.

Bishop Fell indeed has a more singular notion of the form,

Ahsolvo te :* he supposes, that in every crime there are two

things to be considered, viz. the offence against God, and

the offence against the Church ; the former of which is for-

given by God alone upon men's prayers and repentance;

but the latter by this authoritative form, / absolve thee.

Bat this, though it may be true with respect to crimes that

fall under public discipline, cannot well be the meaning of

the form as it is used in our Liturgy, in the office of the vi-

sitation of the sick, which is the only place, as I remember,

where our Church appoints it to be used. For in private

* Fell. Not. iu Cypr. de Lapsis. p, 13G,
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sins there is no ofFence pvon to the Church, and yot it is

j)rivat(' sins, confessed privately to a minister, ("or which that

kubrick orders absohition to be given in this form, Absolvo

ie. So that thougli his interpretation may be good in refer-

ence to the Church's pubbc absolution for pubhc and

scandakius crimes, * vvhicli give offence to the Church : yet I

think it cannot hold with respect to private crimes, because

there no offence is jriven. Therefore it seems better to re-

solve it, as St. Jerom and Peter Lombard do, into a dechi-

rative form, and explain it by the example of the legal

priests cleansing' the leper, by declaring him to be clean.

I have now sent your lordship all that I have observed

material in this dispute : but if there be any thing" omitted

or deficient, that you desire should be further considered,

your lordship cannot more readily command, than I shall be

ready to obey with the greatest pleasure, who am.

My Lord,

your most dutiful and

obedient servant,

JOSEPH BINGHAM.
Winton, Feb. 24, 1712-13.

* Vid. Orig. Eccles . Book 19. Chap. 2. Sect. 6.





Tkat the Reader mmj more easily hare Recourse to the Pas-
sages alled'/ed in this fVork, I null here set down a Ca-

taloijue of the French Aatioiml iSi/nods, ami such other

Authors as I have made Use of in compilinij the fil-

lowiny Collections.

National Synods of the Reformed Cliurcli of Fiance.
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3.
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5.
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10.

11.
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13.

14.

15.

16.
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24.

25.

At Paris,

At Poictiers,

AtOrlcance,

At Lyons,

At Paris, the 2d,

At Vertucil.

At Roohcl, — •

At Nismcs,

At St. Foy,

At Figeac,

At Rochel the '2d, —
At Vitre,

At INIontauban,

At Saumur,

At Montpellier,

At Gcrgeau, —
At Gap,
At Rochel, the 3d,

At St. Maixant,

At Privas,

At Tonneins,

At Vitre, the 2d,
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At Charenton,

At Castres, •

1559
15G0
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1563
1.565

1567
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1572
1578
1579
1581
1583
1594
1596
1598
IGOl

1603
1607
1609
1612
1614
1617
1620
1G23
1626

26. At Charenton, 2d, — 1631

27. At Alengon, 1637

28. At Charenton, 3(1, — 1644
29. At Loudun, 1659

Those 29 National Synods are

in the same Order I liave here

set thcni down, in the Book call-

ed, Synodicon in Gallia Refor-

mata, 2 Vol. Fol. Lond. 1692.

In the First Volume of the

same Synodicon, there is also the

Book of Discipline of the Church

of France, and their Confession

of Faith, (the same that occurs

in the Corpus Confessionum, 4to.

Genev. 1612.) together with the

Edict of Nantes, and the Edict

of Nismes, and the Secret Ar-

ticles of the Edict of Nantes.
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Lond. 1661. 4to.

"

Beza contra Saraviam. Franc. 1601. 8vo.
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Corpus Confessionum Ecclesiar. Reform. Genev. 1612. 4to.
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Genev, 1664. 4to.

Replique a Messieurs Adam et Cottiby. Genev. 1662. 4to.

Durcl Vindiciac Ecclesiae Anglicanae. Lond. 1669. 4to.

Conformity of the Reformed Churches, &c. Ibid. 1661.



Falkntir Liborfas Kcclesiastica. Loud. lr.7l. Svo.

Joh, Forbesii Ircnicum. Abordcn. 103G. Ito.

G. Ci. History of tbc Church (»t(iioat Miitaiii. Loud 1075. ito.

Ilottii)<jcr Ilistoiia l''colos. Torn. 8. Tigiir. lOC.T.Hvo.

Hihiersham Lectures on the Tilst Psalm. Loud. 10 12. Fol.

.Instill IMartyr. (Jr. Lat. Paris, l()15. l"ol.

IFainoii L'l''straiif]^o Alliance of Divine Offices. Lond. 1090. Fol.

Limborcli Thcolo^ia C'hristiana. Anist. 1080. 4to.

Pet. Martyr. Loci Communes, Lotid. 1583. Fol.
— I'3|)istoUu Theoloq-ica*, Ibid, in Append. Loc. Com.
IMasoa I)efcnce of the Ordination of Protestant Ministers beyond

Seas. Oxford 10 U. Ito.

Peter IMcEfgerlin Commentarius Chronologicus. Basil. 1(583. 4to.

Bisho|i Morton of Episcopacy: With Sir II. Velvcrton's Preface.

Lond. 1070. Svo.

Peter du ftToulin Novelty of Popery. Lond. 1GG4. Fol.

Buckler of the Faith, or Defence of the French Confession

against Arnoux. Lond. l()31,4to.

Hen. Otho Lexicon Rahbinicum. Genev. 1075. Svo.
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nov. 1051. Svo.
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Parliament by divers Ministers of sundry Counties in England.
Lond. 1 060. 4to.

Riissenius Compendium Theologige Turretini. Amst. 1095. 4to.

Andi'. Rivet. Catholicus Orthodoius. Roterd, M)i)2. Fol.
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Spondani Continuatio Annal. Baron. 2 Vol. Lugd. 1G7S.
Sprint. Cassander Anglicanus. Lond. 1618. 4to.

Stillingfleet Unreason, of Separation. Lond 16S1. 4to.

Sherlock Defence of Unreason, of Separat. &c. 1681.

Answer to Protestant Reconciler. 16S5. Svo.

Mat. Sutcliffe Treatise of Ecclesiastical Discipline, Lond. 1591.
4to.

Tigurine Liturgy. Lond. 1693. Svo.

Thuani Historia. 5. Tom, Genev, 1620.
Usher Judgment of the Ordinations of Reformed Churches, &c.

Lond. 1657. Svo.

Whitaker do Scriptura, Cantab. 15S8. 4to.

Zanchii Opera. 3 Vol. Genev. 1619. Fol.
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Section of every Chapter.

ABBOTS, so called from 'A(ii3a^. a

Father. 7. 3. II. Vol. 2. p. 42.

Their Power over tlie Monks.

7. 3. 12. Vol. 2. p. 42.

Tlieir Privilege to vote in

Councils. 7. 3. 13. Vol. 2. p. 44.

Abbot of Thiy, in what sense superior to

Bishops. 7. 3. 14, Vol 2. p. 45.

Abecedarii Psalmi. 14. 1. 12. Vol. 5.

p. 16.

Abortion caused voluntarily, punished
as Murder. 16. 10. 4. Vol. 6. p. 342.

Abracadabra and Abrwias, a Charm
used by the Basilidian Heretics. IG.

5. 6. Vol. 6. p. 229.

Absolution of four kinds, by the two
Sacraments, by Preaching, by Prayer,

by J udicial Relaxation of Ch u rah Cen-

sures. 19. 1. 1. Vol. 6. p. 603.

In Baptism. 11. 1. 2. Vol. 3.

p. 112 and 113.

In the Eucharist. 15. 3. 28.

Vol. 5. p. 287.

Never granted before Penance
performed, e.vcept in danger of

Death. 19.2. 1. Vol. 6. p. 618.

Denied to some Sinners at the

Vol. IX.

hour of Death. 18. 4. 4. Vol. 6. p.

581, 582.

How this may be cleared from

the charge of Novatianism. 18. 4. 5.

Vol. 6. p. 587.

How granted after Death. 19.

2. 11. Vol. 6. p. 635.

Easter the usual Time of granting

it. 19. 2. 10. Vol. 6. p. 634. It.

21. 1.13. Vol. 7. p. 155.

Always given in a Precatory

Form with imposition of Hands and

Prayer. 19. 2. 4. Vol. 6. p. 620.

Indicative Form of, Ego te

absolvo, not used till the twelfth Cen-

tury. 19. 2. 5. Vol. 6. p. 625.

Granted cliiefly by the Bishop.

19.3. 1. Vol.6, p. 638.

Sometimes committed to Pres-

byters. 19. 3.2. Vol. 6.p. 638. 639.

In Cases of Necessity commit-

ted to Deacons. 2. 20. 12. Vol. l.p.

226. It. 19. 3. 3. Vol. 6. p. 640.

In what sense given by Lay-

men. 19. 3.4. Vol. 6. p. 641.

Of great criminals reserved to

the Patriarch. 2. 17. 19. Vol. l.p.

182.
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Absolution, the Nature and Necessity of

the several sorts of, explained in two

Sermons and two Letters. Vol. 8. p.

409 to p. 456.

Abstinence from flesh how censured.

17.5. 19. Vol. 6. p. 509. 510.

Acclamations at Sermons. 14. 4. 27.

Vol. 5. p. 140, 141.

Accusers, false with respect to men's

Estates how punished. 16. 12. 15.

Vol. 6. p. 415. 416.

With respect to men's Credit

how punished. 16. 13. 1. Vol. 6. p.

433. 434.

With respect to men's lives

punished as Rlurderers. 16, 10. 9.

Vol. 6. p. 439.

' A-^iipoTovr]rhQ vTrripeaia. 3.

Vol. ] . p. 273. 274.

I. G.

Acolythists, An Order only in the T.atin

Church. 3. 3. 1. Vol. 1. p. 278.

The meaning of the Name,
their Ordination and Office. 3. 3. 2

and 3. Vol. 1. p. 279.

Accrmetcc Monks why so called. 7. 2.

10. Vol. 2. p. 21.

Acrosticks and Acrofeleuticks in Psal-

mody. 14. 1. 12. Vol. 5. p. 16.

Acts of the Apostles read in the fifty

days of Pentecost. 14. 3. 3. It. 20.

6. 2. Vol. 5. p. 49. 7. 96.

Actors and Actresse.5.

players.

See Stase-

Adelphian Heretics. 20. 3. 5. Vol. 7.

p. 48.

Admonition, a part of Church-disci-

pline. 16. 2. 6. Vol. 6. p. 79.

Adult persons. What required of them
in Baptism. 11. 5. 1, Vol. 3. p.

179.

Adultery how punished. 16, 11,2. Vol.

6. p.'361. 362.363.

Wlietlier an AdvHcrer might

marry an Adulteress after the Death
of her Husband. 22. 2. 13. Vol. 7.

p. 241. 242.

Adulterers incapable of Ordi-

nation. 4. 3. 7. Vol. 1. p. 363. 364,

The husband of an Adulteress

not to be ordained. 6. 2. 3. Vol. 1.

p. 505. 506.

--- Clergymen obliged to put away
an adulterous Wife. Ibid, and 17. 5.

27. Vol. 6. p. 517.

Adyta. 8.6.7. Vol. 2. p. 143. 144.

'Artopi(T/t6e Excommunicalio Minor,

16.2.7, Vol. 6, p. 80.

' ^(popianbQ TrnvTtXrjQ. Excommuni-
calio major, 16. 2. 8. Vol.6, p. 82.

African Churches never subject to the

Bishop of Rome. 9. 1. 11. Vol. 2.

p. 286.

Four Hundred and Sixty-six

Dioceses in the African Church, 9.

2. 5. Vol. 2. p. 286,

AgapiT, why forbidden. 8. 10. 1.

See Love Feasts. Vol. 2. p. 226.

Agapet/e, or (TweiiraKroi. 6. 2. 13. Vol.

1. p. 525. It. 17. 5. 25. Vol. 6. p.

515. 516.

"Aytor. The Chancel. 8. 6. 2. Vol.

2. p. 141.

"Ayiov «yiwv. The Altar. 8. 6. 2.

Vol. 2. p. 141.

"Ayia ayioic- !• 4. 5. Vol. 1. p. 27.

It. 15. 3. 31. Vol. 6. p. 291. 292.

A'i^psiov. The Church-yard or Court

before the Church. 8. 3. 5. Vol. 2.

p. 121.

'AKoXs^ia, The Order of Prayers or

Liturgy. 13. 1. 9. Vol. 4. p. 21. 22.

'AKQowfuvoi. Hearers, Catechu-

mens and Penitents so called. 8. 4.

3. Vol. 2. p. 126. See Audientes

and Hearers.

'AKportjpiatiiv. Dismembering the
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lioJy liow |)unisliL'ii. 1(). iU. 7. \'ol.

(j.
J)

346. See Dismembering.

Alha. A Surplice. 13. «. 2. \ol. 4.

p. -207.

Alhi Ciiatio. 16. 1'2. 10. Vol. 6. p.

409.

Albis, Dominica in. 20. 5. 12. Vol. 7.

p. 93.

Albs. See White Garments.

Albus. The Roll of the Clergy. 1 . 5.

10. Vol. l.p. 37.

Aldemianni. 2. 19. 19. Vol. 1. p. 211.

'AXtiTHpyT/tr/a. 5. 3. 12. Vol. 1. p.

457.

Alexander Sevenis^s Commendation of

Electing the Christian Clergy. 4.1.

4. Vol. 1. p. 335. 336.

Alexandria, Bishop of, the greatest Pri-

mate in the World. 2. 16. 23. Vol.

1. p. 164.

Alieuation of Church-revenues not to

be made but upon extraordinary oc-

casions, by common consent of the

Bishop, Clergy and Metropolitan. 5.

6. 6. and 7. Vol. 1, p. 492. 493.

494. 495.

Allegiance to Princes. 16. 9. 4. Vol. 6.

p^ 335. 336, itc.

Allegovists. Why Christians so nick-

named by the Millenaries. 1. 2. 15.

Vol. l.p. 20.

Alleluia, and AUeluatici Psalmi. 14. 2.

4. Vol. 5. p. 33.

Alleluia the Signal to call Ciiurcli -As-

semblies. 8. 7. 15. Vol, 2. p. 191.

Alms given to the poor at Church. 13.

8. 14. Vol. 4. p. 224.225.

AUar and Holy Table, names indiffer-

ently used in the Priniitivo Ciiurcli.

8.6. 12. Vol. 2. p. 150

In what sense the Ancients say

they had no Altars. 8. 6. 13. Vol.

2. p. 152.

Bisliops generally preached at

the ascent of the Altar. 8. 5. 4.

Vol. 2. p. 132.

LJeneiallv inncccssible to all l)ut

the Clergy. 8.'6. 7. Vol. 2. p. 143.

Tiie Laity in some ages allowed

to communicate at the Altar. Ibid.

p. 114.

Altars placed at some distance from

the upper end of tic Chancel with

the Bishop's seat behind them. 8.

6. 11. Vol.2, p. 149.

Altars made of wood till the time of

Constantine. 8. 6. 15. Vol. 2. p. 153.

But one Altar in a Church. 8.

6. 16. Vol. 2. p. 155.

Sometimes but one Altar in a

City. 8. 6. 17. Vol. 2. p. 156.

Canopy of the Altar called

Cihorium. 8. 6. 18. Vol. 2. p. 158.

and 8. 6. 19. p. 158. 159.

When first the Figure of the

Cross set upon the Altar. 8. 6. 20.

Vol. 2. p. 160.

J!(sfi)ija7('s Inscription upon the

Altar of Sancta Sophia. 8. 8. 4. Vol.

2. p. 198.

Altars when first dedicated distinct from

Churches. 8. 9. 10. Vol. 2. p. 223.

Bowing toward the Altar whe-

ther used in the ancient Church. 8.

10. 7. Vol. 2. p. 233.

Kissing the Altar. 8. 10. 9. Vol.

2. p. 235.

Altare Portatile. 8. 6. 21. Vol. 2. p.

166.

Alumni. Devils why so called. 3. 4.

3. Vol. 1. p. 283.

Ambasiator. 3. 13, 6. \ol. 1. p. 328.

Amb,m. The Reading-Desk. 8. 5. 4

Vol. 2. p. 131.

Amen. 15. 3. 25. Vol. 6. p. 284.

B2
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'Anj>idv()a. 8. 6. 8. Vol. 2. p. 145.

Amulets for curing Diseases censured.

16. 5. 6. Vol. 6. p. 226.

Anathema the greater Excommunica-
tion. 16. 2. 8. Vol. 6. p. 82.

Anathema Maranatha. 16. 2. 16. Vol.

6. p. 106. 107.

Anathema with Execration. 16. 2. 17.

Vol. 6. p. 110,.

'Ava9i]fiaTa, or Anathemata, and other

Ornaments of Churches. 8, 8. 1.

Vol. 2. p. 193.

'AvaKafiTTTrjpia. Houses of Enter-

tainment for the Poor and Strangers

about the Church. 8. 7. 13. Vol.2.

p. 186.

'AvaKTopa, and Basilica. Roman Halls

turned into Churches. 8. 1. 5. Vol.

2. p. 82.

'Avarpspiiv dprov. Offering of Bread
and Wine in the Eucharist how far

allowed to Deacons. 2. 20. 7. and
8. Vol. 1. p. 218. 219.

Anchorets. 7. 2. 2. Vol. 2. p. 10.

Angaria and Parangaria:. 5. 3. 10.

Vol. l.p. 453.

Angel of Peace. 14. 5. 4. Vol. 5. p.
162.

Angels of the Churches, a name given

to Bishops. 2. 2. 11. Vol. 1. p. 59.

No Worship of Angels in the

Religious Service of the ancient

Church. 13. 3. 1. Vol. 4. p. 63.

Animarum Descriptio. A Tax so called.

5.3. 3. Vol. l.p. 441.442.

Annunciation-festival, Original of the,

20. 8. 4. Vol. 7. p. 134.

Antelucini Assembhes, Original of. 13.

10. 11. Vol. 4. p. 269.

Antimensia, or Consecrated Cloths. 8.

6. 21. Vol. 6. p. 166.

Anthropolatrw, Man-worshippers. An

abusive Name given to the Catholics

by the Apollinarian heretics. 1. 2.

16. Vol. 1. p. 20.

Council of Antioch not an Arian Coun-

cil. 17,5. 15. Vol. 6. p. 507.

Antiphonal or Alternate Singing. 14. 1.

11, Vol. 5. p. 12.

Antistes. A name given to Presbyters

as well as Bishops. 2. 19. 14. Vol.

1. p. 202.

'Attuvtitijc Au'tKovoQ, or Apanti-

ta Diaconus. An imaginary Name
for an Archdeacon. 2. 21. 9. Vol. 1.

p. 243. 244.

Apiaviiis. His famous Case in the

business of appealing from the Afri-

can Church to Rome. 9. 1. U. Vol.

2. p. 272.

Apocalyps. See Revelations.

Apocrisariiis. A Bishop's Resident at

Court. 3. 13. 6, Vol. 1. p. 327.

Apocryphal Books not to be published.

17. 5. 18. Vol. 6. p. 509.

Apocryphal Books read in some Church

-

es.'uotinall. 10, 1. 7. Vol. 3. p. 10,

It. 14, 3, 15. Vol. 5, p. 66.

'ATToXfXvfievMC- Ordination given

at large without a local title con-

demned. 4. 6 2, Vol. 1. p. 392. It.

17.5.3, Vol, 6. p. 490.

'ATToXvTiKai. Letters Dimissory, 6,

4, 4. Vol, 1, p, 562.

Apostates to Judaism how punished, 16,

6. 1. Vol. 6. p. 240.

To Heathenism. 16. 6. 4. Vol.
6. p. 249.

Not to have benefit of Sanc-
tuary in the Church. 8. 11. 6. Vol.

2. p. 245.

Apostle. A Name anciently given to

Bishops. 2.2. 1. Vol. l.p. 60,

Apnstoli-inm. A Church called by the

Name of an Apostle. 8. 1,8, Vol. 2.

p. 88.
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Apoitolica Hedes. A llisliop's Sec 3.

2. 3. Vol. 1. p. 52.

The See of the Primate. 2. 16.

24. V.)l. 1. p. 1()5.

Apostollci. Heretics so called from a

pretended imitation of the Apostles.

22. 1.6. Vol. 7. p. 209.

Apostolic Order of the !\Ionks of Ban-
gor. 7.2. 13. Vol. 2. p. 23. 24.

Apotactici. Tiie same as Apostolici.

Apotdxameui. Monks so called. 7. 2.

14. Vol. 2. p. 25. 26.

j'lpotclesmatici. Astroloj^ers censured.

16. 5.1. Vol. 6. p. 215.216.

Appeals from the Provincial Bishops to

the Metropolitan. 2. 16. 16. Vol. 1.

p. 159. It. 2. 3. 9, Vol. l.p. 71.

From the IMetropolitan to a

Provincial Synods. 2. 16. 16. Vol. 1.

p. 160.

From the Provincial Synod to

the Patriarch. 2. 17. 14. Vol. 1. p.

178. 179.

No Appeal from the Patriarch

but to a General Council. Ibid.

No Appeals from Africh to

Pvome. 9. 1. 11. Vol. 2. p. 272. It.

17. 5. 14. Vol. 6. p. 504.

Appearance of Evil how to be avoided
by the Clergy. 6. 2. 12 Vol. 1. p.

524.

Apsis. The Church-porch. 8. 4. 1.

Vol. 2. p. 124. 125. It. 8. 5.4. Vol.
2. p. 131. 132.

The Place of the Altar. 8. 6.

9. Vol. 2. p. 146.

Aquarii. 15. 2. 7. Vol. 5. p. 214.

Area. vid. Atrium,

A Church. 8. 1.9. \qI. 2. p.
88.

Are<r Sepultiirarutn. 8. 1. 9. Vol. 2. p.
90.

Area: Custos. 2. 21. 5. Vol. 1. p. 239.

240.

Arcani Disciplina. 8. 8. 6. Vol. 2. p.

202.

Archbishop the ancient Name of Patri-

arciis. 2, 17. 1. Vol. 1. p. 165.

Archdeacons anciently of the same Order
wi(h Deacons. 2. 21. 1. Xol. 1. p.

236.

Their Original. 2. 21. 11. Vol.

l.p. 245.

Elected by the Bishop, and
not made by Seniority. 2.21.2. Vol.

l.p. 237.

To attend the Bishop, and
order the Business of the Infe-

rior Clergy. 2.21. 4. Vol. 1. p. 239.

To manage the Church Reve-
nues under the Bishop. 2. 21. 5.

Vol. 1. p. 239. 240.

To censure the Inferior Clergy,

but not Presbyters. 2. 21. 8. Vol. 1.

p. 242.

Why called Cor-Episcopi. 2.

21.10. Vol. l.p. 245.

Whether they had Power over

the whole Uiocese. 2. 21. 10. Vol.

l.p. 243.

Archimandrita. 7. 2. 14. Vol. 2. p. 27.

Archipresbyteri. 2. 19. 18. Vol. 1. p.

209.

Archivus. The Register of Bishops'

Ordination kept in the Primate's

Church. 2. 16. 8. Vol. 1. p. 153.

Archontici. 11.2. 2. Vol. 3. p. 125.

Arcus. The Church-Porch. 8. 4. 1.

Vol. 2. p. 125.

'Apyi'ac ctKi]. Laws against idle wan-
dering Beggars. 16. 12. 19. Vol.
6. p. 430.

Council of Ariminum not an Arian
Council. 6. 3. 10. Vol. 1. p. 553.

Arms not to be worn in the Church. 8.
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11. 10, Vol. 2, p. 250. It. 8. 10.

8. Vol. 2. p. 234.

Anns, not to be carried by Clergymen.

17. 5. 23. Vol. 6. p. 513.

Anw Sponsaliti(E. 22. 3. 3. Vol. 7, p.

248.

ArtotyritoE. Heretics, who offered Bread

and Cheese in the Eucharist. 15. 2.

8. Vol, 5. p. 218.

Ascodrutw, A Sort of Gnosticks. 15.

2. 9. Vol. 5. p. 218. and 11. 2. 1.

Vol. 3. p. 124.

Ascension- Day. Its Original. 20. 6. 5.

Vol. 7. p. 101.

'KoKijaiz ypa(piict). 7. 3. 22. Vol.

2. p. 60.

Ascetics, called also ^TraSaioi. How
they differed from Monks. 7. 1.5.

Vol. 2. p. 8. and what the Primitive

Ascetics were. 7. 1.3. Vol. 2. p. 2.

7. 1. 6. Vol. 2. p. 9.

Ascetria:, 7. 4. 8. Vol. 2. p. 73.

Ash- TfWnesJa I/, when first added to Lent.

18. 2. 2. Vol. 6. p. 539. It. 21. 1,

5. Vol. 7. p. 145.

Asia Miric/j-had Four Hundred Dioceses

in it. 9. 3. 1. Vol. 2. p. 3^1.

A(T7ra<ric6c oiko^- The Greeting-

House, 8. 7. 8. Vol. 2. p. 178.

Aspersion, or Sprinkling. 11. 11. 5.

Vol. 3. p. 275.

Astrnlo!;ers denied Baptism. 11. 5. 8.

Vol.'^3. p. 191.

Cast out of Communion. 16.

5. 1. Vol. 6. p. 213.

Asylum. Places of Sanctuary, their

Original from the time of Constantine.

8. il. l.Vol.2.p.239.

The Altar the cliicf Asylum at

first, afterward the whole Precincts

of the Church. 8. 11. 2. Vol. 2. p.

241.

What Persons allowed to fly to

an Asylum. 8. 11. 3. Vol. 2. p. 242.

Public Debtors denied the Pri-

vilege o( Asylum. 8. 11.4. Vol. 2. p.

244.

Also Jews, Heretics, and Apos-

tates. 8. 11. 5 and 6. Vol. 2. p. 245.

And Robbers, INIurderers, Adul-

terers, Ravishers of Virgins, Conspi-

rators. &c. 8. 11. 8. Vol. 2. p. 247.

The great Abuse of modern Asy-

lums. 8. ] 1. 9. Vol. 2. p. 249.

No one to fly with Arms to an

Asylum. 8. 11. 10. Vol. 2, p. 250.

'ATiXtia XfirspyTj/xarwv. Exemption

of the Clergy from Civil Offices. 5. 3.

12. Vol. 1. p. 457.

Atheists. A Name of Reproach cast

upon Christians. 1. 2. 3. Vol. l.p.

12.

Atrium Ecclesix. The Church-yard. 8.

3. 5. Vol. 2. p. 121.

Atrocia Delicla. 5. 2. 5. Vol. 1. p. 429.

Audientes. An Order of Catechumens. 10.

2. 3. Vol. 3. p. 15.

An Order of Penitents. 18. 1. 4.

Vol. 6. p. 534.

— Their Station in the Church. 8.4.

3. Vol. 2. p. 126.

Audlentium Doctor. The Catechist. 3.

10. 2. Vol. l.p. 307.

Ave-Maries, unknown to the Ancients.

14.4. 15. Vol. 5. p. 117.

Augury condemned. 16. 5. 2. Vol. 6.

p. 217. 218.

'AjAj). The Court before the Church.

8. 3. 5. Vol. 2. p. 121.

.iuricular Confession a Novelty. 18. 3.

2. Vol. 6. p. 551.

Auriun Tironicnm. A Tax so called. 5.

3. 4. Vol. 1. p. 445.
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Aiinim Patmosum. A Tax, 5. 3. fi. Vol.

1. p. 448.

St. Austin's DioCL'SC I'orty Miles long.

9. 2. 5. Vol. '2. p. -236.

'Auroet^aXot. The ancient Name of

Metropolitans. 2. 18. 1. Vol. 1. p.

185.

"Aj(0)'. Tiie Word used in I'.lccting

Bisi.ops. 4. 1.3. Vol. 1. p. 334. It.

4. 2. a. Vol. 1. p. 343.

Aiuma and Azimites. 15. 2. 5. Vol. 5.

p. 208. 209."

B

Backbiting. 16. 13. 3. Vol. 6. p. 436

437.

Ba)cai'rt/3ot. Wandering Clerks. 6. 4.

5. Vol, 1. p. 564.

BrtXXi^fiv and BalUmathia. Lascivious

Balls and Dancing. How censured.

16. 11. 15. Vol. 6. p. 393.

Baptism, why called an Indulgence, or

Absolution. 11. 1. 2. Vol. 3. p. 113.

It. 19. 1. 2. Vol. 6. p. 603.

Why called Chrism or L'nction.

Faith. 11. I. ii. Vol. 3. p. 120.

11. 1.3. Vol. 3. p. 113. 114.

Why called Viaticum. 11. 1. 10.

Vol 3. p. 121. 122.

Why called (putTKr^ibf: or Illumi-

nation. 11. 1. 4. Vol. 3. p. 115.

—- Why called TraKiyytvtcia, or La-
yer of Regeneration. 11. 1. 3. Vol.

3. p. 113. 114.

Why called Saccrilotium Laid,

Laymens' Priesthood. 11. 1. 3. Vol.

3. p. 116.

Why called Salus, Life and Sal-

vation. 11. 1. 5. Vol. 3. p. 116.

Why called (T(/>pay(C, Sigriaculum

Domini and Signucnltim FiJei, the

Seal of the Lord. 11. 1. 6. Vol. 3. p.
116. 117.

— Why called the Sacrament of

\Vhy called Fwpnv, xopnTfia. Mu-
mis, fivT\m£, fiv'raywyia, rfXtri),

Siinihotnm Domini. 11. 1. 10. Vol.3,

p. 121. 122. 123.

By Water rejected by many
ancient Heretics. 11. 2. 1. Vol. 3.

p. 124.

— Of Infants proved to be the Pri-

mitive Practice. 11. 4.5 Vol. 3. ji.

156.

— Not confined to the Eighth Day as

Circumcision. 11. 4. 13. Vol. 3. p.

170.

— Case of Infants dying without

Baptism. 10. 2. 24. Vol. 3. p. 44.

— Supplied by Martyrdom, Faith,

i^cc. 10. 2. 20. Vol. 3. p. 34.

— Of exposed Children, and the

Children of Heathens, Jews, and ex-

communicate Persons, how given,

11. 4. 15. Vol. 3. p. 173.

— Not to be given to the Dead. 1 1

.

4. 3. Vol. 3. p. 152.

— Nor to the Living for the Dead,
and the Apostle's meaning, of being

baptized for the dead. 11.4. 4. Vol.

3. p. 153. 154.

— Granted to Dumb Persons and
Energumens in certain cases. 11.5.
2. 11.5. 3. Vol. 3. p. 179. to 184.

Not to be forced upon any
against their Will. 11. 5. 5. Vol. 3.

p. 135. 186.

Not to be given to Image-Makers,
Stage-players, Gladiators, Racers, As-
trologers, Magicians, Charmers, Wan-
dering Beggars and other such Cri-

minals, till they quit such unlawful
Professions. 11. 5. 6. 6i;c. Vol. 3. p.

187. to 198.

— Not given to Slaves without the

Testimony of their Masters. 11. 5.

4. Vol. 3. p. 184.

— Vet given to Slaves of Jews, and
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Heretics tos;ether wiiU their Frec-

Jom. 8. 11.^7. Vol. 2. p. 24(i,

Baptism, not administered by Presby-

ters or Deacons without the Bishop's

Consent. 2. 3. 3. Vol. 1. p. 62.

Administered ordinarily by Dea-
cons in Country-Churches. 2. 20. 9,

Vol. 1. p. 222. It, 9. 6. 18. Vol. 2.

p. 389.

And by Laymen in extraordinaiy

Cases. 2. 20. 9. Vol. I. p. 223.

And by Laymen. A Scholastical
History of the Practice of the primi-
tive Church therein, &c. Latter part

of Vol. 3. and beginning of Vol. 4.

Always administered in the Name
of the Trinity, and in no other
Form. 11. 3. 1. Vol. 3. p. 133. It

17.5. 9. Vol. 6. p. 500.

Form of Baptism changed by
Tritheists, Eunomians, and many
other Heretics. 11. 3. 4. &c. Vol. 3.

p. 139. 140.

Confined to no Time or Place in
tlie Age of the Apostles. II. 6. 9.
Vol.3, p. 211.

Afterward Easter, Pentecost and
Epiphany made more solemn Times
of Baptism. 11.6. 7. Vol. 3. p. 206.
to210.

Unlawful Reasons and Pretences
for deferring of Baptism. 11. 6. 1.

Vol. 3. p. 199.

•—;- Of the Renunciations, Profes-
sions of Faith and obedience. Spon-
sors, Unction, Sign of the Cross,
Consecration of the Water, Aspersion
or Sprinkling, Dipping or Imn.f .sion.

White Garments, Kiss of Peace,
Lights and Tapers, Milk and Honey,
Washing the Feet, and other Cere-
monies used in Baptism, See under
their several Titles.

Esteemed the grand Absolution
or Indulgence of the Church. 19. 1.

2. Vol. 6. p. 603. to 607.

Indelible character of Baptism.

What meant by it. 11. 1. 7. Vol. 3.

p. 119.

Clinic-Baptism, of Sick Men upon a

Death-Bed, allowed to be done by
Sprinkling. 11. 11. 5. Vol. 3. p. 275.
to 278.

Clinic-Baptism makes Men incapable
of Ordination. 4. 3. II. Vol. 1. p.
369.

Heretical Baptism allowed, when given

in due Form. 11. 3. II. Vol. 3. p.
147. 148. 4.7.8. Voll.p. 414.

Yet Heretical Baptism makes
]\Ien incapable of Ordination. 4. 3.

12. Vol. 1. p. 370. It. 17. 5. 3.

Vol. 6. p. 493.

Crimes before Baptism do
not debar Men from Orders. 4. 3.

10. Vol. 1. p. 368.

Why Baptism administered

chiefly at the Bishop's Church. 8. 7.

6. Vol. 2. p. 176.

Repetition of, used by the Mar-
cionites. 12 5. 2. Vol. 3. p. 339.
See Rebaptizing.

JMarried persons rejected from

,

by the same Heretics. II. 5. 12. Vol.

3. p. 198.

Baptizing of Bells, a modern Inven-
tion. 8. 7. 15. Vol. 2. p. 192. It.

II. 4. 2. Vol. 3, p. 151.

Baptisteries. Buildings distinct from

the Church. 8. 7. 1. Vol. 2. p. 170.

Different Apartments in them
for men and Women. 8. 7. 1. Vol.2,

p. 171.

So large as to admit of Coun-
cils to sit in them. 8. 7. 2, Vol. 2.

p. 172.

Difference between a Baptis-

tery and a Font. 8. 7. 4. Vol. 2. p.
173.

Why called ^UTiTrjpia. 8. 7. 3.

Vol. 2. p. 173.

How anciently adorned. 8. 7.

5. Vol. 2. p. 174. 175.
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Baptisteries. But one llaptistery in a City
at tlie Mother Cliunli. fl. 7. 6. Vol.

2. p. 176. It. 11. G. 12. Vol. 3.

p. 215.

BarhuroHS Nations to have their Bishops
from Constantinople. 4. 2. 13. \()l.

l.p. 351.

Busilica and 'A i'uKTopa. lloman Halls

turned into Churches. 8. 1. 5, Vol.
2. p. 82.

BuffiXfuH olfcoi. Houses of the

Cler<:y adjoining to the Church. 8, 7.

13. Vol. 2. p. 185. 186.

Ba<Ti,\i»:rti TTvXai, The Beautiful and
Koyal Gates opening into the

Nave or Body of the Church. 8. 5.

I. Vol 2. p. 128. 129.

Baii7/(//a;iscondemned for using Charms.
16. 5. 6. Vol. 6. p. 229. See Abra-
cadabra.

Baths belonging to the Church. 8. 7.

13. Vol, 2. p. 186.

These allowed to be places of

Refuge, ibid.

Promiscuous Bathing of Men
and \\'omcn together censured. 16.

II. 14. Vol.6, p. 391.

Bathing forbidden to Penitents in the
Time of their Public Penance. 18. 2
4. Vol. 6. p. 543.

Beard. Shaving of the Beard forbid-

den the Clergy. 6. 4. 15. \o\. 1. p.

581.

Bear. The use of She-Bear's hair as a
Remedy against Witchcraft cen-
sured. \6. 5.6. Vol. 6. p. 232.

B,)\a. 8. 6. 8. Vol. 2. p. 145.

Bells. When first brought into the

Church. 8. 7. 15. Vol.2, p. 191.

Baptizing of Bells a Modern
Custom. 8. 7. 15. Vol. 2. p. 192.
It. 11. 4. 2. Vol.3, p. 151.

Bema. The Bishop's Throne. 8. 6. 10.

Vol. 2. p. 147.

Vol. IX.

The Altar-part or Sanctuary.

8. 6. 10. Vol. 2. p. 149.

Ti^llia yriozu)v. The Reading-desk.

8. 5. 4. \oi. 2. p. 131.

Mi'llKiTi TT(io<r('iytti> To ordain, 1. 5.

11. Vol. l.p. 38.

Benedicite Ili/mn, or Song of the Three
Children. Its use iu the Church. 14.

2. 6. Vol. 5. p. 37.

Benedictine Monks. 7. 2. 12. \o\. 2. p.

22. 23.

Benedictio. A Prayer so called. 1 5. 3.

29. Vol. 5. p. 288. 289.

Benediction of Bishops. 2. 9. 1. vol. 1.

p. 97.

Bripog. Birrus. 6. 4. 19. Vol. 1. p.

586. 587.

Bessis Centessimce. Usury at Eight per

Cent, forbidden. 6. 2. 6. Vol. 1. p.
512.

Bestialitu, how censured. 16. 11. 9. Vol.

6. p. 1380.

Bethelia. Domicilium Deorum. 9.2. 8.

Vol. 2. p. 302.

Bialhanati. Self-murderers, how pu-

nished. 16. 10. 6. Vol. 6. p. 345.

A name of reproach cast upon
Christians, for their constancy in lay-

ing down their lives. 1. 2. 8. Vol. 1.

p. 15.

Bible. See Scripture.

Biddino;-pTayeT, the office of Deacons.
2. 20. 10. Vol. 1. p. 223. 224.

Forms of Bidding-prayers. 15.

1. 2. Vol.5, p. 181 to 190.

BiwriKTot. Seculars. Laymen, so

called in contradistinction to the

clergy. 1. 5. 5. Vol.1, p. 34.

Birrus. See B»}poe.

Birthdays not to be kept io Lent. 21.

1. 23. Vol. 7. p. 172. See Natalei

and Natalitia.



10 INDEX.

-BjsAo/»s superior to Presbyters. 2. I. 2.

Vol. l.p. 41.

Of Apostolical institution. 2.

1.3. Vol. l.p. 43.

A catalogue of such Bishops

as were ordained by the Apostles. 2.

1. 4. Vol. 1. p. 45 to 49.

At first called Apostles. 2. 2.

1. Vol. 1. p. 50.

Successors of the Apostles. 2.

2. 2. Vol. l.p. 51.

Called Principes Ecclesia:, Piic-

positi, IIpojTwrsc. Ylp6edpoi"E(popoi,

Principes Sacerdotum, PoiitiJicesMax-

imi, Summi Sacerdotes, Papce, Putres

Patrum, Episcopi Episcnporum, Pa-

triarchs, Vicars of Christ, and Angels

of the Churches. 2. 2. 4. vol. 1. p.

52 to 60.

Bishops' Power arid Privileges,

Every Bishop had power to

form his own Liturgy and Creed, and

to appoint Fasting-days in his own
Church. 2. 6.2. Vol.1, p. 85.

And Power to determine secu-

lar causes. 2. 7. 1. Vol. 1. p. 90.

It. 5. 2. l.Vol. l.p. 425.

This power not allowed in cri-

minal causes, nor in civil causes, but

when the Litigants agreed to take

them for Arbitrators. 2. 7. 4. Vol.

l.p. 93.

Privilege in interceding for

criminals to the secular Magistrate,

2.8. l.Vol. l.p. 94. 95.

Benediction. 2. 9. 1. Vol. 1.

p. 97, 98.

The Ceremony of kissing Bi-

shops' hands. 2. 9. 2. Vol. 1. p. 98,

99.

Whether Bishops anciently

wore a Mitre. 2. 9. 5. Vol. l.p.|100,

101.

The form of saluting Bishops

Per Coronam. 2. 9; 5. Vol. 1. p.

100, 101.

The titles of Sanciissimi, Bea-

tissiini, &€. given to all Bishops. 2.

9. 6. Vol. 1. p. 102.

Bishop's Throne in the Church. 2. 9.7.

Vol. l.p. 102,103.

No exemption from the juris-

diction of Bishops. 2. 4. 1. Vol. 1.

p. 73.

Monks subject to the Bishop of

the Diocese. 2. 4. 2. Vol. 1. p. 73.

74.

Magistrates subject to the

same jurisdiction. 2. 4. 3. Vol. 1 p.

74. 75.

Power not arbitrary, but a li-

berty allowed of appealing from them.

2. 3. 9. Vol. 1. p. 71.

In the African Church not to

censure Presbyters or Deacons with-

out the concurrence of some neigh-

bouring Bishops. 2. 3. 9. Vol. 1

.

p. 72.

Privilege in granting Litera:

FormatcE to all Persons. 2. 4. 5.

Vol. 1 p. 77. 78.

Power in disposing of the re-

venues of the Church. 2. 4. 6. Vol.

l.p. 79.

-Not to alienate the Goods of the

Church without the consent of the

Clergy and Metropolitan. 5. 6. 7.

Vol. 1. p. 495.

Not to be condemned but

upon the Evidence of two or three

Witnesses. 5. 1. 5. Vol. 1. p. 422.

Heretics not allowed to be Evi-

dence against Bishops. 5. 1. 5. Vol.

l.p. 423.

Nor excommunicate Persons nor

scandalous Livers. Ibid. p. 423.

False Accusers of Bishops to be

excommunicated or deposed. Ibid. p.

424.

Not to be called into any secular

Court to give their Testimony. 5.

2. 1. VoL 1. p. 425.

Not obliged to give their Testi-
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niony upou Oatli. 5. 2. 2. Vul. 1.

p. 426.

Bii/io/is, wliether the sin>;le Evidence of

one IJishop was jj;ooU in Law against

tlie Testimony of many others. 5. 2.

3. Vol. 1. p. 427.

A Bisliop not to excommunicate
any Criminal upon liis own single

Testimony. 16. 3. 10. Vol. 6. p.

152.

Absolute and independent in their

own Ciiuiclies. 2. 6. 1. Vol. I. p:

85.

Every Bishop supposed to be a

Bishop of the whole Cut/io/ic Church.

2.5. 1. Vol. l.p. 80. 01.

Of the Election and Ordination of

Bishops.

Bisluyps to be elected by the Provincial

Bishops, Clergy and People. 4. 2. 4.

Vol. 1. p. 341. It. 17. 5. 3. Vol.

6. p. 491.

Tobe chosenwithinThreeMonths
after a Vacancv. 2. 11. 1. Xo\. 1. p.

113.

To be chosen out of the Clergy of

the Church to which they were or-

dained. 2. 10. 2. Vol. 1. p. 106.

— Not to be ordained under Thirty

Years of Age. 2. 10. 1. Vol. 1. p.

104.

To go through the Inferior Orders

of the Church before they attained

Episcopal Ordination. 2. 10. 4. Vol.

1. p. 108.

Yet Deacons sometimes ordained

Bishops, though never ordained Pres-

byters. 2. 10. 5. Vol. 1. p. 109.

- In Cases of Necessity chosen out

of the Inferior Orders. 2. 10. 6. p.

110.

And sometimes ordained imme-

diately from Laymen. 2. 10. 7. Vol.

l.p. no. 111.

Three Bishops ordinarily required

in the Ordination of a Bishop. 2. II.

4. Vol. 1. p. 116. 117. 118.

To be ordained in their own
Churches. 2. 11.7. Vol. 1. p. 120.

Not to be ordaincfl in small

Cities. 2. 12. 1. Vol. 1. p. 124.

Onlained sometimes in Villages.

2. 12. 3. Vol. 1. p. 126. 127. 128.

Two Bishops not to be ordained

in one City. 2. 13. 1. Vol. 1. p.

129. 130.

Exceptions to this rule in some

extraordinary Cases. 2. 13. 2. Vol.

l.p. 131.

Anniversary-Day of a Bishop's

Ordination kept a Festival. 4. 16.

15. Vol. 1. p. 404. See Natale$

Episcoporum.

Rules concerning Bishops.

Bishops to reside at their Cathedral

Church. 6. 4. 7. Vol. 1. p. 567.

568. See Court.

Not to remove from one See to

another without Leave. 6. 4/ 6. Vol.

1. p. 565. 566.

Allowed to resign their Sees for

the good of the Church. 6. 4. 2. Vol,

l.p. 559. 560.

To take Place by Seniority. 2.

16.8. Vol. l.p. 153. 154.

Obliged to attend Provincial Sy-

nods. 2. 16. 17. Vol. 1. p. 161, It.

17. 5. 38. VoL6. p. 525,

Not to travel without the Litera-

Formats of their Primate. 2. 16. 19.

Vol. 1. p. 162.

To breed up Youth in their

Houses, as Academies, for the Ser-

vice of the Church. 3. 1. 4. Vol. 1.

p. 272.

To honor their Fellow-Bishops

with the Privilege of Consecrating

the Eucharist, sitting in their Throne

with them, &c. 5. 1. 2. Vol. 1. p. 418.

C2
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Bisliops, not to make Exactions upon their

People. 17. 5. 39. Vol. 6. p. 526.

Dying without Children or Ne-
phews, to make the Church their

Heirs. 5. 4. 9. Vol. 1. p. 474.

Obliged to be constant in Preach-

ing. See Preaching.

To confirm. See Confirmation.

To visit Parochially. ' See Visi-

tations.

To exercise Discipline, excom-

rauuicate, absolve, grant Indulgences.

See the several Titles.

To consecrate Churches, Virgins,

&c. See the Titles.

The Design of Henry Vlllth to

augment the Number of Bishops in

England. Conclusion of Book 9 Ch.

8. Vol. 2. p. 435. &c.

Peculiar Ways of Punishing De-

liaquent Bis.'iopsin the .4/VicanChurch.

17. 4. 5. Vol. 6. p. 479.

Liable to Deposition for giving

Ordinations contrary to the Canons
&c. 17. 5. 35. Vol. 6. p. 523.

Blasphemy. How punished. 16. 7. 1.

Vol. 6. p. 292.

Against the Holy Ghost in

what Sense unpardonable. 16. 7. 3.

Vol. 6. p. 299.

Blood. Eating of it sometime forbid-

den. 17. 5. 20. Vol. 6. p. 511.

Clergy not to judge in Cases of

B/oorf. 2. 7. 4. A' ol. 1. p. 83. It 17.

5. 34. Vol. 6. p. 521.

Discipline of the Church never

went so far as to shed Blood, 16. 2.

4. Vol. 6. p. 69 to 76.

Body not to be mangled or dismem-

bered. 4. 3. 9. Vol. 1. p. 366. 367.

It. 16. 10. 7. Vol. 6. p. 346. 347.

BiofioXoxta. Filthy Discourse cen-

sured. 6. 2. 10. Vol. 1. p. 521. It.

16. 11. 15. Vol. 6. p. 394.

Bo/xof dvaiixaKTOi 8. 6. 13. Vol. 2.

p. 152.

Books. Lascivious not to be read. 16.

11. 11. Vol. 6. p. 386.

Heretical. See Heretical.

BoffKoi. Monks so called from feeding

on Herbs. 7. 2. 11. Vol. 2. p. 21.

Bora. Fota. An Heathen Festival

condemned. 16. 4. 17. Vol. 6. p.

203.

BaXsvrai. Corporation-Men not to be

ordained. 4. 4. 4. Vol. 1. p. 379.

Boiling in Prayers. 13. 8. 5. Vol. 4. p.

214.

Toward the Altar. 8. 10. 7. Vol.

2. p. 233.

Bread. Common, not Unleavened, used
in the Eucharist. 15. 2. 5. Vol. 5.

p. 208. to 212. See Azyma.

Broken in the ''Eucharist. 15. 3.

34. Vol. 5. p. 295. 296.

Day of Bread. A name for the

Lord's Dav. 20. 2. 1. Vol. 7. p. 13.

It. 15. 9. 2. Vol. 5. p. 454.

Bribery censured. 16. 12. 10. Vol. 6. p.

407.

Bridges. The Clergy sometimes exempt
from contributing toward them. 5. 3.

9. Vol. 1. p. 452.

British Church. Its ancient Liberties

and Independency. 2. 18. 2. Vol. 1.

p. 186. It. 9. 1. 11. Vol. 2. p.
273. 274.

Allegations of Schelstrate

against the British Liberties exa-
mined. 9. 1. 12. Vol. 2. p. 275 to

280.

Church not founded by St.

Peter. Ibid. p. 277.

Bishops in the Council of

Aries. 9. 6. 20. Vol. 2. p. 395.

Bromialia. An Heathen Festival con-

demned. 16. 4. 17. Vol. 6. p. 203.
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Brumd and Bnimalia condemned. Ibid.

207.

Burning the Dead not used by Cl)ii.s-

tians. 23. 2. 4. Vol. 7. p. 313.

Buruiiig in Cities not allowed for the

first Three Hundred ^'ears. 23. 1. 2.

Vol. 7. p. 290 to 294.

Nor in Churches for many
ages after. 23. 1. 4. Vol. 7. p.

297 to 300.

First brought into the Atrium

or Chureh-yard, and Torelies and

Porticos of tiie Ciiurch. 8. 3. 8.

Vol. 2. p. 124. It. 23. 1. 6. Vol. 7.

p. 301. 302.

Hereditary Buri/ing Places for-

bidden till the'l'weirth Century. 23.

1. 9. Vol. 7. p. 30(j.

The Care of Christians in

burymg the Dead. 23. 3. 1. Vol. 7.

p. 324. 325.

Christians usually buried by

Day, the lleathens by Xight. 23. 2.

6. Vol. 7. p. 318 to 324.

With Psalmodv. 23. 3. 8.

Vol. 7. p. 333 to 33(j. It 23. 3. 11.

Vol. 7. p. 338. 339.

With Prayers, Communion,
and funeral Oiations. 23. 3. 10. &c.
Vol. 7. p. 337. 338.

Particular Orders of Men,
Copiato' and Parabolani for biiruiiig.

the Dead. 3. 8. 1. Vol. 1. p/299
It. 23. 3. 7. Vol. 7. p. 332.

Penitents employed in burying

the Dead. 18. 2. 11. Vol. 6". p.

547.

What Persons were denied the

Privilege of Christian Burial. 23.

3. 23. Vol. 7. p. 355 to 358. 18.

Vol. 3. p. 32.

Nothing to be demanded for

burying the Dead. 5. 4. 14. Vol. 1.

p. 480. See more in Cemeteries,

Church-yards, Graves, and Funerals.

C

BriiisU Cimrch. 2. 18. 2. Vol. I.

p. I8fi.lt. 9. 1. 11. Vol. 2. p. 274.

Calf. Heathenish Custom of Offering

a(!alfon Xew Year's Dtni ciinsumd,

16. 5. fj. Vol. 6. p. 230. It. 20. 1.

3. Vol. 7. p. 6.

Calculatnres, a sort of Diviners and En-
chanters censured. 16. 5. 6. Vol. 6.

p. 231.

Calculation of Easter. See Cifcle,

Calumny censured. l(). 12. 15. Vol.

6. p. 415.

Campana. The name of a Bell first

used by Bede. 8. 7. 15. Vol. 2. p.

192.

Cancelli. 8. 6. 6. Vol. 2. p. 143.

Candida Casa, Whitern in Scotland the

first Church that was built of Stone.

8. 1. 10. Vol. 2. p. 91.

Candlemns-day not known to the An-
cients. 20."8. 5. Vol. 7. p. 135.

Canon. A name for the Creed. 10. 3.

2. Vol. 3. p. 53.

The Roll or Catalogue of the

Clergy. 1. 5. 10. Vol. 1. p. 37. 38.

Et Indictio Canonica. A Tax
so called, 5.3. 3. Vol. 1. p 441.

Fnimentarius. A Tax so called.

5. 3. 3. Vol. l.p. 442.

Paschalis, 13. 5. 6. Vol. 4. p.

121.

CanoniccE. See Epistoler.

Canonicce. Virgins in the Canon or

lloll of the Church. 7. 4. 1. Vol. 2.

p. 63.

Canonical Hours of Prayer. Their Ori-

ginal. 7. 3. 17. Vol. 2. p. 48. It. 13.

9.8. Vol. 4. p. 246. 247.

Pensions in what Cases allow -

ed. 6. 4. 3. Vol. 1. p. 561.

Scripture. 14. 3. l6. Vol. 5.

p. 68 to 71.

Canouici. The Clergy. 1. 5. 10. Vol. 1.

p. 37.

Equi. A Tax so called. 5. 3.
Ca kh-Leon the Metropolis of tlic 4_ y^]^ j, p_ 445
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Canonici. ipnXTai, or Psa/t« .3. 7. 2.

Vol. 1. p. 297.

Ciinons of the Church to be read to

Men at their Ordiaation. 4. 6. 1.

Vol. 1. p. 391.

-Of the Church to be studied by

the Clergy. 6. 3. 3. Vol. 1. p. 533.

534.

Bishops subject to them. 2.

3. 9. Vol. 1. p. 71.

Bishops liable to be censured

and deposed for neglecting or trans-

gressing them. 17, 5. 35. 36. &c.

Vol. 6. p. 522 to 526.

Canonu7n Ecclesiie universiE Codex. 17.

5. 15. Vol. 6. p. 507,

Contempt of the Canons,

Crime for which the Laity might be

excommunicated and the Clergy

degraded. 16. 9. 5. Vol. 6. p. 338.

It. 17. 5.6. Vol. 6. p. 499.

Canons Regular. Their Original. 7. 2.

9. Vol. 2. p. 20.

Canonical Obedience due from Pres-

byters to Bishops. 2. 3, 2. Vol. 1. p.

61. &c.

Obedience due from Bishops

to their Primates or Metropolitans.

2, 16. 16. 17. &c. Vol. 1. p. 159.

160. 161.

Canopy of the Altar. 8. 6. 18. Vol. 2.

p. 158.

Cantabrarii. A sort of Conjurors. 16. 5.

6. Vol. 6. p. 232.

Cantharus. The Fountain before the

Church. 8. 3. 6. Vol. 2. p. 122.

Capitatio Humana. The Capitation

Tax upon Men for their Slaves. 5. 3.

3. Vol. 1. p. 442.

Terrena. Tax upon Land. Ibid.

Animalium. Tax upon Cattle.

Ibid.

Capitation-t3.K imposed upon the Clergy

for their Ecclesiastical Possessions.

5. 3. 3. Vol. 1. p. 443.

Capitis Cetisus. The Clergy excused

from it. 5.3.2. Vol. 1. p. 439.

The Virgins of the Church

excused from it. 7. 4. 7. Vol. 2. p.

72.

Tria Capita. Payment of Taxes

three times a Year, once every four

Months. 5. 3. 3. Vol. 1. p. 442.

Capitolins. A name of Reproach cast

upon the Catholics by the Novatians,

for receiving such as went to sacrifice

at the Capitol. 1. 2. 13. Vol. 1. p.

18. 19.

Captatm-es. Men that flattered Women
out of their Estates, censured. 16.

12. 15. Vol. 6. p. 417. 418.

Captives, redeemed by selling the Plate

of the Church. 5. 6. 6. Vol. 1. p.

494. 495.

Cardinals. Their Original. 2. 19. 18.

Vol. 1. p. 209.

Cardinales EcclesiiE. Ibid.

Caracalla. A Cassoch. So called from

Antoninns Caracalla who first brought

it into Use among the llomans. 6. 4.

20. Vol. 1. p. 590.

Catacombs and Crypts. 23. 1. 3. Vol.

7. p. 294.

KardXoyoe 'lEpariKOC, or Catalogus

Hieraticiis. The Roll of the Clergy.

1. 5. 10. VoL l.p. 37.

Catec/ietic-schools. 3. 10. 5. Vol. 1.

p. 310.

Catechists, no distinct Order of the

Church. 3. 10. 1. Vol. 1. p. 306.

Readers sometimes made Cate-

chists. 3.10. 2. Vol. 1. p. 307.

Such Catechists not allowed to

teach publicly in the Church. 3. 10.

4. Vol. 1. p. 308.

The Substance of the ancient

Catechism. 10. 1. 6. Vol. 3. p. 8.

9.

Catechumens. Their Age. 10. 1. 4.

VoU 3. p. 5.
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Cutechiutieui, hovv long ilicy continued

in that State. 10. 1. 5. vol. 3. p. 6.

-Their Station in the Church. H.

4. 3. Vol. 2. p. 126,

-Divided into Four Orders. 10.

2.2. Vol. 3. p. 14.

-Their Kxerciscs and Instruction.

10. 2. 6. Vol. 3.
J).

17.

Allowed to read the Scripture.

10. 1. 7. Vol. 3. p. 10.

-And to hear the Sc-ripture and
Sermon in the Church. 10. 2. 3.

Vol. 3. p. 15. It. 13. 1. 2. Vol. 4.

p. 8.

Not allowed to hear or use the

lord's- Prayer until a little before

Baptism. 1. 4. 7. Vol. 1. p. 28. It.

10. 2. 10. Vol. 3. p. 23. See Lord's

Prayer,

-jVot allowed to be present at

any Prayers in the Church, save

only such as were particularly called

Prayers for the Catechumens. 14. 5.

3. Vol. 5. p. 157. 158.

Not allowed to be present at

the Celebration of any JMysterious

Rites. 10. 5. 1. Vol. 3. p. 96.

Nor allowed to hear Discourses

upon the profound JMysteries of Re-
ligion. 1. 4. 8. Vol. 1. p. 29.

Reckoned but imperfect Mem-
bers of theChurcli. 1. 3. 3. Vol. 1.

p. 23.

How punished by the Discipline

of the Church upon offending. 10. 2.

17. Vol. 3. p. 30. 31. 32.

Catechumenorum Missa. 13. 1. 2. Vol.

4. p. 8 to 11.

Sacramentum. 10. 2. l6. \'ol.

3. p. 29.

Catechumenia. The Catechetic Schools.

3.10. 4. Vol.1, p. 309.

The Women's Galleries in the

Church. 8. 5. 7. Vol. 2. p. 136.

Cathedral. I'he Bishop's Church where

his Cathedra or Throne was set. 8. ti.

10. Vol.2, p. 148.

CaZ/ierfra/- Church to be the Place of

the Bishop's constant Residence. 6.

4. 7. Vol. l.p. 568.

Catholic. The Meaning and Antiquity

of tlie Name. 1. 1. 7. \ol. 1. p. 7.

Catholic Church. How its I'nity

maintained. 16. 1. 8. \ ol. 6. p. 36.

Customs of the Cu</ioZic Church
fo be observed. 16. 1. 12. Vol. 6. p.

44. 45.

Churches and Private Oratorios

how distinguished. 8. 1.4. \'ol. 2. p.

81. 82. and 8. 1. 12. Vol. 2. p. 97.

Catliolicus Dia-ceseos. A Civil Officer ;

Ratiuiialis, the Emperor's Receiver

in a Roman Diocese. 9. 1. 12. Vol.

2. p. 279.

Caupoiies. Fraudulent Hucksters cen-

sured. 16. 12. 17. Vol. 6. p. 424.

Cava. A City and Diocese in Italy

tliat had not above Five Hundred
Communicants. 9. 8. Conclusion.

Vol.2, p. 437.

Causa Lucrativa and Onerosa, How
they differ in Law. 5. 3. 11. Vol. 1.

p. 455.

Causes Criminal, The Clergy liable to

be judged for such before the Civil

JMagistrates. 5. 2. 12. ^'ol. 1. p.

435.

Ecclesiastical to be ended in

Ecclesiastical Courts. 5.1.4. Vol.

1. p. 420. It. 17,5. 15. Vol. 6. p.

505.

Pecuniary between Clergymen
and Laymen to be heard in the Civil

Courts. 5. 2. 13. Vol. 1. p. 435.

436.

Ceimeliarches. The same as Charto-

phulax and Custos Archivorum. 3. 13,

3, Vol. 1. p. 323.

Ceimeliarchium. 8. 7,7. Vol.2, p. 177.

Celeusma. The Alleluia why so called.

14. 2. 4. Vol. 5. p. 33.
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Celibacy, not required of the Clergy for

the first Three Hundred Years. 4. 5.

5. Vol. 1. p. 384. 385.

Cells, Private in the Church for People
to read the Scripture in. 8. 5. 8. Vol.
2. p. 136.

Cellulani. Monks so called from their

living in Cells. 7. 2. 14. Vol. 2. p.
27.

Cemetery. A name used in common
for a Church and the Grave of a
Martyr. 8. 1. 9. Vol 2. p. 88. It.

23. 1. 1. Vol. 7. p. 289. 290.

Consecration of Cenieleiies not
vei-y ancient, 23. 2. 1. Vol, 7. p.
308. 309.

Cenones. An Order among the Mmi-
tanists.2. 17. 5. Vol. 1. p. 168.

Censures of the Church. See Discipline.

Census Capitis and Census Agrorum. 5.

3. 2. Vol. 1. p. 439.

Centenarii. Centurions amono- the
Monks. 7.3. 11. Vol. 2. p. 41.

Centenarii. Conjurors and Diviners
censured. 16. 5. 6. Vol. 6. p. 231.

CentesimtE. TJsury at Twelve in the
Hundred, 6. 2. 6. Vol. 1. p. 510.

CephaleotiE. Collectors of the Capita-
tion-Tax. 5. 3. 3. Vol. 1. p. 442.

Cerei, See Lamps.

Ceremonies. No Necessity of their
being the same in all Parts of the
Catholic Church. 16.1. 15. Vol. 6.

p. 50 to 54.

Ceroferarii, not the same with the Acolii-

thists of the ancient Church. 3. 3. 4,

Vol. 1. p. 280.

Cervolo facere. An Heathen Custom
of sacrificing an Hind on New Year's
Daj/ censured. 16. '5. 6. Vol. 6. p.
230. It. 20. 1. 3. Vol. 7. p. 6.

ChalcUei. Astrologers censured. 16. 5.

1. Vol.6, p. 213 to 217.

Chancel. 8. 6. 6. Vol. 2. p. 143.

Chancellors. A Conjecture about their

Original in the Church. 2. 7. 5. Vol.

1. p. 94.

Xot the same with Defensors

in the Primitive Church. 3. 11. 6.

Vol. 1. p. 316.

Character. What meant by indelible

Character of Ordination. l7. 2. 5.

Vol. 6. p. 458, 459.

Indelible of Baptism. 16. 2. 1.

Vol. 6. p. 61. It. 11. 1. r. Vol. 3.

p. 120.

Charisma and Chrisma. Names of
Baptism. 11. 1. 3. Vol. 3. p. 114.
and 11. 1. 10. p. 122.

Chari Dei. A name of Christians. 1.

4. 4. Vol. 1. p. 27.

Charioteers denied Baptism. 11. 5. 7,
Vol. 3. p. 190.

Denied Communion. 16. 4. 10.
Vol. 6. p. 192.

Charity-Schools in Country Churches.
8. 7. 12. Vol. 2. p. 184. 185.

Charms for curing Diseases condemned.
16. 5. 6. Vol.U p. 226.

Jewish Charms. 16. 6. 3. Vol. 6. p.
244 to 249.

Chartophylax. 3. 13. 3. Vol. 1. p. 324.

Cheese, ofTered with Bread in the
Eucharist by Heretics, called Arto-
tyritx. 15. 2. 8. Vol. 5. p. 218.

'K.iijiaZ.ojiivoi. Demoniacs. 3. 4. 6
Vol. 1. p. 286. It. 18. 4. 13. Vol.
6. p. 597.

XtipSSoTog. Tunica municata. 6. 4.
20. Vol. 1. p. 589.

Xupo^tc^ia and XsipoTovia. How they
diflfcr one from another. 4. 6. 11.
A'ol. l.p. 402.

XitpoSrsffia. Confirmation. 12. 1. 1.

Vol. 3. p. 286. 287.

Xnpoffi'ipavTpa. 8, 7. 15. VoJ. 2. n.
191,

*
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Cherubical Hymo. 14. 2. 3. \ ol. 5. p.

31.32.

Children, not to mairy apainstthe Con-
sent of J'aicnts. It). 9.2. Vol. 6. p.
332. 333. It. 22. 2. 4. Vol. 7. p.

226. 227.

Not to become Monks against

the Consent of Parents. 7. 3. 4.

Vol. 2. p. 31. It. 16. 9. 1. Vol. 6.

p. 331. 332.

Not to be made Monks against
their own Consent. 7. 3. 5. Vol. 2.

p. 32.

Dedicate to the Service of the
Church from their Infancy. 3. I. 4.

Aol. 1. p. 272. See Parents.

Fathers not to disinherit their

Children to make the Church their

Heirs. 5. 4. 13. Vol. 1. p. 477.

The Power of Parents over
their Children in Matters of Life and
Death restrained by the Christian
Laws. 16. 9. 1. Vol.6, p. 332.

Chiliarch(t. A Sort of Diviners cen-
sured. 16. 5. 6. Vol. 6. p. 232.

Choreutce. Heretics that kept the Sabbath
a Fast. 20. 3. 5. Vol. 7. p. 48.

Chiromatici) condemned. 16. 5. 2. Vol.
6. p. 418.

Chorepiscopi. Three different Opinions
about their Order. 2. 14. 2. 3. 4.

Vol. l.p. 137. 138. 139.

• Allowed to ordain Presbyters
and Deacons by Licence from the
City Bishop. 2, 14, 6. Vol. 1. p. 140.

To minister Confirmation. 2.

14. 7. Vol. 1. p. 141.

To grant Letters Dimissory.
2. 14. 8. Vol. 1. p. 141.

To vote in Councils. 2. 14. 10.
Vol. l.p. 142.

Their Power not the same in
all Times and Places. 2. 14. 11. Vol.
1. p. 142,

Their Power first struck at by
the Council of Laodiccu. 2. 14. 12.
Vol. 1. p. 143.

Vol. IX.

Fifty Chorepiicopi in St. liasil'i

Diocese. 9. 3. 2. Vol. 2. p. 324.

In Assi/ria. 9.2. 17. Vol.2, p.
316,

How censured for transgress-

ing their Duty. 17. 5. 41. Vol. 6.

p. 527.

Chorus. The Chancel. 8. 6. 5. Vol. 2.

p. 143.

Chrestiaiis, for Christians. 1. 1. 11. Vol.
1 . p. 9.

CfjRisT worshipped together with the

Father and Hoi.v Ghost. 13. 2.

.1. Vol. 4.p. 31.

Christian Rules commended by Hea-
thens. 4. 1. 4. Vol. 1. p. 336. It. 6.

1. 1. Vol. l.p. 496. 497.

Christians, how called before they were
named Christians. 1. 1. 1. Vol. 1. p.
1.1.2.

Heretics not reckoned Chris-

tiavs. 1. 3. 4.V0I. 1. p. 24.

Catechumens only imjSerfect

Christians. 1. 3. 3. Vol. 1. p. 23

Christemporeia. Simony. 4. 3. 14. Vol. 1.

p. 372. 373.

Christophori, A Name given to Chris-

tians. 1. 1. 4. Vol. 1. p. 5.

Chronitce. A name of Reproach cast

upon the Catholics by the Avians. 1.

2. 16. Vol. l.p. 20.

Chrvsiirgyrum. A Tax so called. 5. 3.
6" Vol", l.p. 448 to 4.50.

Churches.

Their several Names. 8. 1. 1.

Vol. 2. p. 76. 77.

Their Original from the Time of

the Apostles. 8. 1. 13. Vol. 2. p.

97.98. 99.

Forty in Rome before the last

Persecution. 8. I. 17. Vol. 2. p.

)04.

D
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Churches. Tlie Difference between

Churches in the first Ages and those

that followed. 8, 2. 1. Vol. 2. p.

108. 109.

Heathen Temples and Jewish Sy-

nagogues turned into Churches. 8. 2.

4. Vol. 2. p. 112 to 116.

Roman Basilicce turned into

Churches. 8. 1. 5. Vol. 2. p. 82. 83.

and 8. 2. 4. Vol. 2. p. 116.

Constantine's Munificence in

building Churches.8. 2. 3. Vol. 2. p.

111.

An Account of Justinian's

Church called, Sancta Sophia. 8. 2.

3. Vol. 2. p. 111. It. 8. 3. 1. Vol,

2. p. 117.

All of Wood in England till

the building of Candida Casa at

Whitern. 8. 2. 1. Vol. 2. p. 109.

— Of different Forms, some oblong
ordromical, some round, some square,

some in the Form of a Cross, or Figure

of an Octagon. 8. 3. 1. Vol.2, p.
118.

Of different Situations, chiefly to

the East, some to the West, North,

and South. 8. 3. 2. Vol. 2. p. 119.

Divided into several Parts, a Nar-
thex, a Nave, and a Bema, or Sanc-
tuary. 8. 3. 3. Vol. 2. p. 120.

Had distinct Apartments for Men,
Women, Virgins, Clergy, Laity, ike.

8. 5. 6. Vol. 2. p. 134.

Had private Cells for Meditating,
Reading the Scripture, &c. 8. 5, 8.
Vol.2, p. 137.

Adorning of Churches.

Adorned with several Gifts of the
People, called Anuthemata, Urv-
7ro)fiaTa, &c. 8. 8, 1, Vol. 2. p,
194. and8. 8.2, Vol,2. p, 19.5,

With Gilding and Mosaic Work.
8. 8. 5. Vol, 2, p, 198.

With Inscriptions. 8. 8, 4. Vol.
2. p. 197.

— With Texts of Scripture written

on the Walls. 8, 5, 9. Vol, 2. p. 138.
It. 8. 8. 3. Vol.2, p. 196.

With Flowers and Branches. 8.

8. 12. Vol, 2. p. 209.

Not with Images or Pictures for

the First Three Hundred Years. 8.

8. 6. Vol. 2. p, 200.

• Pictures of Kings and Bishops,

when first brought into Churches. 8.

8, 8, Vol, 2, p, 204,

Consecration and Dedication of Churches.

The Original of this Practice in

the Fourth Century. 8. 9. 2, Vol. 2.

p. 212. 213. 214,

To be consecrated by the Bishop,

8,9.3 Vol, 2. p. 215,

Not to be built without his leave.

8.9.4. Vol. 2. p, 216.

— No Necessity of a Licence from
Rome for a Bishop to consecrate a

Church.8. 9.7. Vol.2, p. 2 19.

Always dedicated to God, and
not to Saints, though sometimes

named from Saints or their Founders
or other Circumstances in the build-

ing of them. 8, 9. 8. Vol.2, p. 220,

221.

No Church to be consecrated

before it was endowed. 8, 9. 11. Vol,

2. p,223.

Bishops to exact nothing for con-

secrating Churches, 8, 9. 12. Vol. 2.

p. 224.

Dedication ofChurches celebrated

as an Anniversary Festival. 8. 9, 14.

Vol, 2. p. 225. It. 20. 8. 1. Vol. 7.

p. 128,

— Not to be founded for Lucre, 9.

8. 6. Vol. 2. p. 433.

Respect shewn to Churches.

Kings laid down their Crowns,

when they entered the Church. 8,5.

1, Vol, 2, p. 129. It. 8. 10. 8. Vol.

p. 234,
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Churches. No one to carry Arms into ihc

Cliureh. 8. 11. 10. Vol. 2. p. 350.

It. 8. 10. 8,Vol. 2. p. 235.

IVIen usually washed tlu'ir Mamls
at their Entrance into the Cliurch. 8.

10, 5. Vol. 2p. 232.

Some put off their Shoes. 8. 10. 6.

Vol. 2. p. 232.

Bowing toward the Altar at the

Entrance of the Church. 8. 10. 7.

Vol. 2. p. 233.

Doors and Pillars of the Church
and Altar kissed in Token of Love. 8.

10. 9. Vol. 2. p. 235.

Never put to any Prophane
Use. 8. 10. 1. Vol. 2. p. 225. 226.

Banqueting in the Church for-

bidden. 8. 10. 1. Vol. 2. p. 227. It.

8. 11. 12. Vol. 2. p. 251.

What difference made between

Churches and Private Houses. 8. 10.

3. Vol. 2. p. 230.

Used for Private Prayer and
Meditation, 8. 10. 10. Vol. 2. p. 236.

Not to be delivered up to He-
retics. 8. 10. 4. Vol. 2. p. 231.

The safest Kepository for Things

of Value. 8. 10. 12. Vol. 2. p. 238.

Made Aiijlums or Places of

Refuge. 8. 11. 1. Vol. 2. p. 239.

240. See Asylum.

Notitia or Geography of the

Church. See Notitia.

State of the Church conformed
to the State of the Roman Empire. 9.

1.2. Vol. 2. p. 253.

Church- Lands not exempt from Taxes-

5.3.3. Vol. 1. p. 443. 444.

Obliored to such Burdens as

they were tied to before their Dona-
tion. 5. 3. 5. Vol. 1. p. 446.

Church' Revenues. See Revenues.

Church-Yardu See Cemilerits, Buiiati.

Funerals.

People not allowed fo bury in

Church-Yards UU tiie .Sixth Century.
23. 1. 7. Vol. 7. p. 302.

Church- Assemblies. How called toge-

ther before the Use of Bells. 8. 7. 15.

Vol. 2. p. 190. 191.

How far .leus, Heathens and
Heretics might be admitted to Church-
Assemblies. 8. 4. 4, Vol. 2. p. 127.
It. 13. 1. 2. Vol. 4. p. 8. See Missa
Catechumenortim and Sermons.

Church Laws. See Canons.

Church- Discipline. See Discipline.

Ciboriuin. The Canopy of the Altar.

8. 6. 18. Vol. 2. p. 158.

Cili/. The Difference between a City
and a Village. 9. 2. 3. Vol. 2. p.
284.

Circus. The Games thereof censured.

11.5. 7. Vol. 3. p. 190. It. 16.4. 10.

Vol. 6. p. 191.

Clergy,

The Reason of the Name. 1.

5.9. Vol. 1. p. 37.

How distinguished from the

Laity. 1. 5. 4. Vol. 1. p. 32.33.
34.

Elections of the Clergy. See
Elections.

Ordinations of the Clergy. See
Ordinations.

Revenues.

Revenues of the Clergy. See

Discipline of the Clergy. Sec
Disciplitie and Degrading,

Privileges of the Clergy and Iminunitiei.

Obliged to entertain one ano-

D 2
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ther, travelling with Litera: Formatx,

upon necessary Occasions. 5. 1. 1.

and 3. Vol. 1. p. 416. 417 and 419.

Privilege. To give each other the Hono-

rary Privileges of performing Divine

Offices in their Churches. 5. 1.2.

Vol. 1. p. 418.

Not to sue one another, save

only in Ecclesiastical Courts. 5. 1.

4. Vol. 1. p. 420. 421. It. 17. 5.

15. Vol. 6. p. 505 to 507.

Exempt from the ordinary Cog-

nizance of secular Courts in Eccle-

siastical Causes, 5.2. 5. Vol. 1. p.

429.

Exempt also in lesser Criminal

Causes from the same Jurisdiction.

5. 2. 11. Vol. 1. p. 433.

Not exempt in greater Criminal

Causes. 5. 2. 12. Vol. 1. p. 234.

Exempt by the Gothic Laws in

France. 5. 1. 4. Vol. 1. p. 421.

Not exempt by any Divine

Right from Taxes. 5. 3. 1. Vol. 1.

p. 437.

Exempt from Personal Taxes

or Head-money. 5. 3. 2. Vol. 1. p.

438.

Not exempt from Taxes on

Land. 5.3.3. Vol. 1. p. 443.

Exempt from other Taxes,

called Aurum Tironicum, Fqui Cano-

7iici, Chrysargyrum or Lustralis Coi-

latio, Metatum, Superindicta. Angaria

and FaransaricE and Cursus PubUciis,

Denarismus and Descriptio Lucrati-

vorum. 5. 3. 4. &c. Vol. l.p. 445.

Exempt sometimes, not always.

from contributing to Highways and

Bridges. 6. 3. 9. Vol. 1. p. 453.

Exempt from all Civil Personal

Offices. 5. 3. 12. Vol. 1. p. 456.

Exempt from all sordid Offices

both Predial and Personal. 5. 3. 13.

Vol. 1. p. 457.

Exempt for allCurial or Muni-

cipal Offices. 5. 3. 14. Vol. 1. p.

458.

But Clergymen possessed of

Private Estates, not exempt from

such Offices. 5. 3. 15. Vol 1. p.

460.

Laws relatinsc to the Life and

Conversation of the Clergy. 6. 2. 1.

&c. Vol. 1. p. 501. 502.

Laws relating to the Exercise

of the Duties and Offices of their

Function. 6. 3. 1. Vol. 1. p. 528. to

531.

For what Crimes the Clergy

might be degraded. 6. 2. 3. Vol. 1.

p. 505. It. 17. 5. 3. Vol. 6. p.

490.

Not allowed to relinquish their

Station without Leave. 6. 4. 1. Vol.

1. p. 557.558.

Not to remove from one Diccese

to another without Letters Dimissory.

6. 4. 4. VoL l.p. 562. 563.

-Laws againstWandering Clergy.

6.4.5. Vol. l.p. 564.

Obliged to Residence. 6. 4. 7.

Vol. L p. 567. to 569.

Not to have Pluralities or

Office in Two Dioceses. 6. 4. 8. Vol.

1. p. 569 to 571.

Not to take upon them Secular

Employments. 6. 4. 9. Vol. 1 p.

571. 572. It. 17. 5. 11. Vol. 6. p.

501. 502.

Not to beTutors or Guardians.

6. 4. 10. Vol. 1. p. 573.

Not to be Sureties or Pleaders

at Law. 6. 4. 11. Vol. l.p. 574.

The inferior Clergy allowed

sometimes to work at Secular Trades.

6. 4. 12. and 13. Vol. 1. p. 574 to

579.

Not to converse with Jews or

Gentile Philosophers. 6. 4. 14. VOL
1. p. 580.
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Privilege. I^ws relatin" to the Habit ol'

llio Clerjjy, 6. 4. 15. \o\. 1. p.

581.

Not to read Heretical Books,
but upon necessary Occasions. 6. 3.

4. Vol. 1.535 to 538.

— Denying their name and cha-
racter, "to" he deposed. 17.5. 17.

Vol. 6. p. 509.

Deserting tiieir Station, to for-

feit their Estates to the Churcii. 5.

4. 12. Vol. 1. p. 477.

Dying without Ileirs, their Es-
tates to full to the Churtii. 5. 4. 9.

Vol. 1. p. 474.

In some Churches lived ail in

Common. 5. 6. 5. Vol. 1. p. 492.

Voluntary poverty ciiosen by
some of the Clergy. U. 2. 8. Vol. 1.

p. 517.

No Law to compel the Clergy
to part with their temporal Posses-
sions. 6. 2. 9. Vol. 1. p. 518.

Not allowed to grow Rich out
of the Church Revenues. Ibid.

See more in the Contents of Book IV. 5.

6. ]1 . which treat of Matters relating

to the Clergy,

Clerici. A Name for the Inferior Or-
ders of the Clergy. 1. 5. 9. Vol. 1.

p. 37.

Clydnmeni and Clydonizomeni. Ener-
gumens vexed witli evil Spirits. 18.

4. 13. Vol. 6. p. 599. See XeifiaKo-

fiivoi and Hyemantes.

Clinick Baptism. In what cases al-

lowed. 11. 11.5. Vol. 3. p. 275. to

278.

Clinicks, not to be ordained.

Vol. 1. p. 169.

4.3. 11.

Cloaca, The Font. 8. 7. 4. Vol. 2. p.
174.

Cloca. A Bell. 8. 7. 15. Vol. 2. p.

193.

Clothing, promiscuous of Men and Wo-

21

IG. 11. Hi. Vol. 6.men censured,

p. 395. 396.

Cloiiteis of the Church. 8. 3. 5, Vol. 2.

p. 121.

Coadjutors. 2. 13. 4. Vol. 1. p. 135.

Calicola:. A mongrel Sect between
Jews and Christians. 16. 6. 2. \'ol.

6. p. 242.

Ctcmiterui. Burying Places. 8.1.9.
Vol. 2. p. 88. 89. It. 23. 1. 1. Vol.
7. p. 209.

Cwnobitee. A name of Monks.
3. Vol. 2. p. 10.

7. 2.

Cohortales. Apparitors of .Judges, not

to be ordained. 4. 4. 3. \ ol. 1. p.
377.

Coin. Falsifiers of it how punished. 16.

12. 14. Vol. 6. p. 414.

Collects.

191.

Collects. 15. 1. 4. Vol. 5. p.

Collegiati. 16. 5. 6. Vol. 6. p. 232.

Colligere Orationem. See Collects.

Collyridians. 2. 22. 7. Vol. 1. p. 254.

Collobinm. 6. 4. 20. Vol. 1. p. 589.

Comes, sive Lectionarium. The Calendar
of Lessons. 14. 3. 3. Vol. 5. p. 48.

to 53.

Commendationes. Prayers so called. 15.

1. 4. Vol. 5. p. 193. It. 23. 3, 11.

Vol. 7. p. 339.

Commendatorxi Letters given to Stran-

gers. 17. 3. 7. Vol. 6. p. 471. It.

2. 4. 5. Vol. I. p. 77.

Communio Ecclesiastica,

Vol. 6. p. 448.

17. 1. 1.

Lai 15. 5. 1. Vol. 5.

344.It. 17. 2.1. Vol. 6. p. 454.

420.

Pereprina. 5. 1.3. Vol. l.p.

It. 15. 5. 1. Vol. 5. p. 345.

It. 17. 3. 1. &c. per tot. cap. Vol. 6.

p. 466. &c.

Prtrsaiictificatorum, 15. 4. 12.

Vol. 5- p. 328.' to 330. It. 15. 5.
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I. Vol. 5. p. 348. Vid. Missa and

PrcEsanctificata.

Communin. How different Churches

maintained Catholic Communion, one

with another, in Faith, Worship,

Discipline, &c. 16. 1. -8 and 9. 10.

II. \2. 13. Vol.6, p. 36 to 48.

Communion not to be broken for Differ-

ence of Ceremonies in different

Churches. 16. 1. 10. Vol. 6. p. 38.

Ibid. 16. 1. 15.p. 50. to 55.

In both Kinds given to all. 15.

5. 1. Vol. 5. p. 343.

In one Kind only reckoned Sa-

crilege. 16. 6. 27. Vol. 6. p. 283.

Every Lord's-Day, and Twice

or Thrice a Week, and every Day in

some Churches. 15. 9. 1. Vol. 5. p.

451. and 15. 9. 4. p. 456. &c. It.

9. 8. 5. Vol. 2. p.431.

When first reduced to Three

Times a Year. 15. 9. 5. Vol. 5. p.

463.

When to once a Year. 15. 9.

6. Vol. 5. p. 464.

What attempt was made at the

Reformation to restore frequent Com-

munion. 15. 9. 7. Vol. 5. p. 465.

Weekly Communions among the Monks.

7. 3. 17. Vol. 2. p. 52.

Communion- Cup of Glass, Wood, Sil-

ver, &c. 8. 6.21. Vol. 2. p. 162.

Communion- Plate sold to redeem Cap-

tives and relieve the Poor. 5. 6. 6.

Vol. l.p. 493. 494.

Communion- Cloth, 8. 6. 21. Vol. 2. p.

161.

The people allowed to commu-
nicate standing at the Altar. 8. 6.

7. Vol. 2. p. 144.

Conmunicative Life among the Monks

;

how distinguished from the Remm-
ciative Life. 7. 3. 9. Vol. 2. p. 38.

39.

Life among the Clergy. 5. 6.4.

Vol. 1. p. 491.

Community of Goods, as taught by He-
retics, censured. 16. 12. 1. Vol. 6.

p. 397. 398.

Community of Wives censured. 22. 1.

1. Vol. 7. p. 204.

Commutation of Penance allowed. 16.

3. 3. Vol. 6. p. 118.

Competentes. An Order of Catechu-

mens, the immediate candidates of

Baptism. 10. 2. 5. VoL 3. p. 16.

Prayers for the Competentes. 14.

5. 9. Vol. 5. p. 167. 168.

Computation of Easter, See Cycle and
Easter.

Conchula Bematis. 8. 6. 9. Vol. 2. p.

146.

Concilia, Conciliabula, and Conventi-

cit/a, ancient Names of Churches. 8.

1. 7.V0I. 2.p. 84, 85.

Concubinage condemned. 16. 11. 5.

VoL 6. p. 369 to 371.

In what sense allowed. 11.

5. 11. Vol. 3. p. 196. 197. It. 16.

11. 5. Vol.6, p. 371.

They, who marry Concubines,

not to be ordained. 4. 4. 7. Vol. 1.

p. 381.

Confessio, A Church taking its Name
from some Confessor or Martyr. 8.

I. 8. Vol. 2. p. 86.

Confession of Sins, how far required in

Baptism. 11. 7. 14. Vol. 3. p. 237.

Auricular Confession not im-

posed. 15. 8. 6. Vol. 5. p. 424. It.

18. 3. 2. Vol. 6. p. 551 to 556.

Private Confession required in

some Cases. 18. 3. 5. V^ol. 6. p.

562. 563.

at Morning Prayer. 14. 1. 1.

Vol. 5. p. 3.
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Cotffesiion. I'saliu ot Confession. 13.

10. 13. Vol. 4. p. 272.

Confirmation, no Sacrament distinct from

l»aptism. 1-2. 1.4. Vol. 3. p. '291. to

295.

How far necessarj". 12. 3. 7.

Vol. 3. p. 319. 320. 321.

Tlie Office of Bishops. 9. 6.

18. Vol. 2. p. 389. It. 12.2.1. Vol.

3. p. 297.

-Bisliops to cotijirm in Country
Churches. 9. 6. 22. Vol. 2. p. 401,

ministred by Presbyters in

some Cases. 12. 2. 2. Vol, 3. p. 301.

302.

IMinistred immediately after

Baptism. 12. 1.1. Vol. 3. p. 286.

Ministred to Infants. 12. 1. 2,

Vol. 3. p. 288. 289.

Conjurers censured. 16. 5. 7. Vol. 6. p.

235.

Consanguinity. Persons not to marry
within the prohibited Degrees thereof.

22. 2. 3. Vol. 7. p. 224.225. See,

Incest,

Consecration of Churches. See Churches.

Of Water in Baptism made
by Prayer. 11. 10. 1. Vol. 3. p.
260.

Of the Eucharist made by
Prayer. 15. 3. 11. 12. Vol. 5. p.
250.251.

Of the Eucharist, in what sense
allowed to Deacons. 2. 20. 8. Vol.
1. p. 219. to 222.

Of Virgins. 7. 4. 6. Vol. 2. p.

See Virgins68.69

Of Ministers See Ordination.

Consistentes, Co-standers, tiie Fouitli

Order of Penitents. 8. 5. 5. Vol. 2.

p. 133. It. 18. 1. 6. Vol. 6. p.
536.

Consistory of Bisiiop and Presbyters.

2. 19. 8. and 11. Vol. 1. p. 193.
and 198.

Constantine's Munificence in Buihling
Churches. 8. 2. 3. Vol. 2. p. IN.

Conveitticnla. ('hurciies so called. 8.

1.7. Vol.2, p. 84.

Copiata, Officers taking care of Fune-
rals. 3. 8. 1. Vol. 1. p. 299. It.

23. 3. 7. Vol. 7. p. 333.

Corhan. The Treasury of the Church.
5.4. 2. Vol. 1. p. 467.

Cor-Episcopi. A Name of the Arch-
deacon. 2. 21. 10. Vol. 1. p. 245.

Corn, allowed annually to the Clergy
out of the Emperor's Exchequer. 5.

4. 7. Vol. l.p. 473.

Corona Clericalis. 6. 4. 17. Vol. 1. p.
583.

-Fiaieralis. Not used among
Christians. 23. 3. 9. Vol. 7. p. 337.

-Nuptialis. 22. 4. 6. Vol. 7. p.
372. 373.

-Presbyterii, 2. 19. 6. Vol. 1. p.
192.

100.

-Sacerdotalis. 2. 9. 4. Vol. 1. p.

The Form of saluting Bishops,

per Coronain. Ibid.

Virginuin. 7. 4. 6. Vol. 2. p.

70.

Coronoc Oblationum. The Communion-
Loaves. 15. 2. 6. Vol. 5. p. 213.

Coronati. Clergymen. 3. II. 4. Vol.

l.p. 314.

Heathen Idolaters wearing
Garlands. How censured. 16. 4. 8.

Vol. 6. p. 188.

Coronati Dies. 8. 5. 1. Vol. 2. p. 129.

Corporal Punishment of the Inferior

Clergy and Monks instead of Ex-
communication. 7. 3. 12. Vol. 2. p.
43. It. 16. 3. 11. Vol. 6. p. 165.
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It. 17. 4. 12. Vol, 6. p. 485. to 487.

Corpm-alion-Men not to be ordained. 4.

4. 3. Vol. l.p. 377.

Cousin-Germans allowed to many one
with another. 16. 11. 4. Vol. 6. p.
366. to 369. It. 22. 2. 3. Vol. 7.

p. 225.

CoyetoHsness, how censured. 16. 14. 3.

Vol. 6. p. 446.

Court. Bishops not to appear at Court
without the Emperor's leave. 6. 4,

7. Vol. 1. p. 568.

Councils, See Synods.

Creature. No Worship paid to tlie

Creature in the ancient Church. 13.

3. l.Vol. 4. p. 63. to 66.

Swearing by the Creatures cen-
sured. 16. 7. 6. Vol. 6. p. 315. It.

6. 2. 10. Vol. 1. p. 521.

Creed. The Rule of Faith. 16. 1. 1.

Vol. 6. p. 4.

Chiefly used in Baptism. 10.

4. 17. Vol. 3. p. 90.

— When first the Creed was taken
in to be a Part of the daily Liturgy.

14.2.8. Vol. 5. p. 38. It. 15. 3.

26. Vol. 5. p. 285. It. 10. 4. 17.

Vol. 3. p. 91.

Every Bishop had Power to

frame his own Creed, keeping to the

Analogy of the common Faith. 2, 6.

2. Vol. l.p. 85.

Why called Symbolum, Canon,
liegula Fidei, Mathema, ypatpr], &c.
10. 3. 1. and 2. 3. 4. Vol. 3. p. 50.
to 55.

Collection of the ancient Creeds.

10.4. l.Vol. 3. p. 65.

Origin of the Apostles' Creed.
10. 3. 5. Vol. 3. p. 55, &c.

3. p. 85.

Nicene Creed. 10. 4. 14. Vol.

Athanasian-Crced. 10. 4. 18.
Vol. 3. p. 93.

Criniti Fratres. Monks with long hair

censured. 7. 3. 6. Vol. 2. p. 33.

Crimen and Peccatmn. How distin-

guished by St. Austin. 6. 1.3. Vol.

1. p. 505. It. 16. 3. 14. Vol. 6. p.
164.

Criminal Causes of the Clergy in great

Matters, brought before the Civil

Magistrate. 5. 2. 12. Vol. l.p. 434.

Cronus. The Name of a Jewish Tem-
ple. 16. 6. 3. Vol. 6. p. 248.

Cross. Sign of the Cross used in making
Catechumens, 10. 1. 3. Vol. 3. p. 5.

— Also frequently in the Rites of

Baptism. 11. 9. 4. Vol. 3. p. 255.
and 11. 10. 3. Vol. 3. p. 263. 264.

Hands lift up in the Form of

a Cross in Prayer. 13. 8. 10. Vol. 4.

p. 219. 220.

Sign of the Cross used inthe Con-
secration of the Eucharist. 15. 3. 7.

Vol. 5. p. 242.

And in the Ordination of Pres-

byters. 2. 19. 17. Vol. 1. p. 207. It.

4. 6. 12. Vol. l.p. 403.

Crosses of Wood worn by some
INIonks out of Ignorance and Super-
stition. 7. 3. 6. Vol. 2. p. 35.

— When first set upon the Altar.

8.6. 20. Vol. 2. p. 160.

Cubicula. Cells for Reading the Bible

,

&c. in the Church. 8. 5. 8 Vol 2. p
137.

Cuculli. Monks' Cowls. 7. 3. 6. Vol.
2. p. 34.

Cucumellum. A Silver Flaggon. 8. 6.

21. Vol. 2. p. 163.

Culdees, 7. 3, 14. Vol. 2. p. 45.

Cup, in thejCommunion, given to all per-
sons. 15. 5. 1. Vol. 5. p. 342. See
Communion in one and both Kinds.

Cups of Glass, Wood, Silver, &c. 8, 6.

21. Vol. 2. p. 162.
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Curial OflRoes not imjwscd upon the

Cleiyy. 6. J. 14. \ ol. 1. j). 4Jlt.

Curiales, not to be ordained. 4. 4. 4.

Vol. l.p. 377.

Not to become Monks. 7. 3. 1.

Vol. 2. p. 28.

Curia: trudi. What kind of Punishment.
17. 2.8. Vol. 6. p. 4(52.

Cursores Ecclesicc. 8. 7. 15. Vol. 2. p.
190.

Cursns Ecclesiasticus. The Form of

Divine Service. 13. 1. 7. Vol. 4. p.
18.

Cursus Piiblicus. 5. 3. 10. Vol. 1. p.

453.

Cursuales Eqni. Ibid.

Customs of the Universal Church to be
received by all. IG. 1. 12. Vol. 6.

p. 44. 45.

Of every Particular Church to

be submitted to by all its Members.
16. 1. G. Vol.6, p. 25.

Custodes EcclesitE. 3. 13. 2. Vol. 1. p.

322.

Custodes Locorum Sanctorum. Ibid.

Cristas Archivorum. 3. 13. 3. Vol. 1. p.

324.

Circle of Easter. 20. 5. 4. A'ol. 7. p.
"79.

Cyprus. Its ancient Liberties and Inde-
"pendency. 2. 18. 2. Vol. 1. p. 185.

It. 9. 2. 10. Vol. 2. p. 308.

D

AAIMONIZOMENOI. Demoniacs. 3.

4.6. Vol. l.p. 286.

Dalmatica. 6. 4. 20. Vol. 1. p. 589.
It. 13. 8. 2. Vol. 4. p. 208.

Dancing. Lascivious Dancing censured.

16. ll. 15. Vol. 6. p. 393.

Deacons. One of the Sacred Orders of

the Church. 2. 20. 1. Vol. 1. p. 212.
213.

VOL. IX.

In what sense called PricBts

by Optiitiis. 2. 1!». 15. \Ol. 1. p.

203. It. 2. 20. 1. Vol. 1. p. 213.

Commonly dislin^^uislied from

Priests and Presbyturs by tiie Naino
ot vTTiinirai, Ministri and Levilu: 2.

20. 2. Vol. 1. p. 214.

Form of Ordaining Deacons.
2. 20. 3. Vol. 1. p. 215.

To take Care of the Utensils of

the Altar. 2. 20. 4. Vol. 1. p. 216.

To recite the names of such as

made Oblations at the Altar. 2. 20.

5. Vol. 1. p. 216.217. It. 15. 2. 4.

Vol. 5. p. 206.

To read the Gospel. 2. 20. 6.

Vol. 1. p. 217. It. 14. 3. 4. Vol. 5.

p. 53.

In what sense to offer the

Bread and \\'ine in the Eucharist. 2.

20.7. Vol. l.p. 218.

• Not to consecrate the Eucharist,

nor minister it to a Presbyter. 2. 20.

7 and 8. Vol. 1. p. 219. 220.

Allowed to baptize. 2. 20. 9.

Vol. 1. p. 222.

•To bid Prayers in the Church,
and direct the People in all solemn
Offices. 2. 20. 10. Vol. l.p. 223 to

225. It. 15. 1. 2. and 3. Vol. 5. p.
181 to 190. It.* 15. 3. 5. A'ol, 5.

p. 240. and 15. 3. 30. Vol. 5. p.
283. It. 15. 6. 1. Vol. 5. p. 389.

To dismiss the People with

thesoleranForm of AVords, airoXveff-

Bt kv iioTfvij, Gain Peace. 15. 6.

4. Vol. 5. p. 391.

To preach in the Absence of

Presbyters. 2. 20. 11. Vol. 1. p.
225. It. 14. 4. 1. and 2. Vol. 5. p.
78. 79.

Allowed to suspend the Infe-

rior Clergy, and to absolve Peni-

tents in Cases of Necessity. 2. 20. 12.

Vol. l.p. 226. It. 19.3. 3. Vol. 6.

p. 640.
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Deacons. To sit as Representatives of

Bishops in General Councils. 2. 20.

13. Vol. 1. p. 227.

And to vote in some Provincial

Councils. Ibid. p. 228.

Performed all the Offices of

the Inferior Orders before the Rise

of those Orders in the Church. 2. 20.

15. Vol. l.p. 229.

The Doorkeepers in the Time of

the Oblation. 2. 20. 15, Vol. l.p.

230.

The Number of Seven Deacons
always retained in the Church of

Rome- 2. 20. 19. Vol. 1. p. 233.

To correct the Misdemeanours
of the People. 2. 20. 14. Vol. 1. p.

228.

And to inform the Bishop of

them. 2.20. 17. Vol. l.p. 231.

The Bishop's eyes, Mouth,

Angels, ficc. 2. 20. 18. Vol. l.p.

232.

The Bishop's Sub-Almoners. 2.

20. 16. Vol. l.p. 231.

Not to be ordained before the

Age of Twenty-five years. 2. 20.

20. Vol. 1. p. 234.

Not to sit in the Presence of a

Presbyter without his Leave. 2. 20.

21. Vol. 1. p. 233.

Deaconesses, of Apostolical Institution

under the names of SiaKOvoi, Trpsa-

(ivTideg, Vidua and Ministric. 2. 22,

1. Vol. 1. p. 247,

To be chosen outof the Widows
or Virgins of the Church, 2, 22. 2.

Vol. 1, p. 248.

To be Forty, Fifty, or Sixty

Years of Age. 2. 22. 4. Vol. 1. p.

250.

To be the Wives of one Man.
2. 22. 5. Vol. l.p. 250. 251.

How ordained. 2. 22. 6. Vol.

1. |). 2»1 to 253.

To assist at the Baptism of

Women. 2. 22. 8. Vol. 1. p, 8,

Not to baptize or perform any

Office of the Priesthood. 2, 22, 7,

Vol 1, p. 254. It. 11. 4. 1. Vol.

3. p. 150. It. 14. 4. 5. Vol. 5. p.

91. 92.

To catechize the Women-Ca-
techumens. 2. 22. 9. Vol. 1. p. 256.

To visit the Sick, and Prisons,

and attend the Women's Gate in

the Church. 2. 22. 10. Vol. 1. p.

256.

How and when the Order

came to be extinct. 2. 22. 14. Vol.

1. p, 258,

Dead. The Relicks of the Dead not to

be kept above Ground, but to be

buried. 23. 4, 8, Vol. 7, p. 368.

Their Relicks not to be wor-

shipped. 23. 4. 9. Vol. 10. p. 369
^to 372.

Not to be baptized, nor

others for them. 11. 4. 3. Vol.

3. p. 152.

Of baptizing for the Dead. 11.

4. 4. Vol.3, p. 153. 155,

Kiss of Peace not to be given

to the Dead. 23, 3. 14. Vol. 7. p.

344.

Eucharist not to be given to

the Dead. 15. 4, 19. Vol, 5, p, 338,

It. 23,3, 14, Vol, 7, p, 344,

Prayer for the Dead. 15. 3,

15, Vol, 5. p. 261 to 267. It 23,

3. 13, Vol 7. p. 341 to 344.

The Dead; how excommuni-

cated. 16. 3. 12, Vol. 6. p. 156.

How Absolution was given

after Death. 19. 2, 11, Vol. 6. p.

635, 636,

Deans in Cathedral Churches much of

the same Nature with the old Archi-

jyrenhyteri. 2. 19. 18. Vol. 1. p. 209.
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Debtors. Public Debtors denied llie

henetil of Sanctuary, ti. II. 4. \ ol.

2. p. -244.

Refusal of paying just Debts

censured as Theft. IG. 12. G. Vol.

6. p. 402.

Decani. Officers set over every Ten
Monks. 7.3: 11. Vol. 2. p. 41.

Copiattc. Officers attending Fu-
nerals, 3. 8. 3. Vol. 1. p. 300. 301.

Decanorum Coqyiis. Rlilit.u;, ( dlicers

belonging to the Emperor's Fabce.
Ibid.

Decanica. Prisons belonging to the

Church. 8. 7. 9. Vol. 2. p. 179.

Decimce. Tribute paid to the Emperor.
5. 5. 3. Vol. 1. p. 486.

Decumani. Tax-gatherers. Ibid. p.

486.

Decuriones. Common-Council IMen not

to be ordained. 4. 4. 4. \'ol. 1, p.
277.

Dedication of Churches. 8. 9. 2. Vol.

2. p. 212. See more in Churches.

Defensores. Lawyers. Their E.xtortion

censured. 16. 12. 12. Vol. 6. p.
410.

Pauperum. 3. 11. 2. Vol. 1.

311.

312.
Ecclesitt. 3. 11. 3. Vol. 1. p.

Defensors; both Clergymen and Lay-
men. 3. 11. 4. Vol. 1. p. 314.

Not originally invested with
any Spiritual Power over the Clergy.
3. 11.3. Vol. 1. p. 313.

^Marriages sometimes made be-
fore the Defensors. 22. 4. 2. Vol. 7.

p. 268 and 22, 3. 10. p. 260.

Degradation, and Excommunication
sometimes botli inflicted on Delin-
quent Clergymen, 6. 2. 2. Vol. 1.

,.. G04. It. 17. 1. 4. Vol. G. p.

451 and 17. 1. G. p. 453.

Sometimes only Partial from

an higher Order to a lower. 17. 4.2.

Vol. 6. p. 477.

Total ; for what Crimes in-

flicted. 6. 2. 3. Vol, 1. p. 505. It.

17. 5. 3. Vol. 6. p. 490.

Clerks after Total Degradation

seldom restored by Penance to their

Orders. 17. 5. 4. Vol. 6. p. 495.

Demoniacs. See Energumens.

Denarismus. A Tax so called. 5. 3

.

11. Vol. l.p. 455.

Denarius. The OfTering of a Penny ;

when first brought into the Eucha-
ristical Oblation. 15. 2. 5. Vol. 5.

p. 211.

Dendrophori. A sort of Heathen Con-
jurers. 16. 5.6. Vol.6, p. 232.

Descriptio Animaritm. A Tax so cal-

led. 5. 3. 3. Vol. l.p. 442.

Lucrativorum^ A Tax so cal-

led. 5. 3.11. Vol. l.p. 455.

Deserters. Of the Clerical Life ; how
punished. 3. 1.5. Vol. 1. p. 273.

Of the Clerical Life ; to forfeit

their Estates to the Church. 5. 4. 12.

Vol. 1. p. 477. and 6. 4. 1. p. 557.

Of Religion. See Apostates.

Detraction ; how censured in the Clergy.

6. 2. 10. Vol. 1. p. 521. 522.

How censured in the Laity.

16. 13. 3. Vol. 6. p. 437.

Aiiapif^in). The Font. 8. 7. 4. Vol.
2. p. 174.

AtfiKoroi. Deaconesses. 2. 22. 1. Vol.
l.p. 247.

Diaconissa. A Deacon's Wife. 2. 22.
15. Vol. l.p. 259.

Diapsalma. 14. 1. 12. Vol. 5. p. 16.

Dice, Forbidden to the Clergy. 17, 5
24. Vol.6, p. 515.
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DiJumarii. 16. 5. 6. Vol. 6. p. 232.

Digamists ; excluded from Ordination.

4. 5. 1. Vol. l.p. 382.

What Digamists excluded

from Communion. 15. 4. 18. Vol. 5.

p. 337.

Dimissory Letters, granted by the

Bishop. 2. 4. 5. Vol. 1. p. 77.

Letters granted by the Chore-

piscopi. 2. 14. 8. Vol. 1. p. 141

Letters necessary for the Clergy

removing from one IJiocese to ano-

ther. 16. 4. 4. Vol. 1. p. 562. It.

17.5. 12. Vol. 6. p. 503 ; and 17. 5.

40. Vol. 6. p. 52G.

Dinothus, Abbot of Bangor. His fa-

mous Defence of the Liberties of the

Britannic Church against Austin the

Monk. 2. 18. 2. Vol. l.p. 186. It.

9. 1. 11. Vol. 2. p. 273.

Diocesan Episcopacy, proved from the

ancient Canons. 9. 6. 2. Vol. 2. p.

399.

DicEcesana Ecclesia, put for Parish-

Church. 8. 1. 12. Vol. 2. p. 96.

It. 9. 8. 1. Vol. 2. p. 423.

Diocese, taken for a Patriarchal District.

9.1. 12. Vol. 2. p. 279.

When first applied to Episcopal

Sees. 9. 2. 2. Vol. 2. p. 282.

St. Austin's Diocese Forty Miles

long. 9. 2. 5. Vol. 2. p. 286.

Theodoret's Diocese had Four

hundred Parishes in it. 9. 2. 14.

VoL 2. p. 312.

Several Cities in one Diocese.

9. 4. 1. Vol. 2. p. 342.

St. Basil's Diocese had fifty

Chorepiscopi in it. 9. 3. 2. Vol. 2.

p. 324.

In what sense the whole World
but one Diocese. 2. 5. 2. Vol. 1. p.

82.

No Clerk to leave his own Di-

ocese without Licence from his Bishop.

6. 4. 4. Vol. 1. p. 562. It. 17. 5.

12. Vol. 6. p. 503. and 526.

Dioceses anciently called Parochict, 9.

2. 1. Vol. 2. p. 281.

The Thirteen !of the Roman
Empire. 9. 1. 5. Vol. 2. p. 255 to

257.

Majores, In the Council of ^>to.

explained. 9. 1. 12. Vol. 2. p. 278.

Conformed to the Limits of a

Roman City. 9. 2. 3. Vol. 3. p.

284.

Not generally so large in Na-
tions of the first Conversion, as in the

middle Ages of the Church. 9. 2. 4.

Vol. 2. p. 285.

Large Dioceses to be divided

9. 6. 16. Vol.2, p. 387.

Not to be divided without

Leave from the Primate. 17. 5. 37.

Vol. 6. p. 524.

Four Hundred Dioceses in Asia

Minor. 9. 3. 1. Vol. 2. p. 321.

Three Hundred Dioceses in

Italy. 9. 5. 1. Vol. 2. p. 352. &c.

In Italy confined to the Walls

of small Cities. 9. 8. Conclus. Vol.

2. p. 435.

No Clerk to hold Benefices in

two Dioceses. 6. 4. 8. Vol. 1. p. 569.

570. See Pluralities.

Dipping, used in Baptism. 11. 11. 4.

Vol. 3. p. 273.

Thrice. 11. 11. 6. Vol. 3. p.

278.

Diptxfchs. An Account of them. 15.

3." 17. Vol. 5. p. 274. It. 16. 3. 12.

Vol. 6. p. 156.

Read in the Amhon of the

Church. 8. 5. 4. Vol. 2. p. 132.

Erasing a Man's Name out of

the Diptychs, the same as Excommu-
nication after Death. 16. 3. 12.

Vol. 6. p. 157.
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Diptvchs. Restoring a Man's Name to

tlie Diptiicli!, tlie same as Absolution

after Death. 19. 2. 11. Vol. 6. p.

637.

Discipline o( tlic Cliurcli, a mere Spirit-

ual power. \G. 2. 3. Vol. 6. p. 63.

Sometimes assisted by the Sec-

ular Power. Ibid. p. 63. 64. It. 17.

2. 7. Vol. 6. p. 461.

Yet never so far as to proceed
to slicdding of Bh)od. 16. 2. 4. Vol.

6. p. 69. &c. It. 2. 4. 4. Vol. l.p. 76.

Infring'es no man's Natural or

Civil Rights, or the Rlagist rate's

Power. 16. 2. 5. Vol. 6. p. 77. It.

2. 4. 4. Vol. 1. p. 75.

But consists in Admonition,
Suspension, Excommunication, ice.

16. 2. 6. Vol. 6. p. 79.

Corporal Punishment a part of

Discipline lor Inferiors and Minors.

7. 3. 12. Vol. 2. p. 42. It. 16. 3.

11. Vol. 6. p. 155. It. 17. 4. 12.

Vol. 6. p. 485.

Of the Clergy, how different

from that of the Laity. 17.1.1.&C.
Vol. 6. p. 448.

Chiefly managed by the Bishop.

19. 3. 3. Vol. 6. p. 640.

— Bishops liable to be deposed

for Neglect of Discipline. 17. 5. 36.

Vol. 6. p. 523.

. See Excommunication, Anathe-

ma, Suspension, Degrading, Commu-
nio Laica, and Com/nttnio Feregrina,

Diseases, not to be cured by Charms, Amu-
lets, Phylacteries, Ligatures, 6cc. 16.

5. 6. Vol. 6. p. 226 to 232.

Dismembring the Body, censured as a

lower Degree of Murder. 16. 10. 7.

Vol. 6. p. 346.

——— It unqualifies INIen for Orders.

4. 3. 9. Vol. 1. p. 367.

Divalis Lex, and Constitutiones Divales.

The Emperor's I-Micts. 8. 1. 3. Vol.

2. p. 79.

Divination, and the several Kinds of it

censured. 16. 5. 1. Vol. (i. p. 213.
to 217.

Divining, by Dreams censured. 16. 6.

4. Vol. 6. p. 222.

Divinitii of CiinrsT. A Sermon on

the Sense of the primitive Churcli

concerning it, in Opposition to I'ho-

tinianism, Arianism, Sabellianism,

and Tiitheism. \'ol. B. from p. 337
to 361.

Divisio Mens^tra. The Monthly Di-

vidend of the Clergy. 5. 4. 3. Vol.

1. p. 468.

Divorce. Lawful in Case of Fornication.

22.5. 1. Vol. 7. p. 278.

Allowed for other Crimes by

the Civil Law. 22. 5. 3. \o\. 7. p.

284.

Whether a person might marry

after a lawful Divorce. 22. 2. 12.

Vol. 7. p. 234.

Marrying after unlawful Di-

vorce how censured. 16. 11. 6.

Vol. 6. p. 371 to 376.

They, who marry Women di-

vorced, not to be ordained. 4. 4. 7.

Vol. l.p. 381.

They, who divorce themselves

from their Wives, not to be ordained.

4. 5.4. Vol. l.p. 388.

Doctor Audientium. The Catechist. 3.

10. 2. Vol. 1. p. 307.

Dogma. An ancient Name for the

Christian Religion. 1.1.9. Vol. 1.

p. 8.

AoKo^'irpai. They, who use Fraud in

Measure, censured. 16. 12. 17. Vol.

6. p. 420. to 423,

Dolus malus. 16. 12. 14. Vol. 6. p.

413.

Dome. The Name of a Church. 8. 1.

2. Vol. 2. p. 78.

Dominica Nova. Dominica in Albii.
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The Sunday after Easter. 20. 5. 12.

Vol. 7. p. 93. 94.

Dominicim. Its several Significations.

8. 1.2. Vol. 2. p. 77.

Domus Dicina. The Emperor's Pa-

lace. 5. 3. 9. Vol. 7. p. 453.

Divina, Domtis Dei, and Do-
mui Ecclesi(e. How they differed.

8. 1. 3. Vol. 2. p. 79. 80.

ColumbcE. The Church. 8. 1.

2. Vol. 2. p. 79.

Dmaria. 8. 8. 1. Vol. 2. p. 195.

Doorheepers. Their Order instituted in

the Third Century. 3. 6. 1. Vol. 1.

p. 293.

Deaconesses to be Doorkeepers

at the Women's Gate. 2. 22. 12.

Vol. l.p. 257.

AiUpov. A Name of Baptism. 11. 1.

10. Vol. 3. p. 121.

Dotalia Tnstrumenta. Dowry Instru-

ments, how far necessary to a legal

Marriage. 22. 3. 7. and 9. Vol. 7,

p. 254. to 258. It. 11. 5. 11.

Vol. 3. p. 196.

Golden Doves. Of what use in the

Church. 8. 6. 19. Vol. 2. p. 158.

159. It. 15. 4. 11. Vol. 5. p. 327.

DoTologiss. An Account of them.

2. 1. Vol. 5. p. 24.

14.

To the whole Trinity. 13.2.

1. Vol. 4. p. 30. 31. &e. It. 15. 3.

24. Vol. 5. p. 283.

Doxologia Major, viz. Gloria in eicelsis.

ike. 14. 2.2. Vol. 5. p. 29. 30.

Minor, viz. Gloria, Patri, Fi-

lio, &c. 14.2. 1. Vol. 5. p. 24 to

29.

Dreams. Divination made upon them
censured. 16. 5. 4.'5Vol. 6. p. 222.
223. 224.

Dromical Figure of Churches. 8. 3. 1

Vol. 2. p. 117.

D ting Its. Drungariiis. 7.3. 2].\'ol.

,-2. p. 58.

Drunkenness, a Crime for which the

Clergy might be degraded. 6. 2. 5.

Vol. 1. p. 508.

And the Laity excommuni-

cated. 16. 11. 13. Vol. 6. p. 389.

390.

Ducenarii.6. 4. 9. Vol. 1. p. 572.

Duinb Persons ; allowed to be baptized

in some Cases. 11. 5. 2. Vol. 3. p.

179.

Persons; admitted to Penance

and Absol-'+ion in the same Circum-

stances. Ibid.

Duumvirate. The Office of Heathen

City Magistrates, not to be taken by

a Christian because of the Idolatry

that attended it. 16. 4. 9. Vol. 6. p.

189. 190.

E

East. Praying toward the East. 13.

8. 15. Vol. 4. p. 226 to 229.

Turning to the East in the

Covenant of Baptism. 11. 7. 4. Vol.

3. p. 222.223.

Churches built to the East. 8.

3. 2. Vol. 2. p. 119.

Etwfer-Festival how observed. 20. 5. 6.

Vol. 7. p. 85.

Easter, a solemn Time of Baptism. II.

6. 7. Vol. 3. p. 206.

Time of Easter to be calculated

by the Metropolitans. 2. 16. 21.

Vol. 1. p. 163.

Differences about the Time of

keeping Easter. 20. 5. 4. Vol. 7. p.

79. 80. 6cc. See Pasc/^a/-Festival.

Ecclesia and 'EKK\7]aiart]piov. The
Difference between them. 8. 1. 1.

Vol. 2. p. 76.

Matrix and Diocesana how dis-

tinguished. 8. 1. 12. Vol. 2. p. 95.

96.

Ecclesiastics. In what sense that name
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given to all Christians. I. 1. b. Vol.

1.
i>.

8.

Kcclesiuitical Causes, not to be tried in

secular Courts. 5. 2. 5. Vol. 1. \>.

429.

'Eyya-rpt/ti'Oci. 1 (i. 5. 4. \ ol. li. p. 222.

'E»raro)'r(i()\ai. A Sort of Diviners

censured. 1(5. 5. ti. \ ol. G. p. 2ol.

232.

'EnTdroTiii. Usury at twelve in the

Hundred condemned. 6. 2. 6. \ ol.

l.p. 510. 511.

'EKiiKot. Defeiisors-3. 11. 5. Vol. l.p
315.

'EKK1|pvTrt^v. Excommunicarc. 16. 2.

8. Vol. b". p. 82.

'EKKXfjCTifK^iKoi. Defensors. 3. 11.5.

Vol. 1. p. 315.

'T.kXsktui. a Name given to Christians

in general. 1. 1. 1. Vol. 1. p. 1.

and 2.

'

EkXektojv tKKiKroTfpoi. A Name of

the Primitive Ascetics. 7. 1. 6. Vol.

2. p. 9.

'EKrvTrwuara. Symbolical Representa-

tions hung up in Churches. 8. 8. 2.

Vol. 2. p. 195.

Elceseuns. Heretics, who altered the

Form of 15aptism. 11. 3. 6. Vol. 3.

p. 142,

Electi. A Particular Order of Cate-

chumens. 10. 2. 5. Vol. 3. p. 16.

Electio)is, of the Clergy made various

Ways. 4. 1. 1. Vol. 1. p. 329 to

336.

By Lots, by Revelation, by

Suffrage, &c. Ibid.

Of Bishops made by the joint

Consent of the Provincial Bishops,

Metropolitan, Clergy, and People.

4.2.2. Vol. l.p. 339. It. 17. 5.3.
Vol. 6. p. 490. 491.

By the Bishop's choosing three

one out ol them. 4. 2. 17. \'ol. I.

p. 353.

By the Bishops and Optimatcs,

excluding the Inferior People. 4. 2.

18. Vol. 1. p. 354.

By the Emperors alone. 4. 2.

16. Vol. 1. p. 353

How Elections came to be de-

volved upon Patrons and Princes. 4.

2. 19. Vol. l.p. 355.

Electors of the Clergy to testify upon

oath for their Qualifications. 4. 3.

2. Vol. 1. p. 358.

Also to testify upon Oath, that

they chose them freely without any

Siuioniacal Contract. 4. 3. 14. Vol.

1. p. 373. See iiimuny.

Embalming the Dead, much used by

Christians. 23. 2. 5. Vol. 7. p. 316.

Chiefly by the Egyptians in

their Guhbara:. or Mummies. 23. 4. 8.

Vol. 7. p. 367. 368.

'E^jSnrjjc. The Fountain before the

Church. 8. 3. 6. Vol.2, p. 122.

Ember-Weeks their Original. 4. 6. 6.

Vol. 1. p. 397. It. 21. 2. 1. Vol.7,

p. 186.

'H^toXtai. Usury at Fifty fer Cent

condemned. 6. 2. 6. Vol, 1. p. 511.

Emperors' Birthdays observed as Festi-

vals. 21. 1.4. Vol. 7. p. 6.

Throne in the Church. 8. 5.

and leaving the People to choose

10. Vol. 2. p. 140.

Emperors. Not allowed to sit within the

Rails of the Altar. Ibid.

Put off their Arms and Crown
at their Entrance into the Church.

8. 5. l.Vol.2. p. 129.

Encania. Dedication of Churches ob-

served as an annual Festival. 8. 9.

14. Vol. 2. p. 225. It 20. 8. 1. Vol.

7. p. 128.

Energiimens. Persons possessed with an
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evil Spirit, not to be ordained. 4. 4.

7. Vol. 1. p. 381. It. 17. 5. 3.

Vol. 6. p. 493.

Capable of Baptism. 11. 5. 4.

Vol. 3. p. 184.

Capable of the Eucharist. 15.

4. 16. Vol. 5. p. 335.

Prayers for the Energumens.

14. 5. 7. Vol. 5. p. 164.

Their Exorcism and Station in

the Church.3.4.6. 7.and8. Vol. 1.

p. 285 to 288. It. 8. 4. 3. Vol. 2.

p. 126.

Enthronisticiis Sermo. 2. 11. 10. Vol. 1.

p. 123.

Enthronistica: Epistolts. 2. 11. 10. Vol.

I.p.l23.

'EvOaaiaffTal. Diviners censured. 16.

5. 4. Vol. 6. p. 224.

Envy, how censured. 16. 14. 1. Vol. 6.

p. 443. 444.

'Eoprai GfcrfTrrm. 8. 5. 1. Vol. 2. p.

129.

Ephphata. 10. 2. 13. Vol. 3. p. 26.

'ETTiKXjjffie, and Trpo(!(l>wvi](ng. Invo-

cation and Biddins^ Prayer, how they

differed. 2. 20. 10. Vol. 1. p. 224.

It. 15. 1. 3. and 4. Vol. 5. p. 185

to 195.

Epiphany-Iestivz.\, 20. 4. 8. Vol. 7. p.

66.

Epiphany. A solemn Time of Baptism

in some Churches. 11. 6. 7. Vol. 3.

p. 206. &c. It 20. 4. 8. Vol. 7. p.

66.

Episcopa. A Bishop's Wife. 2. 22. 15.

Vol. l.p. 259.

Episcopacy, proved from ancient Ca-

nons. 9. 6. 20. Vol. 2. p. 399.

See Bishops.

A Model for settling a primitive

Diocesan Episcopacy in all Protes-

tant Churches. 9. 8. Conchis. Vol. 2.

p. 435 to 439.

Episcopus Epi$coporum. 2. 2.8. Vol. 1.

p. 56.

Episcopi Monachi. A Corruption in

Bede for, Ipsi Monachi. 7. 3. 14.

Vol. 2. p. 46.

Epistola Canonic<E. 2. 4. 5. Vol. 1. p.

77.

Clericie. 3. 2. 3. Vol. 1. p.

276.

Commendatori(e.2.i.5. Vol. 1.

p. 77.

Communicatorim, or KOivcuvtfca

ffvyypajifiaTa. Ibid. It. 2. 11. 10.

Vol. 1. p. 123.

ConcessoriiB 6. 4. 4. Vol. 1. p.

563.

Dimissorire, airoXwnicat. 2.

4. 5. Vol. 1. p. 77. It. 6. 4. 4. Vol.

1. p. 563. It. 17. 5. 12. Vol. 6. p.

503.

Ecclesiastics. 2. 4.9. Vol. 1. p.

77.

Enthronislic<t. 2. 11. 10, Vol.

1. p. 122.

Formats. 2. 4. 5. Vol. 1. p.

77. It. 5. 1.3. Vol. l.p. 419.

PaciJk(C. Ibid. p. 77.

Sacm. 2. 16. 17. Vol. 1. p-

161.

Synodicie. Ibid. It. 2. 11. 10.

Vol. 1. p. 123. It. 2. 16. 17. Vol. 1.

p. 161.

Systatics. 5. 1. 3. A^ol. l.p.

419. and 6. 4. 4. Vol. 1. p. 563.

• TractoritE. 2. 16. 17. Vol. 1.

p. 161.

Equi Canonici. An Imperial Ta.\ so

called. 5. 3. 4. Vol. l.p. 445.

Cursuales. 5. 3. 10. Vol. 1. p.

454.

'E^o^toj/. Viaticum. A name of Bap-
tism. 11. 1. 10. Vol. 3. p. 122.

mir
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'E0o<Ji()»'. i'iatiruni. A name for the

hMchnrist. 15. 1. V. \o\. 5. j). ;}2;i.

It. Iti. 4. 3. \ol. (I.J). 579. 580.

'E<p{<fiviov 'I'lie response made in tl»c

close of a X'erse iu I'salmotly. 14. 1.

12. Vol. 5 p. 16.

Espousals. The Difference between

Espousals and IMarriage. 22. 3. 1.

Vol. 7. p. -^45.

The Planner and Ceremonies

observed in Kspousals. 22. 3. 3.

Vol. 7. p. 248. to 255.

Ethiopick Cliurc'li. The Custom of

putting ofi" tiic Shoes at going into

Churcii still observed in the Ethiopic

Churches. 8. 10. 6. Vol. 2. p. 232.

Eucharist not to be consecrated by Dea-

cons. 2.20.8. Vol. l.p. 220.

Nor to be given by a Deacon to

a Presbyter, but only to tlie People.

2.20. 7. Vol. I. p. 219.

Consecrated in Common Bread.

not in Unleavened Wafers. 15.2. 5.

Vol.5, p. 208 to 212.

Consecrated in Wine mixed

with Water. 15. 2. 7. Vol. 5. p.

2l4to217.

Consecrated by prayer. 15. 3.

12. Vol. 5. p. 251 kc.

Consecrated with an audible

Voice, for the People to hear and

say, Amen. 15. 3. 33. Vol. 5. p.

293. 294.

Given to the People in both

Kinds. 15. 5. 1. Vol. 5. p. 342 to

350.

Not the Bread dipped in \Vine,

but separately. 15.5.2. Vol. 5. p.

350 to 353.

Given into the Hands of the

People. 15. 5. 6. Vol. 5. p. 377.

Given with a Form of Words
to which the People said, Amen. 15.

5.8. Vol. 5. p. 382.

Given to ihu J^nergumcns. 15.

4. 16. Vol. 5. p. 335.

Given to Infants. 12. 1. 3. \ ol.

3. p. 290. It. 15. 4. 7. Vol. 5. p.

313 &c. It. 15. 7. 4. Vol. 5. p.

398.

Given to the Sick and Absent.

15. 4.9. Vol. 5. p. 323. 324.

Consecrated sometimes in

Private Houses for the 8ick. 15. 4.

10. Vol. 5. p. 325. 326.

Reserved in the Church for

the Sick. 15. 4. 11. Vol. 5. p. 327.

It. 8. 6. 19. Vol. 2. p. 159.

Sometimes reserved by Private

Persons. 15. 4. 13. Vol. 5. p. 330.

331.

Not given to the Dead, nor

buried with them. 15. 4, 10. and

20. Vol. 5. p. 338. 339- It. 23.

3. 14. Vol. 7. p. 344.

Given to Dogs by Dotiatists,

whose Profanation was remarkably

punished. 8. 10. 2. Vol. 2. p. 229.

It. 16. 6. 26. Vol. 6. p. 280.

Not used for Canonical Purga-

tion, as later Ages called it. 15. 5.

9. Vol. 5. p. 384. 385.

How abused by Novation and

others. Ibid.

VOL. IX.

Received fasting. 15. 7. 8.

Vol. 5. p. 404.

Not worshipped with Divine

Adoration. 15. 5. 5. Vol. 5. p. 370.

Remains of the Eucharist either burnt

or given to Children. 15. 7. 4 and 5.

Vol. 5. p. 398. 399. 400.

The Eucharist reckoned an Absolution.

19. 1. 3. Vol. 6. p. 607. to 610.

'EvxapiTia opGpivi). The Morning

Thanksgiving. 13. 10.7. Vol. 4. p. 263.

'Ei'KTJjptoi oIkoj. Churches or Ora-

tories. 8. 1.4. Vol. 2, p. 81.

Euchites. Heretics maintaining that

G
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JMen ought to do nothing but pray.

11.2. 5. Vol. 3. p. 129.

Eulogim, 15. 4. 3. Vol. 5. p. 300. and

16. 4. 8. Vol. 5. p. 322.

Jewish FAilogia; not to be reteived. 16.

6. 3. Vol. 6. p. 344.

Eunuchs incapable of Ordination, 4.

3. 9. Vol. l.p.366. 367.

'Evx>) TTiriiiv. Why the Lord's-Prayer

so called. 1.4.7. Vol. 1. p. 28. It.

13. 7. 9. Vol. 4. p. 204.

The Communion-Service. 13.

1. 9. Vol. 4. p. 22.

'Evxtj Karrix^f^'iVMv. The Ante-
Communion-Service at which the

Catechumens might be present. 13.

1. 9. Vol. 5. p. 22. See Misssa

Catechumenorum.

Ewx') ^"i ai()>TTr]Q. Silent- Prayer. 15.

1. 1. Vol. 5. p. 175. &c.

Ei/;^j) Bia npoacpuJVijtTsoJC, see Bidd'mg-

Prayer. 16. 1. 2. Vol. 5. p. 184.

Evening-Prayer. 13. 11. 1. Vol. 4. p.

276.

Evening Hynin.l3.ll. 5. Vol. 4, p. 279.
280.

Eunomians changed the Form of Bap-
tism, and baptized with the Heels

upward, 11.3. 10. Vol. 3. p. 146.

It. 11. 11.4. Vol. 3. p. 273. 274.

Examination of Persons to be ordained.

4. 3. 1. Vol. l.p.357.

Exarchs of the Provinces. The same
as Primates or Metropolitans. 2. 16.

5. Vol. 1, p. 151.

Of a Diocese the same as Pa-
triarchs. 2. 17. 2. Vol. 1. p. 166.

Exceptores. Notaries. 3. 13. 5. Vol.

l.p.325.

Exchequer. Allowance made to the

Clergy out of it. 5. 4. 7. Vol. l.p.

473.

Excommunicatio Minor. Suspension

from the Communion, 16. 2.7. Vol.

6. p. 80.

Major. Anathema. 16. 2. 8.

Vol. 6. p. 82.

Excommunication, ipso Facto. 16. 3. 10.

Vol. 6. p. 150.

Managed sometimes by Presby-

ters, 7. 3. 12. Vol. 2. p. 42.

Sometimes by Deacons, 2. 20.

12. Vol. l.p. 227.

After Death how inflicted. 6.

4. 10. Vol. 1. p. 573. It. 16. 3.

12. Vol. 6. p. 156.

Notified to other Churches.

16. 2. 9. Vol. 6. p. 85.

Of innocent Persons dangerous

to the Excommunicator, 16. 3. 7.

and 8. Vol. 6. p. 144. and 147.

Not to be pronounced against

any without previous Admonition,
Evidence oftwo Witnesses, and those

not Heretics, &c. 16. 3. 9. and 10.

Vol. 6. p. 149. to 154.

Forborn sometimes for the

Good of the Church. 16. 3. 6. Vol.

6. p. 133. to 144.

Not ordinarily inflicted on

Children and Minors. 16. 3. 11.

Vol.6, p. 154. 155.

Not inflicted for small Offen-

ces. 16. 3. 13. Vol. 6. p. 158. 159.

Nor for Pecuniary Matters

and mere Temporal Causes. 16, 3.

15. Vol. 6. p. 170. 171. 172.

Nor for Sins only in Design

and intention. 16. 3. 17. Vol. 6. p.

174. See Discipline.

Excommunicated Persons avoided in

civil Commerce. 16. 2. 11. Vol. 6.

p. 91.

Their Oblations not to be receiv-

ed. 15. 2. 2. Vol. 5.p. 200. It.l6.

2. 13. Vol. 6. p. 98.

Denied the Privileges of Chris-

tian Burial. 16.2. 11. Vol. 6. p. 92.

93. It. 23. 3. 23. Vol. 7. p. 358.
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Not to be absolved hut in tlieir

own Cliurcb. Id. 2. lU. \ ol. (i. p.

80.

Excommunicated Persons not to be Evi-

dence against Bishops. 5. 1.5. \'ol.

l.p. 423.

Exedra. The Reading-Dcsk. 8. 5. 4.

Vol. 2. p. 132.

The Place of the Altar. 8. 6.

9. Vol. 2. p. 146.

Exednc. All the outer Buildings of

the Church. 8. 7. 1. Vol. 2. p. 170.

Exemption of the Clergy from Taxes

and Civil Offices. See Clergy.

Exomologesis not the same as Auricular

Confession. 18. 3. 1. Vol. 6. p. 548.

549.

'E^ofio\oyi)aeto(; -J^aXfibc. The Peni-

tential Psalm or Psalm of Confes-

sion. 13. 10. 13. Vol. 4. p. 271.

272.

Exorcism of the Catechumens. 10. 2. 8.

Vol. 3. p. 19. 20.

Forms of Exorcism. 3. 4. 5.

Vol. 1. p. 285.

Exorcists at first no peculiar Order of

the Clergy. 3. 4. 1. Vol. 1. p. 281.

Made an Order in the Third

Century. 3. 4. 4. Vol. l.p. 284.

Form of Ordaining Exorcists.

3. 4. 5. Vol. 1. p. 285.

In what sense every Man his

own Exorcist. 3. 4. 3. \'ol. 1. p.

283.

'EKnievnuivoi. 2. 7. 2. Vol. 1. p.

91.

Exposing of Infants reputed Murder.
16.10. 11. Vol.6, p. 351. 352.

Face. Malefactors not to be branded

in the Face. 16. 10. 7. Vol. 6. p.

347.

Failli, Profession of, according to the

Articles of the Creed rerjuircd in

Baptism. 11. 7. 8. Vol. 3. p. 22u.

229. 230.

What Faith required in Persons

to be ordgiined. 4. 3. 2. V^ol. 1. p.

357. 358.

Unity of Faith fundamental to

llie Being of the Church. Hi. 1. 1.

\ol. 6. p. l.to. 9.

Unity of Faith how maintained

in the Culholic C'hurch without one

visible Head. 16. 1.8. and 9. Vol.

6. p. 36. 37. It. 10. 1. 14. Vol. 6.

p. 48. 49. See Unity.

The Rule of Faith. 16. 1. 1.

Vol. 6. p. 4. It. 10. 3. 2. Vol.

3. p. 53. See Creed.

Fanatici. Diviners censured. 16. 5.

4. Vol, 6. p. 224.

Fans. Of what use in the Church.

15. 3. 6. Vol. 5. p. 240. 241. See

piitiSta.

Fast. Lent-Fast. See Lent.

2. 8. Vol.Kogalion-Fast. 21

192.

Fasting-Days appointed by

Bishops in their own Churches. 2.

6. 4. Vol. l.p. 87.

Fastings of the Monks voluntaiy, not

imposed. 7. 3. 16. Vol. 2. p. 48.

Fasting forbidden on the Lord's-day.

16. 8. 3. Vol. 6. p. 327. It. 20. 2.

5. Vol. 7. p. 30.

Forbidden also in the Fifty

Days of Pentecost. 20. 6. 3. Vol. 7.

p. 98.
,

Fasts of die Four Seasons. 21. 2. 1.

Vol.7, p. 186.

Of Ember-Weeks. 21. 2. 7.

Vol. 7. p. 191.

Of Wednesdays and Fridays.

21. 3. 1. Vol.7, p. 194.

Occusionut Fasts, 21. 3. 5.

Vol. 7. p. 201.
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Falliers. A name given to Bishops.

2.2. 7. Vol. I. p. 54.

To Abbots also. 7, .3. 11. Vol.

2. p. 42.

The People called Fathers from

their Concern in the Election of

Bishops. 4. 2. 9. Vol. 1. p. 346.

Feasts of Charity at the Communion.
15. 7. 6. 7. and 8. Vol. 5. p. 401.

402. 403.

Why forbidden. 8. 10. 1. Vol.

2. p. 226. It. 15. 7. 9. Vol. 5. p.

408. 409.

At the Graves of the Dead.
23. 3. 16. and 17. Vol. 7. p. 346.

347.

At the Graves of the IMartyrs

how abused. 20. 7. 10. Vol. 7. p.

118. 119. 120.

On the Anniversary-Days of

the Dedication of Churches. 8. 9.

14. Vol. 2. p. 225. It. 20. 8. 1.

Vol. 7. p. 128.

Fencing-Masters censured as Murder-
ers. 16. 10. 13. Vol.6, p. 354.

FeriiB ^stivx aud Autumnales. 20. 1.

2. Vol. 7. p. 2. 3. 4.

Ferix Quarta and Sextos Jejunium. See
Fasts

Fermentiim. The Eucharist so named
from the Use of Leavened aud Com-
mon Bread. 15. 2. 5. Vol. 5. p.
210.

Ferulee. Why one Part of the Church
so called. 8. 4. 2. Vol. 2. p. 126.

Festival of all Martyrs in general. 20.

7. 14. Vol. 7. p. 126. &c.

Festivals Civil and Ecclesiastical. The
Account of both. 20. 1.1. Vol. 7.

p. 1.

Of Martyrs how observed. 1 3.

9. 5. Vol. 4. p. 241. 242. It. 20.

7, 5. Vol. 7. p. 109.110.

Observed upon the Anniver-

sary Day of Bishops' Ordinations.

20. 8. 2. Vol. 7. p. 129. 130. 4. 6.

15. Vol. l.p. 404.

In Memory of any great Deli-

verance. 20. 8. 3. Vol. 7. p. 133.

Fideles. Believers baptized, or Com-
municants. Their Privileges above

Catechumens. 1. 4. 5. Vol, 1. p.

27.

Fidelium Oratio. The Lord's-Prayer.

1. 4. 7. Vol. 1. p. 28. It. 10. 5.

9. Vol. 3. p. 106. 107. It. 13. 7.

9. Vol. 4. p. 203.

Fidelium Missa. The Communion-

Service. 13. 1. 3. Vol. 4. p. 12.

It 15. 1.1. Vol.5, p. 175.

First-Fruits. The Oblation of them

and their Onginal. 5. 5. 4. Vol. 1

.

p. 487.

Of the Gentile Converts or-

dained for the Ministry. 4. 1. 2.

Vol. 1. p. 331.

Flagellantes. Monks, exercising them-

selves with voluntary whipping, con-

demned. 7. 3. 12. Vol. 2. p. 43.

Flagellum Monachorum. Whipping of

Monks and the Inferior Clergy for

some Crimes allowed. Ibid. Et. 16.

3. 11. Vol. 6. p. 155.

Flamines. Christians taking upon them
the Office of Heathen Priests censu-

red. 16. 4. 8. Vol. 6. p. 187.

Flattery how punished. 16. 12. 15.

Vol.6, p. 417. 418.

Flentes. The Weepers or Mourners,

the lowest Rank of Penitents. 18.1.

3. Vol. 6. p. 532.

Flesh. Superstitious Abstinence from

it censured. 17. 5. 19. Vol. 6. p.

510.

Flowers strewed upon the Graves of the

Dead. 23. 3. 20. Vol. 7. p. 352.

Font^ anciently separate from the

Church. 8. 4. 5. Vol. 2, p. 127.
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How Fonti aiul baptisteries

differed. 8. 7. 4. Vol. '2. p. 173.

174.

Forgerij how runished. It). 12. 14.

Vol". 6. p. 413. 414.

Forehead. See Face not to be branded.

Bishops to grant Formatie to

all others. 2. 3. 5. Vol. 1. p. 77

Clerj^ymen not to travt.1 willv-

out tlicir Formata:. 5. 1. 3. \ol. 1.

p. 419.

Forms of Prayer. Their Antiquity

proved. 13. 5. l.Vol. 4. p. 96. 97.

98.

Of Exorcising. 3. 4. 5. Vol.

• In Traffic censured. 16. 12. 17.

\ ol. (). p. 420. to 426.

Frediani. 16. 5. 6. Vol. 6. p. 232,

Fnig,(ttitii of the Clergy. 6. 2. 8. Vol.

l.p.-OlS.

Frumenthis ordained Bishop of India

at Alexandria. 4. 2. 13. Vol. 1. p.

351.

Funeral Eobes. 23. 3. 4. Vol. 7. p.

327. 328.

Funerals. The Account of llicni. 23.

3. 1.2. and 3. Vol.7, p. 324. 325.

Ordered by the Copiata: and

l.p. 285.

Form of Ordaining Presbyters. 2. 19.

17. Vol. 1. p. 206. 207. 208.

Of Baptism not to be changed.

11.3. 1. Vol.S.p. 133. 134. It. 17.

5. 9. Vol. 6. p. 500.

Every Bishop had Power to

make Forms of Prayer for his own

Church. 2. 6. 2. Vol. 1. p- 85.

Formata: Liter<c. 2. 4. 5. Vol. l.p. 77.

Bishops to take Formats from

the Metropolitan when they travel.

2. 16. 10. \^ol. l.p. 162.

Fornication taught by many Heretics as

lawful. 22. 1. 1. Vol. 7. p. 203. 204.

How punished. 16. 11. 1.

Vol. 6. p. 360.

Fossarii. 3. 8. 1.. Vol. 1. p. 229.

Fountains at the Entrance of Churches.

8. 3. 6, Vol. 2. p. 122.

France. Churches of France not an-

ciently subject to the Bishop of

Rome. 9. 1. 11. Vol. 2. p. 271.273.

Fraud and Forgery how punished. 16.

12. 14. Vol. 6. p. 414.

In Trust censured. 16. 12. 16.

Varaboiuni, officers appointed for that

Purpose. 23. 3. 7. Vol. 7. p. 332.

It. 3.8. 4. Vol. 1. p. 301.

Psalmody at. 23. 3. 8. Vol.

7. p. 333.

See more in Burying the Dead.

G.

GAnnAn.T.. Egyptian Mummies. 23.

4. 8. Vol. 7. p. 367.

Galileans. A Name of Reproach cast

upon Christians. 1. 2. 2. Vol. 1. p.

11.

Game/tiers denied Baptism. 11. 5. 7.

Vol. 3. p. 190.

Gaming censured. 16. 12. 20. Vol. 6.

p, 430.431. 482.

A Crime for which the Clergy

Vol. 0. p. 419.

were degraded. 6. 2. 5. Vol. 1. p.

508. It 17. 5. 24. Vol. 6. p. 514.

Gates. Beautiful and Royal Gates of

the Church. 8. 5. 1. Vol. 2. p. 129.

Holy Gates of the Chancel. 8.

6.8. Vol. 2. p. 145

Ga::ophylacium of the Church. 8. 7.

11. Vol. 2. p. 181.

Genethlia. Birth-Days. See Nalales

and Birth-Daus.
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Genethiiaci. Astrologers or Calcula-

tors of Nativities censured. 16. 5. 1.

Vol. 6. p. 216.

Genius of the Emperors not to be sworn
by. 16.7. 7.Val. 6. p. 317.

Genuflectentes. An order of Catechu-

mens. 10. 2. 4. Vol. 3. p. 15.

Also an Order of Penitents.

18 1.5. Vol. 6. p. 535.

Ghost, Holy worshipped with the

Father and Son. 13.2. 4. Vol. 4.

p. 55. to 62.

Sin against the Holy Ghost
how censured. 16. 7. 3. Vol. 6. p.

294. to 308.

Gilding of Churches. 8. 8. 5. Vol. 2.

p. 198.

Gladiators rejected from Baptism. 11.

5. 7. Vol. 3. p. 190.

Rejected from Communion.
16. 4. 10. Vol. 6, p. 191.

Gloria Patri, &c. 14, 1.8. Vol. 5. p. 10.
It. 14. 2. 1. Vol. 5. p. 24. to 29.

Gloria in excelsis. 14. 2. 2. Vol. 5. p.
29.30. It. 15. 3. 31. Vol. 5. p.
291. 292.

Glory be to thee, Lord, said

after reading the Gospel. 14. 3. 10.

Vol. 5. p. 59. 60.

Gnostici. Why Christians anciently

so called. 1. 1. 3. Vol. 1. p. 3.

Gnostic heretics condemned Marriage
and practised abominable Impuri-
ties. 22, 1, 3. Vol. 7. p. 206.

TovvKkivovTiQ. See Genuflectentes.

Gospel and Epistle. 14. 3. 5. Vol. 5.

p. 55.

People stood up at the Reading
of the Gospel. 14, 3. 10. Vol. 5.

p. 59.

Laid upon the Head of Bi-

Lights at the Readings of the

Gospel. 14. 3. 11. Vol. 5. p. 61.

Swearing by the Gospels when
first used. 16. 7. 7. Vol. 6. p. 320.

rpa<pi^ and Fpcififia. Names of the

Creed. 10, 3, 4. Vol. 3. p. 54.

Graves reckoned sacred by all Nations.

23, 2. 2. Vol. 7, p. 309. 313.

How adorned by Heathens and
Christians. 23. 2. 3, Vol. 7, p. 310,

311.312.

Robbers of Graves how pun-
ished. 23,4. 1. Vol. 7, p. 359.

Robbing of Graves accounted

Sacrilege. 16. 6.24, Vol, 6,p, 277,

Greeks. A name of Reproach cast

upon Christians. 1. 2. 4. Vol, 1. p,
12,

Greeting- House. 8. 7. 8. Vol. 2. p. 178.

Guardians of Orphans not to be or-

dained till their Office expired. 4.

4. 5. Vol. l.p. 380.

Clergymen not to be made

shops at their Ordination. 2. 11.8.
Vol. l.p. 121.

Guardians. 6. 4. 10. Vol. l.p, 573.

Not to marry Orphans in their

Minority. 22. 2. 10. Vol. 7. p. 233.

Gyrovagi. A Sort of Rambling Monks
'condemned. 7. 2. 12. Vol. 2. p. 23.

H.

HABrTs used in Divine Service. 13. 8.

2. Vol. 4. p. 205. &c.

Habits of the Clergy, 6, 4. 15. Vol. 1.

p, 481.

To be decent. 17. 5. 23. Vol.

6. p. 513.

How far the Habit of the Cler-

gy distinguished them from Laymen\
6, 4, 18. Vol. l.p. 584.

Of Monks. 7. 3. 6. Vol. 2, p.

33. 34, 35.

Promiscuous Habits of Men
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and Women forbidden. IG. 11. Hi.

Vol. 6. p. 395. 39«.

Ilaredipeta: 16. 12. 15. Vol. 6. p.

418.

Hair cut off 01 di.slievellcd in tlic Exer-

cise of Penance. 18. 2. 3. \'ol. 6.

p. 541. &c.

Untied in marriage. 22. 4. 5.

\ol. 7. p. 271.

Long Hair censured in the

Clergy. 6. 4. 15. Vol. l.p. 581.

Hands, Joining of. A Ceremony used

in Espousals and in Marriages. 22.

3. 6. Vol. 7. p. 253. It. 22. 4. 4.

Vol. 7. p. 270.

Harioli. Soothsayers censured. 16. 5.

4. Vol. 6. p. 223.

Harlots. Keepers of them censured.

16. 11. 10. Vol. 6. p. 383. 384. 385.

Hawks and Hounds not to be kept by

the Clergy. 17. 5. 24. Vol. 6. p.

614.

Head uncovered in Divine W^orship.

13.8.9. Vol. 4. p. 218.219.

No Necessity of a Visible Head

to maintain the Unity of the Catholic

Church. 16. 1. 14. Vol. 6. p. 48.

49. 50.

Of the Church a Title given to

the Bishop of Constant ino})le. 2. 17.

21. Vol. l.p. 183.

Heareis. An Order of Catechumens.

10.2. 3. Vol. 3. p. 15.

An Order of Penitents. 18. 1.

4. Vol. 6. p. 534.

Their Station in the Church.

8. 4. 3. Vol. 2. p 126.

Heathen Temples. See Temples.

Heathens allowed to hear Sermons in

the Church. 8. 4. 4. Vol. 2. p. 127.

Attesting the E.\cellency of

How far the study of Heathen

Books permitted to the Clergy. 6. 3.

4. ^ol. 1. p. 535.

Hebdomas Magiui. Tlie Week before

Easter how observed. 21. 1. 24.

Vol.7, p. 172. 173.

Hembomadarii. 7. 3. 17. Vol. 2. p. 52.

Hegumenia. 7. 2. 14. Vol. 2. p. 27.

Uemiphorium. 6. 4. 20. Vol. 1. p. 589.

and 591.

Henry Vlli. His Design to augment

the Number of Bisiiops in Kngland.

9. 8. Conclus. Vol. 2. p. 436.

Heresiarchs more severely treated than

their Followers. 16. 6. 18. Vol. 6.

p. 270.

Heretical Baptism makes Men incapa-

ble of Ordination. 4. 3. 12. Vol. 1.

. p. 370.

Heretical Conventicles given to the

Church. 5.4. 11. Vol. l.p. 476.

Books to be burned. 16. 2. 14.

A'ol. 6. p. 99.

How far the study of Heretical

Books allowed to the Clergy. 6. 3.

4. Vol. 1. p 535.

Heretics not accounted Christians. 1.

3. 4. Voh 1. p. 24.

. Civil Punishments inflicted on

Heretics. 16. 6. 6. Vol. 6. p. 252.

253. 254.

Ecclesiastical Punishments

16. 6. 6. Vol.

the Christian Kules. 6. 1. 1. Vol. 1.

p. 496. 497.

inflicted on Heretics.

. 6. p. 255. 256.

Rlarriages not to be made vrith

Heretics. 16. 2. 14. A'ol. 6. p. 99.

It. 22. 2. 1. Vol. 7. p. 215 to 222.

Not to be communicated with

6. 3. 11. Vol. 1. p. 556.

-r— Persons ordained by heretics

to be re.ordained. 4. 7. 8. \'ol. 1.

p. 412.

Not to be Evidence against

Bishops. 5. 1.5. Vol. 1. p. 423.
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— Not to have Benefit of Sanctuary.

8.11. 6. Vol. 2. p. 245.

Clergy turning Heretics to be

degraded, and never admitted again

but only to Lay-Communion. 6. 3.

11. Vol. l.p. 555.

Heretics allowed sometimes to hear

Sermons in the Church. 8. 4. 4.

Vol, 2. p. 127. It. 13. 1. 2. Vol.

4. p. 18. It. 16. 6. 8. Vol. 6. p.

258.

What makes a formal Heretic.

16.6. 21. Vol. 6. p. 272.

What required of Heretics in

order to Absolution. 19. 2. 9. Vol.

6. p. 632. 633.

Hermeneutx. Interpreters. 3. 13. 4.

Vol. 1. p. 324.

Hermians. Heretics rejecting Baptism.

11. 2.3. Vol. 3. p. 126.

Hesychasta:. A Sort of Monks. 7. 2.

14. Vol. 2. p. 25.

Hexapla and Tetrapla. 14. 3. 17.

Vol. 5. p. 72.

Hierarchy and upixy/isvoi. Names pe-

culiar to the superior Clergy. 3. 1.

6. Vol. 1. p. 273.

Jlighways and Bridges. The Clergy

sometimes exempt from contributing

to them. 5. 3. 9. Vol. 1. p. 452.

Hind. Offering an Hind on New
Year's Day censured. 16. 5. 6. Vol.

6. p. 23. It. 20. 1.8. Vol. 7. p. 6.

Histopedes. A Name given to the Eu-
nomians from their baptizing with

the Heels upward. 11. 11. 4. Vol.

3. p 275.

HoLV Ghost worshipped with the

Father and Son. 13. 2. 4. Vol. 4.

p. 55. to 62.

Sin against the Holy Ghost.
16. 7. 3. Vol. 6. p. 294. to 309.

Form. " Receive the Holy
Ghost." not in any ancient Rituals

of Ordination. 2. 19. 17. Vol. 1. p.

208.

Holu, Holy, Hnlij Hymn. 14. 2, 3.

Vol. 5. p. 30. 31. 32.

Abuse of Holy Things how
punished with Divine Judgments.

8. 10. 2. Vol. 2. p. 229. It. 16. 6.

26. Vol. 6. p. 280.

Holy Water, Its original. 8. 3. 7.

Vol. 2. p. 123.

Homilies. A Name of Sermons. 14. 4.

1. Vol. 5. p. 76.

Read in the Church. 2. 20.

11. Vol. l.p.%5. It 14. 4. 22.

Vol 5. p. 132. 133.

Homoousians. 1. 2. 13. Vol. 1. p. 19.

Honey and Milk offered at the Altar.

15. 2. 3. Vol. 5. p. 204. See Milk.

Honores and Munera Sordida how dis-

tinguished. 5. 3. 12. Vol. 1. p. 456.

Honor Cathedrtp. A Pension paid to

Bishops at their Visitations. 9. 8.

6. Vol. 2. p. 432.

Horse-Racing censured. 16. 4. 10. Vol.

6. p. 192.

Hosanna. 2. 9. 3. Vol. 1. p. 99. It.

14. 2. 15. Vol. 5. p. 36.

Hospitality of the Clergy. 6. 2. 7. Vol.

l.p. 514.

No Hospitality to entertain the

Rich. 6.2.8. Vol. l.p. 515.

Host-Worship unknown to the Ancient

Church. 15. 5. 5. Vol. 5. p. 370. to

376.

Hucksters how punished. 16. 12. 17.

Vol. 6. p. 424.

Husband of one Wife. The meaning
of it. 4.5. 1. Vol. l.p. 381. See

Digamists.

Women not to marry in the

Absence of their Husbands. 22. 2.

9. Vol. 7. p. 232..
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Twelve Monllis after tlio Death
of their Huibaiidi. 22. 2. 8. Vol. 7.

J),
-iui.

Iliiy Ishlild. See Abbot of lilt If.

IlydroparasiiiUc. Heretics that conse-
crated the Kucharist in Water only.

15. 2. 7. Vol. 5. p. 214.

Iliiemantes. Dem(iiiiars.3. 4. 6. Vol. 1.

"p. 286. It. 18. 4. 13. Vol. 6, p.
597 to 600.

Hijmiis. An Account of the ancient
Hymns and Doxologies. 14. 2, 1. &
2. Vol.5, p. 24 to 30.

Hi/mnus Cheruhicus. Trisagion,

14.2. 3^ Vol. 5. p. 30. 31.32.

Monitifr-Humn. 13. 9. 9& 10.

& 13. 10. 1.^6c2. 6c 13. 10.9. Vol.

4. p. 251 to 254. & p. 257 to 259.
& 264. 265.

—— Evemng-IIijmn. 13. 11. 5.

Vol.4, p. 279 to "^281.

Uymn of Thanksgiving after

Supper. 7. 3. 17. Vol. 2. p. 51

Hvpapante, Candlemas-Day. 20. 8. 5.

Vol.7, p. 135.

Hypopsalma. 14. I. 12. Vol. 5. p. 16.

Hvpsistarians. 16. 6. 2. Vol. 6. p.

242.

I

'lAIQTAI. Laymen. 1. 5.6. Vol. 1. p.
35.

Idleness censured. 16. 12. 19. Vol. 6.

p. 428 to 430.

Idolaters of several kinds how punished.
16. 4. 4. Vol. 6. p. 179.

Idolatry to worship any creature. 13.
3. 1. Vol. 4. p. 63.

Encouragers and Connivers at
Idolatrt) how censured. 16. 4. 19
Vol. 6. p. 208. 6cc.

Idol-Festivah not to be observed. 16. 4.
17. Vol. 6. p. 202.

VOL. IX.

When a Man may bo present

at an Idol-Sacrifice, 16. 4. 15. Vol.

6. p. 198. 199.

Huildcrs or Adorncrs ol Idol-

Temples and Altars censured. IG. 4.

12. Vol.6 p. 195.

Idol-makers censured. 18. 4. 11. Vol. 6,

p. 192.

Sellers of Frankincense and
things offered to Idols how censured.

16. 4. 13. Vol. 6. p. 196.

Idolothijta. Eating Tilings offered to

Idols. 16. 4. 14. Vol. 6. p. 197.

198.

Idols or Idol-Temples not to be demo-
lished without Authority. 16. 4. 19.

Vol.6, p. 211.

Jejunia quatuor temporum, 4, 6. 6. Vol.

l.p. 396. 397.

Jerusalem subject to the- Primate of

Casarea. 2. 18. 4. Vol. 1. p. 187.

' I((toKt](ivKSQ. Deacons. 2.20. 10 Vol,

1. p. 223.

•Itpt'pyta. 13. 1.8. Vol 4. p. .

'ifpw/xfvot. The superior Clergy. 3. 1.

6. Vol. l.p. 273.

Jesseans.Au ancient Name of Christians.

1. 1.1. Vol. l.p. 1.

Jews allowed to liear Sermons in the

Church. 8. 4. 4. Vol. 2. p. 127. It.

13. 1. 2. Vol. 4. p. 8. It. 16. 6. 8.

Vol. 6. p. 258.

Not to have Benefit of Sanc-
tuary. 8. 11.5. Vol. 2. p. 245.

Jews and C/n-is<wns confounded to^^ether

by Heathen Writers. 1. 1. 10. Vol. 1.

p. 9.

Jewish Apostates how censured. 16. 6.

1. ^'ol. 6. p. 241.

Testimony of Jewish Apostates
not to be admitted in any Court. 16.

6. 1. Vol. 6. p. 241.
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ChriiUans not to mairy with

Jews. 22. 2. 1. Vol. 7. p. 215, to

222.

Nor to receive Eulogiee from

Jews. lU. 6. 3. Vol. 6. p. 244. 245.

-Clergymen not to eat with Jeiw.

6. 4. 14. Vol. l.p. 580.

Jewish Liturgy. An account of it. 13.

5. 4. Vol. 4. p. 104 to 109.

Ignorance censured in the Clergy. 6. 3.

2. Vol. l.p. 531,532.

Illuminati. Baptized Persons. 1. 4.

I. Vol. 1. p. 25. It. 11. 1. 4. Vol.

3. p. 115.

Images not allowed in Churches for

above Three Hundred Years. 8. 8. 6.

-Vol. 2. p. 199 to 203.

Massy Images or Statues not

allowed for many Ages after. 8. 8.

II. Vol. 2/ p. 208.

No Imases of God or the Tri-

NiTY allowed till after the second

Council of Nice. 8. 8. 10. Vol. 2. p.

•206, 207.

Image-Makers rejected from Baptism.

11. 5. G. Vol. 3. p. 187, 188.

• And from the Communion. 16.

4. 11. Vol.6, p. 192 to 195.

Immersion used in Baptism. 11. 11. 4.

Vol.3, p. 273, 274.

Trine Immersion. 11. 11. 6. Vol. 3. p.

278, 279, 280. See Dipping and
Bajjtism.

Immunity of the Clergy from the secu-

lar Courts in Ecclesiastical Causes.

5.2. 5. Vol. 1. p. 429.

From Taxes and Civil Offices.

5. 3. 2, Vol. 1. p. 438 to 441. See

Clergy.

Impluvium. Tho open Court before

tlie Church. 8. 3. 5. Vol. 2. p. I'il.

Imposition of Hands in making Cate-

chumens. 10. 1. 2 Vo'. 3. p. 2, 3.

In making Penitents. 18. 2. 1.

Vol. 6. p. 537.

In Absolution. 19. 2. 4. Vol. G,

p. 621.

In Confirmation. 12. 3.5. Vol.

3. p. 313.

Tn Exorcising the Energumens.

3. 4. 5.&7. Vol. 1. p. 285 and 287.

-In the Bishop's Prayers of Be-

nediction. 13. 10, 8. Vol. 4. p. 263.

In the Ordination of all the su-

perior Clergy. 4. 6. 11. \\)\. 1. p.

402.

In the Ordination of Deacon-

esses. 2. 22. 6. Vol. 1. p. 261 to

254.

-No Imposition of I lands in ap-

pointing the Inferior Orders of the

Clergy. 3. 1. 6. Vol. 1. p. 274.

Impostors. A name of Reproach cast

upon Christians by the lleathms. 1.

2.4. Vol. l.p. 12.

Incendiaries, burnt alive. 16. 12. 3.

Vol. 6. p. 400.

Incense, not used in the first Ages. 8. 6.

21. Vol. 2. p. 165.

Incest, how punished. 16. 1 1 . 3. ^'ol. 6.

p. 364. It. 22. 2. 3. Vol. 7. p. 223

to 225.

Marriage of Cousin -germans not

reckoned Incest. 16. 11. 4. Vol. 6.

p. 366, 367.

Incestuous Marriages forbidden. 22. 2.

3. Vol. 7. p. 223 to 225.

Inchanters censured. 16. 5, 5. & 7.

Vol. 6. p. 225 and 233.

Independency of Bishops. 2. 6. 1. Vol.

1. p. 84,85.

-Of Bishops chiefly maintained

in the African Churches. 2. 6. 5.

Vol. 1. p! 87.

Independency of the Churches of /])•('-

tain, Cyprus, Armenia, Bulgaria,
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U>cn„.\c. Q. 18. i. Vol. 1. |). 1K5.

IH(>. ll.!l. 1. 1 I. \ol. 2. !>. .;71 lo

275.

liulinii' OidtiKtieiii, and Iiiilicta Orntio.

'J'lie inemiiiiL; ol' lliu I'liruscs. 15. 1.

3. \ ol. 6. p. 108. 189.

Iiidictio Cuiiiiiiica. A Tax so called.

5,3. 3. Vol. Kj). 443.

ludiili^encrs, anciently fjrantod liy all

ISisliups in niodi-Tatinj; the llio;our

of Tenance. 18. 4. 8. \ ol. 6. p. 593.

Granted by the ]']nipeiors to

I'lisoners at Etister. 20. 5. (i. Vol. 7.

p. 85.

Baptism the grand Indulgence

of the Church, 11. 1.2. Vol. 3. p.

113. It. 19. 1.2. Vol. G. p. 603.

/;i/iiHt-Baptisin. 11. 4. 5. Vol. 3. p,

156, 157.

Infants confirmed. 12. 1. 2. \q\. 3. p.
"288 to 290.

Communicated. 12. 1. 3. Vol.

3. p. 290, It. 15. 4. 7. Vol. 5. p.

313. It. 15. 7. 4. Vol. 5. p. 398.

399.

Informers, reputed Murderers. 16. 10.

"lO, Vol.6, p. 350.

iHitiati. 1. 4. 2. Vol. 1. p. 26.

Injustice; malicious censured. 16. 12.

3. Vol. 6. p. 399.

Innocent's Day. Its Antiquity. 20. 7.

12. Vol. 7. p. 122.

Insacrati Ministri. 3. 1. 6. Vol. 1. p.

273.

Inscriptionis Vinculum, 16. 10. 9. Vol.

6. p, 350.

Insnlani. Monks so called. 7. 2. 14.

Vol. 2. p. 27.

Intercession, made by Bishops for Cri-

minals to the secular Magistrates.

2. 8. 1. Vol. 1. p. 94. 95. It. 16. 2.

4. Vol. 6. p. 71.

Made by Monks also. 7. 3. 21.

Vol. 2. p. 57. 58.

By MajjKitratesto Bishops. 18.

4. 10. Vol. 6. p. 596.

Intercessores and Interventtn-es. Bishops

niana<;in<; the Business of vacant

Sees. 2. 15. 1. Vol. 1. p. 146. it. 4.

2. 7. \ol. 1. p. 345.

Inlerventors, not to be made Bishops of

the I'laces, where they were Inter-

veutors. 4. 2. 14. Vol. 1. p. 351.

Interdicts. The Novelty of them. lU.

3. 7. Vol. 6. p. 144. 145.

Interment. See Burying of the Dead.

Interpretes Ecclesicc. 3. 13. 4. Vol. 1.

p. 324.

Ini'itatory Psalm, at the Celebration of

the Euchamt. 15. 3. 32. Vol. 5. p.

293.

Job and Jonah read in the I'ussion-

Week. 14. 3. 3. Vol. 5. p. 51.

2) e/(77i</,neverhad Three Hundred Sixty-

five Bishops at one Time. 9. 6. 19.

Vol. 2. p. 392.

Italu, had Three Hundred Dioceses in

it. 9. 5. 1. Vol.2, p. 353.

Judices electi whdit. 2. 16. 16- Vol. 1.

p. 160.

Ju3;aiio and Juga. A Tax so called. 5

3.3. Vol. l.p. 442.

Julian's Commendation of the Laws of

Christians. 6. 1. 1. Vol. 1. p. 496.

497.

His design to reform the Hea-

then Piiests by the Rules of the

Primitive Clergy. 6. 5. 9. Vol. 1. p.

602. 60J. 604.

Juramentum de Calumnia. 16. 7. 4.

Vol. 6. p. 311.

Justinian's Inscription upon the Altar

of Stincta Sophia. 8. 8. 4. Vol. 2. p.

198.

His Boast upon building the

Church of Sancia Sophia, 8. 2. 3.

Vol.2, p. 112.

11 2
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K.
1

K. The Letter K the Brand of False

Accusers. 16. 13. 1. Vol. 6. p. 434.

Kalendar, or Calendar of proper Les-

sons. 14. 3. 3. Vol. 5. p. 48. 49. &c.

Kalendars, or Calendars of Martyrs.How
they differed from Martyrologies. 20.

7.4. Vol. 7. p. 109.

Kalends, or Calends of January ; an

Heathen Festival much inveighed

against. 16. 4. 17. Vol. 6. p. 203.

It. 20. 1. 3. Vol. 7. p. 5.

Ka&aiptffic. Degradation, 17. 1. 6.

Vol. 6. p. 453.

KaviiJv. See Canon.

Kavovi^uv rag sKKXtjmag. The Mean-
ing of the Phrase. 8. 9. 7. Vol. 2. p.

219.

KaTrjjXot. Fraudulent Hucksters cen-

sured. 16. 12. 17. Vol. 6. p. 424.

Karaywyia. Dwelling-Houses belong-

ing to the Church. 8. 7. 13. Vol. 2.

p. 185.186.

Karairkrafffia fiVTiKov. The Veils

of the Sanctuary. 8. 6. 8. Vol. 2. p.

145.

KarexoiJiivot, Demoniacs. 3. 4.6. Vol.

l.p.286.

KrjpvKtQ. Deacons. 2. 20. 10. Vol. 1.

p 223.

KJjpvrrfiv. To bid Prayer. Ibid.

KtjpvynciTa 6K;ic\jj(ria<riKd. Bidding
Prayers. 15. 1. 3. Vol. 5. p. 189.

KiyKXihg. 8. 6. 6. Vol. 2. p. 143.

Kiss of Peace in Baptism. 12. 4. 5.

Vol. 3. p. 327. to 329.

In the Eucharist. 15. 3. 3, Vol.

5.p. 235. 236. It. 8. 10. 9. Vol.

2. p. 235.

In the Ordination of Bishops.

2. 11. 10. Vol. l.p. 122

In the Ordination of Presby-
ters. 2. 19. 17. Vol. 1. D. 207, It.

4. 6. 14. Vol. l.p. 404.*

Kissing of the Altar. 8. 10. 9. Vol. 2.

p. 235.

Of Bishops' Hands. 2. 9. 2.

Vol. 1. p. 98.

Kiss, Solemn, a Ceremony of Espousals.

22. 3. 6. Vol. 7. p. 253.

Not to be given to the Dead.
23. 3. 14. Vol. 7. p. 344.

Kneelers. A name of some Catechu-

mens. 10. 2. 4. Vol. 3. p. 15.

A Name of one order of Peni-

tents. 18. 1 5. Vol. 6. p. 535.

Kneeling at Prayer. 13. 8. 4. Vol. 4.

p. 212. 213.

At the Communion. 15. 5. 3.

Vol. 5. p. 356.

At the Ordination of Presby-

ters. 2. 19. 17. Vol. 1. p. 207. It.

4. 6. 10. Vol. l.p. 401.

Always used by Penitents in

Prayer. 18. 2. 9. Vol. 6. p. 546.

KXv5wj/iS6/i£j'ot. Demoniacs. 3. 4. 6.

Vol. 1. p. 286. It. 18. 4. 13. Vol.

6. p. 599.

Koiv(i)viKb(; ^lOQ' 7. 3. 9. Vol. 2, p.

39.

KoXvfifitlov. The Fountain before the

Church. 8. 3. 6. Vol. 2. p. 122.

KoXvul^nSrna. The Font. 8. 7. 4. Vol.

2. p. 173. 174.

KpoTOQ. Acclamations at Sermons. 14.

4. 27. Vol. 5. p. 140.

KvXivSpcJTci. Churches built in a

round figure. 8. 3. 1. Vol. 2. p. 118.

Kvpiaicov. 8. 1.2. Vol. 2. p. 77.

Kyrk. 8. 1.2. Vol. 2. p. 77. 78.

L.

Laborautes. An Order among the In-

ferior Clergy. 3. 8. 1. Vol. 1. p. 299.

Lacunar^ Work in Churches. 8. 8. 5.

Vol. 2. p. 198.
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Liiici. Laymen. I'ha Aiitinulty of

tlie IJislinctioii between l/.iily and

Clergy, 1. 5. '2. Vol. 1. p. 31.

Ofiiccs of l.iiiiii and ('liioi/ al-

ways distinct. 1. 5. 4. \ ol. 1. p. 32.

to 34.

Lamb. CiinisT not to bo pictured in

the Figure of a Lamb. 8. 8. 11. \ ol.

2. p. 208.209.

Offerinfr of a Lamb on Easter-

Day in the Roman ('hurch censured.
15." 2. 3. Vol. 5, p. 205. 20(i.

Lampetian Hereticks. 20. 3. 5. Vol. 7.

p. 48.

Lamps and Garlands, forbidden on Kew-

Yeai's-Daii. 16. 4. 17. \'oI. 6. p.

204.

-Burning by Day in Cemileries

censured as an Heathenish Custom.

8. G. 21. Vol. 2. p. 1G4. It. 16. 4.

17. Vol. 6. p. 202.

Lands a Part of the Church's Reve-

nues. 5. 4. 4. Vol.1, p. 468.

No Laws made to prohibit

giving of Lands to the Church. 5. 4.

6. VoLl. p. 470.471.

Removing: of Landmarks cen-

sured as Robbery. 16. 12.8. Vol.6.

p. 404.

Lanistx. Fencing-Masters, censured as

Murderers. 16. 10. 13. Vol. 6. p.

354.

Lapides sacri. Landmarks. 16. 12.8.

Vol. 6. p. 404.

Lapsers not to be ordained. 4. 3.7.
Vol. l.p. 363.—— Clergy lapsing to be degraded.

6. 2. 4. Vol. 1. p. 506. 507. It. 17.

5. 1. VoL6. p. 488.

Laura. A Rlonastery. 7. 2. 2. Vol. 2.

p. 10.

Laws of the Church. See Canons.

Laws Imperial, published in Churches.

2.17.18, Vol. l.p. 181.

Lawyers; capable of ordination in some
Churches, not in others. 4. 4. G.

Vol. 1. p. 3H0.

Clerijvmen not to turn Law-
yers. 6. 4. 1 1. \'o\. 1. p. 574.

Exactions and Rribery cen-

sured. 16. 12. 12. Vol. C. p. 410.

411.

Lay-Communiim. 15. 5. 1. Vol. 5. p.

i342. to 350. It. 17. 2. 1. Vol. 6. p.

454.

Reducing a Clerk to Lay Com-

juuuion the same as totally degrad-

ing. 17.2.3. VoL 6. p. 455. 456.

Lay-Chancellors. Their Original. 2.7.

5. Vol. l.p. 93. 94.

Lay-Elders not the same with the Se-

7iiores Ecclesiie in the ancient Church,

2. 19. 19. Vol. l.p. 211.

Laymen. See Laity.

Laymen^s Oratory. The Nave of the

Church. 8. 5. 2. Vol. 2. p. 129.

Priesthood. See Baptism and

Priesthood,

Lecticarii 3. 8. 1. Vol. I. p. 299.

Lectionarium. The Order of Lessons

to be read in the Church. 14. 3. 3.

Vol, 5. p. 48. &c.

Lectors. See Readers.

Aeirayda. 13. 1. 8. Vol. 4. p. 19.

Lent, but Thirty-six Days to the Time
of Gref^ory the Great. 12. 1. 4. Vol,

7. p. 144.

Lent-F'ist, -whetheT at first Forty Days,

or Forty hours. 21. 1. 2. Vol.

7, p. 139. to 142.

a perfect Abstinence from

eating till Evening.. 21 1. 16. Vol.

7. p. 162.

Saturdays and Sundays no

Fasting Days in Lent. 21. 1. 4;

Vol. 7. p. 144. See Saturday and

Lord's-Vay.
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Sermons every Day in Lent.

13. 9. H. \ ol. 4. p.243. It. 21. 1.

20. Vol. 7. p. 168.

Games and Plays forbidden in

Lent. 21. 1. 22. A ol. 7. p. 170.

171.

Festivals, Birthdays, and Mar-
riages not to be celebrated in Lent.

21. 1. 23. Vol. 7. p. 172. It. 22.

2. 14. Vol.7, p. 243.244.

Disputes between the Church
and the Montanints about the Obser
vation of Lent. 21. 1. 15. Vol. 7. p,

160. 161.

Leo Sapiens. His Kotitin of the Church.

9.7. 1. Vol. 2. p. 401.

Lessons, intermingled with Psalms and
Hymns. 14. 3. 1. Vol. 5. p. 44. 45.

Proper Lessons for certain Days.
14. 3. 3. Vol. 5. p. 48. to 53.

Levites. The common name of Dea-
cons. 2. 20. 2. Vol. 1. p. 214.

Libellatici. 16. 4. 6. Vol. 6. p. 184.

LihelUng censured. 16. 13. 2. Vol. 6.

p. 436.

Libra Occidua. 2. 14. 15. Vol. 1. p.
145.

Libraries of the Church. 8. 7. 12. Vol.
2. p. 182. 183.

Ligatures. The use of them to cure
Diseases by way of Charm and Spell

censured. 16. 5. 6. Vol. 6. p. 226.
and 229.

Lights or Tapers used at Baptism. 12.

4. 4. Vol. 3, p. 326.

At reading the Gospel. 14. 3.

11. Vol. 5. p. 61

In the Funeral Pomp. 23. 2.

6.V0I.7. p. 322.

Limina Murttjntm. Churches. 8. 1.

11. Vol. 2^ p. 93.

Linca. Not a Bochet. 6. 4. 20. Vol.
l.p.591.

Litanies. Tiieir Original. 13. 1. 10.

Vol. 4. p. 24. 25.
^

Litania Major and Minor. 13. 1. 11.

Vol. 4. p. 27.

Liturgies, or stated Forms of Prayer.

The Antiquity of them and Use in

the Church. 13. 5. 1. Vol. 4. p. 97.

Formed by Bishops for the Use
of their own Churches. 2. 6. 2. Vol.

1. p. 85. It. 13. 5. 1. Vol. 4. p.

98.

Clerks to be deposed who neg-

lect to use the Liturgii. 17. 5. 8.

Vol. 6. p. 499. 500.

Why most of the ancient L)"f»r-

gies are lost. 13. 5, 3. \o\. 4. p. 100.

101.

Extract of an ancient Litnrgi)

out of St. Chriisnstom'sWovks,. 13.6.
1. Vol. 4. p. 162. to 168.

An Account of the Jewish Lititr.

gy. 13. 5 4. Vol. 4. p. 104. to 110.

Localis Ordinatio. The meaning of it.

4.6.2. Vol. 1. p. 392.

Locus Mulieru7n. 8. 5. 6. Vol. 2. p.
133. 134.

Locus Virginum. 8. 5. 9. Vol. 2. p.
173. It. 7. 4. 7. Vol. 2. p. 72. 73.

Longi. Some Monks so called. 7. 2.

14. Vol.2, p. 27.

Lord's-Dau. Its Original. 20. 2. 1.

A'ol. 7."^p. 10.

All sports forbidden on this

Day. 16. 8. 4. Vol. 6. p. 329. 330

-Also secularBusiness, Proceed-
ings at Law, &c. 20. 2. 2. Vol. 7.

p. 14. 15.

Fasting and Kneeling at Pub-
lic Prayers forbidden on this Day.
16. 8. 3. Vol. 6. p. 327. 328. It.

20. 2. 5. Vol.7, p. 30.31. 32. It.

13. 8. 3. Vol. 4. p. 209.210.
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( 'oiiiiiiuniiHi '^ivcn starnlinu on

this D.iy. 13. It. ^^. \(il. 4. p. •.'()!(.

•210

Zeal of llie Ancients in olisor-

vlng the Lord'i-Da II. 20. '2. 7. \ ol.

7. p. 33. 34.

Censure of snch as any ways

profiiiu'd the l.oril\- Dtiii. 1(>. H. 1.

Vol. 6. p. 3-25. It. -20. -2. 12. \ ol. 7.

p. 39. -iO.

I.i'sl Ciootls not to 1)0 detained. 16. 12,

[>. \ol. a. p. 401. 402.

Ai'irayfg. Wandering Beggars cen-

sured. 11. 5. 8. Vol. 3.p. li)l.

/ o/s for Divination condemned. 16.5.

3. \ol. (i. p. 219. 220.

Divisorv Lota allowed. 16. 5. 3.

Vol. 6. p. -221. 222.

Sometime used in the Desig-

nation of the Clergy. 4. 1. 1. \'ol.

l.p. 329. 330.

I.iwe-FeastsAlXhe Communion. 15. 6.

7. 8. Vol. 5. p. 400. 408.

Why abolished. 8. 10. l.Vol.

I.uminum. Dies I timiiiiim. I'liiphniiij-

Festival. 2M. 1. 7. \ ol. 7. p. 65.

l.nstralis Collalin. A Tax so called. 5.

3. 6. Vol. I. p. 448.

The Clergy excused from it.

Ihid. p. 449.

7-1/'";? censured. 16. 13. 5. Vol. 6. p*

439. to 443.

M.

IMAC.vniANS. A Name of Reproach

cast upon the Ciitlmlics hy the Dona-

tists. 16.2.4. \ol. 6. p. 75.

Maccabees. Their Festival. 20. 7. 13.

Vol. 7. p. 124. 195.

Mtifnrtes. Monk's Garments. 7. 3. 6.

\'ol. 2. p. 33. to 36.

Maf^icians censured. 16. 5. 5. \o\, 6.

p. 224. 225.

- A Name of Reproach cast upon

2. p. 226. It. 15. 7. 9. Vol. 5. p.

408. to 410.

Aurpa. Bathsbelonging to the Church.

8. 7. 13. Vol. 2. p. 186.

Lucei-nce. See Lamps.

Liiceninlis Oratio. 3. 3. 4. Vol. 1. p.

280.

lAicerAarium and Av^va^pia. 13.9. 7.

\ oi. 4. p. 246.

Lucrative Tax, 3. 5. 11. Vol. 1. p.

455.

J.iicre Filthy, censured. 5. 4. 13. Vol.

1. p. 478. It. 6. 2.9. Vol. l.p. 520.

It. 16. 5. 3. Vol. 6. p. 219. It. 16.

12.5. Vol. 6. p. 402.

I.udi Sacerdotales. 5. 3. 4. Vol. l.p.

446.

Not to be pxliihited to the Peo-

ple by any Cliiistian. 16. 4. 8. Vol.

6. p. 188. Sue Mutieraiii.

all Christians by the Jleatlieiis. 1. 2.

5. Vol. 1. p. 13.

Magister Disciplina:. The Superinten-

dant of the Inferior Clergy in Bi-

shops' Families. 3. 1. 4. \ol. 1. p.

272.

Magistrates, under the Spiritual juris-

diction of Bishops. 2. 4. 3. \'ol. 1

.

p. 74.

To be Excommunicated for

great OH'ences. 16. 3. 5. \ ol. 6. p.

121.

]5ut not deprived of their Power
by the Discipline of the Church. 16.

2. 5. Vol. 6. p. 77. 78.

had Power over the Clergy

in greater Criminal Causes. 5. 2. 12.

Vol. l.p. 434.435.

But not in mere Ecclesiastical

Causes. 5.2. 5. Vol. l.p. 429.

Magnificat Hymn. 14. 2. 7. Vol. 5.

p. 38.

Majores. A N.Tme of Jewish ^linisters.

16. 6.2. \(>1. 6. p. 244.
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Mamma. A lascivious Heathen Game
censured. 16. 11. 12. Vol. 6. p.

388. 389.

Malejici. Blagicians censured. 16. 5.

5. Vol. 6. p, 224. 225.

Man, Isle of, had but seventeen Parishes

in it, 9. 8. Conclus. Vol. 2. p. 437.

MdvSpat. A Monaster}'. 7. 2. 14.

Vol. 2. p. 27.

Manichees rejected Baptism. 11.2.4.
Vol. 3. p. 127.

And Marriage. 23. 1. 7. Vol.

7. p. 210.

MatisUmarii. Stewards of the Lands
under Bishops. 3. 13. 1. Vol. 1. p.

322.

Man-daughter, how punished. 16, 10.

8. Vol. 6. p. 347. 348.

Man-stealing censured. 16. 12. 2. Vol.
6. p. 399.

Manumission, See Slaves,

Maranatha. 16. 2. 16. Vol. 6. p. 106,

to 109.

Marcionites baptized the living for the

Dead, 1 1. 4. 4. Vol, 3. p. 153.

And rejected all married Per-
sons from Baptism, 11. 5, 12, Vol.
3. p. 198.

And allowed Baptism to be
repeated three Times. 12. 5, 2. Vol.
3. p. 339.

Marcianists. 20. 3, 5. Vol, 7, p. 48.

Murcosians. Heretics who rejected or
corrupted Baptism, 11. 2. 1. Vol. 3.

p. 124,

Marriage condemned by many ancient
Heretics, 22. 1. 5, Vol, 7, p, 208.
209,

^

Second IMarriages condemned
by the Bhuitunists and Kovatians.
16. 11. 7. Vol. 6. p. 376. to 379,
li. 22, 1,10, Vol. 7. p. 213. 214.

Christians not to marry with

Heathens, Jews, Heretics, i^cc, 22.
2. 1. Vol. 7. p. 215. to 222. It.

16.6. 10. Vol. 6. p. 261.

— Children not to marry without

the Consent of their Parents. 16. 9.

2. Vol. 6. p. 332. to 334. It. 22.

2. 4. Vol.7, p. 226. 227.

Nor Slaves without the Con-
sent of their Masters. 16. 9. 3. Vol.

6. p. 335. It. 22. 2. 5. Vol. 7. p.
228.

Judges not to marry any Wo-
man of their Province during the

Time of their Administration. 22.

2. 7. Vol, 7. p, 230. 231.

Guardians not to marry Or-
phans in their minority, 22, 2. 10.

Vol, 7, p. 233.

None to marry within the pro-

hibited Degrees of Consanguinity
and affinity. 22. 2. 3, Vol. 7, p.
223, to 226. See Incest.

Women not to marry in the

Absence of their Husbands, till they

be certified of their Death. 22. 2.

9, Vol, 7, p, 232.

Widows not to marry till

Twelve INlonths after their Hus-
band's Death. 22. 2- 8. Vol. 7. p.

231.

Penitents not to marry in the

Time of their performing Public Pe-

nance. 18. 2. 8. Vol, 6. p. 545, 546.

When first the Marriage of Spi-

ritual Relations began to be forbid-

den. 11.8. 12. Vol. 3. p. 249. It.

22.2. 11. Vol. 7. p. 233,

Whctlicr a Alan or Woman
might marry after a lawful Divorce,

16. 11. 6. Vol. 6. p. 371 to 376.

22. 2. 12. Vol. 7. p. 234. to 241.

Whether .an Adulterer might
marry an Adulteress. 22. 2. 13. Vol.

7. p. 241 to 243.

Marriage of the Clergy. See Celibacy,
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Marriage of 9 Monks not annulled. 7.

3. 23. \'ol. 2. p. tiO.

Marria^e-ConUncl to be testified by

Uitutjsses. 22. 3. 8. Vol. 7. p. 255,

Marriof^e-Cvown. 22- 4. G. \ ol. 7. p.

272.273.

iHarria^e-Ring. See Ring and Espou-

sals.

M.'jrr/(Ji;-f.< forbidden in Lent. 21. 1. 23.

Vol. 7. p. 172. It. 22. 2. 14. Vol.

7. p. 243. 244.

To be published beforehand

in the Church. 22. 2. 2. Vol. 7. p.

222.

• To be celebrated by the Public

IMinisteis of tlie Church. 22. 4. 1.

Vol. 7. p. 262.

In what Cases allowed, when
done by otiiers. 22. 4. 2. Vol. 7. p.
268.

Mamerf Persons not to turn Monks
without mutual Consent. 7. 3. 3.

Vol. 2. p. 30.

Married persons not to do Penance but

by Consent. 18. 2. 7. Vol. 6. p. 545,

Martijria and Martyrum Memoria:, Mar-
tyries or Churches. 8, 1.8. Vol. 2.

p. 86. and 1. 11. p. 93.

Martiirarii. Keepers of sucli Churches.

8. 7. 11. Vol. 2. p, 181.

Marti/rs how honoured in the ancient

Church. 13, 9. 5. Vol. 4. p. 241.

242.

Not worsliipped. 13. 3. 2. Vol.

4. p. 67.

Their Festivals or Birtli-Days,

how observed. 13. 9. 5. Vol. 4. p.

240. to 343. It. 20. 7. 1. Vol. 7.

p. 105. 106.

Their Acts or Passions taken

by Notaries. See Notaries.

Their Acts read in Ciiurches.

13.9. 5. Vol. 4. p. 241. It. 14. 3.

14. Vol. 5. p. 64. It. 20. 7. 5,

Vol. 7. p. 109.

VOL. IX.

Their Privilege in interceding

for Lapsers, and nioderaling their

i'enancc, 16. 3. 4. Vol. 6. p. 119.

It. 18. 4. 10. Vol.6, p. 595. See

Indulgences.

Tlie Estates of Martifrs, dying

witliout Heirs, given to tlie Church.
5. 4. 8. Vol. l.p. 474.

Marttirnlogies and Kalendars, how tliey

diliered. 20. 7. 4. Vol. 7. p. 109.
"

Mass or Missa. The ancient name of

Divine Service in general, 13. 1. 4.

\ol. -l.p. 1. 13. 14.

Private Mass a Novelty. 15. 4.

4. Vol. 5. p. 301 to 307.

Presbyters not ordained to say

Mass for the Quick and Dead, 2. 19.

17. Vol. l.p. 207.

Mathemu. The Creed. 10. 3. 3. Vol.

3. p. 53.

Mathematici. Astrologers censured. 16.

5. 1. Vol. 6. p. 213.

Matricitla. The Roll of the Church.
1.5. 10. Vol. l.p. 37.

The Tlegister of Bishops' Ordi-

nation kept in the Primate's Church.
2. 16. 8. Vol. 1. p. 153.

Matrix Ecclesia. 8. 1. 12. ^'ol. 2. p.

95. It, 8. 7. 6. Vol. 2. p. 176.

Matrona. The Name of a Jewish

Temple. 16. 6. 3. Vol. 6. p. 246.

Matutina. Mattins or Morning Prayer.

13.9. 10, Vol. 4. p. 2.53,

Mediators, in what Sense Priests so

called between God and Men, 2. 19.

16. Vol. l.p. 205.

Melotes, 7. 3. 6. Vol.2, p. 34.

Memori(B Martyrum. Churches, 8.1.

8. Vol, 2. p. 87,

Mifivij^bvoi'iTaTiv. The Meaning of

the Phrase, 10. 5, 8. Vol.3, p. 105.

Men and Women in distinct Places of

1



50 INDEX

the Church. 8. 5. 6. Vol. 2. p. 133

to 135.

Menandrians. Heretics that changed
the Form of Baptism. 11. 3. 5. \'ol.

3. p. 141.

Mendicants, None among the ancient

Monks. 7. 3. 10. Vol. 2. p. 40,

Mensa Marty ris. A Church. 8. 1.9.

Vol.2.p.'89.

Mensa Mi/slica. The Communion Ta-
ble. 8." 6. 14. Vol. 2. p. 152. 153.

3Iensurna Divisio. 5. 4. 3. Vol. 1. p.

468.

"Miivvrpa. The Reward for restoring

lost Goods. 16. 12. 5. Vol. 6. p. 401

.

Mercy of God to peninent Sinners. A
Sermon theieon. Vol. 8. p. 389 to

406.

Messalians. Their Opinion of Baptism.

11.2. 5. Vol. 3. p. 129 to 132.

Insula MetancEue. 7. 3. 15. Vol. 2.

p. 47.

Metatum. A Tax so called, 5. 3. 7.

Vol. l.p.450. 451.

Metator Antichristi. Ibid.

Metatoriu7n. The Vestry. 8. 7. 10.

Vol. 2. p. 180.

Metrocomia. A Mother-Village. 9. 2.

7. Vol. 2. p. 298.

Metropolitans. See Primates.

Mi^piov. Temple of the Sun at Alex-

andria given to the Church, 5.4. 10.

Vol. 1. p. 476.

Milan never subject to the Bishop of

Rome. 9. 1. 11. Vol. 2. p. 271.

Militia. A general Name for all Offi-

cers Military and Civil. 6. 4. 9. Vol.

1. p. 572.

Militia Castrensis, Palatina, Frasidialis

and Cohortalis. The difference be-

tween them, and that they were all

inconsistent with the Clerical Ordi-
nation. 4. 4. 1. Vol. 1. p. 374.

Milk and Honey given to the newly
Baptized. 12. 4, 6. Vol. 3. p. 329.

'

Offered at the Altar upon thai

Account. 15. 2. 3. Vol. 5. p. 204.

205.

Mn-ac?e-Mongers censured. 16. 5. 7.

Vol. 6. p. 234.

Missa. What it anciently signified.

13. 1. 4. vol. 4. p. 13 to 15,

Missa Catechumenorum, 13. 1. 1 & 2.

Vol. 4. p. 8. It. 14. 1. 1. Vol.5,

p. 1.

Missa Fidelium. 13. 1. 3. Vol. 4. p. 11.

6c 12. It. 15. 1. 1. Vol. 5. p. 175.

Missa Prmsanctijicatornm. 15. 4. 12.

Vol. 5. p. 328 to 330, It, 15, 5. 1.

Vol. 5. p. 779.

Missa Solitai-ia. A Novel Corruption,

15. 4. 4. Vol. 5. p. 301,

Missa sicca and Nmitica. Another Cor-

ruption. 15, 4, 5. Vol. 5 p. 307.

308, 309.

Missa Bifaciata and Trifaciata, An
Invention of later Ages. Ibid.

Missa Nocturna. JMorning-Prayer. 13.

1,4, Vol. 4. p. 14,

Missa Vespertina. Evening Prayer.

Ibid.

Missa. The Lessons of Scripture.

Ibid.

Missa. The Dismission of the People,

who were sent away with the Form,

Ite, Missa est, the same as the Greek,

aTToXutaB'eiv Hpi]V7j \3. 1. 4, Vol.

5, p, 14.

'Mirdrop, See Metatum.

Mitre of Bishops, 2, 9, 5. Vol. 1. p.

100, 101.

Mitre of Virgins. 7. 4, 6. Vol. 2. p, 69.

Monachns. See Monks.

Movai, Monasteries, 7. 2. 14. Vol. 2.

p.i7.

Monasteria. Monasteries, Ibid.

Monasteria. Ministers. 8. 1. 11 Vol.2,

p. 93.94.
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Patriarclial Monatterieii. 7, J.

II. Vol. 2. p. 4G.

Intrusion into a Monasterti, a

Punislunent put upon the l)elin(]ucnt

Cltrijy. 17. 4. 11. \ ol. (j. p. 4Ko.

Moniales, Nuns. 7.4.8. \ol.-. p. 73.

Monks. Their Original and Difference

from the Prinutive Jsce<ic/ii. 7. 1. 4.

&: 5. Vol. 2. p. 5 to 8.

Originally no more than Lavmcn.
7.2.7. Vol. 2 p. 14.

Clerical Monks. Their Orifrinal.

7.2. 8. Vol.2, p. 17 to 20.

Monks always suhjec^t to the Bishop of

tl'.e Diocese where tliey lived, 2. 4.

2. Vol.1, p. 73. It. 7. 3. 14. Vol.

2. p. 44.

Monks lived all upon their own Labour.

No Mcudicunis among them. 7. 3. 10.

Vol. 2, p. 40.

No solemn Vow required of

Monks. 1. 3. 7. Vol. 2. p. 36.

Marriage of Monks not an-

nulled. 7. 3. 23. Vol. 2. p. 60.

Deserting Mon/cs how punished.

7. 3. 24. Vol. 2. p. 61.

Monks never encroaclied upon the

Rights of the Parochial Clergy. 7.

3. 19. Vol.2, p. 54.

Forbidden to dwell in Cities.

7. 3. 20. Vol. 2. p. 55.

Monks not to meddle with Civil Offices.

7.3. 18. Vol. 2. p. 53.

Curiales not to turn Monks. 7.

3. 1. Vol. 2. p. 27. 28.

Nor Ciiildren without Consent

of their Parents. 7. 3. 4. Vol. 2. p.

31. It. 16.9. 1. Vol. 6. p. 331.

Nor Slaves without the Consent
of their Masters. 7. 3. 2. Vol. 2. p.

29.

Nor married Persons without

mutual Consent. 7. 3. 3, Vol. 2. p.

30.

Children not to bo made Monks
against their own ('onseiit. 7. 3.6.

Vol. 2. p. 32.

Odicers among the Monks, De-

cani, Ccnirnarii, I'alres. 7. 3. 11.

Vol.2, p. 41.

spiritual Exercises of the

Monks. 7. 3. 15, 6cc. Vol.2, p. 46.

Monks of tiic Renunciative and Com-
municative Life. How llicy differed.

7.3.9. VoL2.p. 38. 39.

Secular Monks and Canons Re-

gulur.7.2.(i. Vol. 2. p. 13. 14.

Of the names of the ancient

Monks, Anchorets. Hermits, Cxnohiles,

Sjinodites, Sarahaitte,l{cml)ot}i, Stijlita',

Acametic, Boaicoi, Bencdictins, Gyro-

vagi, Aposlolics, Ilesijcliastte, Conti-

uentes, Silentiarii, Renuucianies,

I'hilothei, Therapentte, Cellulani, Cnl-

(kes. 7. 2. 1. Vol. 2. p. 9. SeC

under these several Titles, and 7. 3.

14. Vol. 2. p. 45. particularly of the

Culdecs.

Habit and Tonsure of Monks,

as wearing Chains and Crosses, and
walking barefoot censured, 7. 3. 6.

Vol. 2. p. 33.

Canonical Hours of Prayer

used bv some Monks, not by others.

7. 3. 17. Vol. 2. p. 49. See Ca-

itonical Hours.

Monogamy. In what Sense required of

the Clergy. 4. 5. 2. Vol. 1. p. 382.

And of Deaconesses. 2. 22. 5.

Vol. 1. p. 250.

And of the Widows of the

Church, 7. 4. 9. Vol. 2. p. 73. 74.

75.

Montanists changed the Form of Bap-
tism. 11. 3. 7. Vol. 3. p. 142.

Baptized Men after Death. 11.

4. 3. Vol. 3. p. 153.

Disputed with the Church

about second JNLirriages. 22. 1. 10.

Vol. 7. p. 213. 214.

And about Fasting. 21. 1. 15.

Vol. 7. p. 160. 161

I 2
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And about wearing the Sol-

dier's Crown, and Flying in Time
of Persecution. 16. 4. 8. Vol. 6. p.

188. 189.

Moon. Superstitious Observation of its

Eclipse. 16. 5. 6. Vol, 6. p. 230.

New Moons superstitiously ob-

served. 16. 4. 17. Vol. 6. p. 203

Moming-Praver. 13. 9. 7. Vol. 4. p.
244. 245. It. 13. 10. 1. Vol. 4. p.

267.

Morning-Benediclion, and Thanksgiving.

13. 10. 8. Vol. 4. p. 264.

Morning-Hymn. 13. 10. 9. Vol. 4. p.
264, 265.

Mortal and Venial Sins, how distin-

guished in the ancient Discipline of

the Church. 16. 3. 14. Vol. 6. p.

159. 170.

Mosaic Work in Churches. 8. 8. 5.

Vol. 2. p. 198.

Mother-Churches. 8. 1. 12. Vol. 2. p.
95. It. 8. 7. 6. Vol. 2. p. 176.

Mother-Villages. 9.2. 7. Vol. 2. p. 297.
&c. See Metrocomia and Matrix.

Mourners or Weepers. An order of Pe-
nitents so called. 18. 1. 3. Vol. 6.

p. 532. 533.

Mourning- Habit. 23. 3. 21. Vol. 7. p.
353.

Mourning- Women. Prirficte, hired to

lament at Funerals, condemned. 23.
3. 18. Vol. 7. p. 348.349.

MvtjffiQ and fiv^ayioyia. Names of
Baptism. 11. 1. 10. Vol. 3. p. 123.

Mummies, how kept by the Egyptians.
23. 4. 8. Vol. 7. p. 367.

Munera sordida. The Clergy exempt
from servile Offices under that Name,
5. 3. 12. Vol. l.p. 456.

Munera dantes and Munerarii. Chris-
tians exhibiting the Public Shows to

the People, censured as Idolaters. 16.
4. 8. Vol. 6. p. 158,

Municipal Men incapable of Ordina-

tion. 4. 4. 4. Vol. l.p. 378.

Offices not put upon Clergy-

men. 5. 3. 14. Vol. 1. p. 458. 459.

Murderers incapable of Ordination. 4.

3. 7. Vol. 1. p. 363.

Murder, in its several Kinds, how pu-

nished. 16. 10. 1. Vol. 6. p. 340.

Accessories to Murder cen-

sured. 16. 10. 9. &c. Vol. 6. p. 349.

Music. See Organs.

Musivum. See Mosaick Work.

Mysteries concealed from the Catechu-

mens, with the Reasons of it. 10. 5.

1. Vol. 3. p. 96. 97.

Mystica Mensa, See Mensa.

Mysticum Velum. 8. 6. 8. Vol. 2. p.

N.

NAOS. See Nave of the Church.

Narthex Exterior. 8. 3. 4. Vol. 2. p.
121.

Interior. 8. 4. 1. Vol. 2. p. 124.
125.

Natale Episcopi. The Day of a Bishop's

Ordination observed as an annual
Festival. 4. 6. 15. Vol. l.p. 404.1t,
20. 8. 2. Vol. 7. p. 128.

Nntales Christi. Christmas-Day. Its

Original and how observed. 20. 4. 1.

Vol. 7. p. 52.

Tmperalorum. The Emperors'
Inauguration Days kept Festival, 20.
1. 4. Vol. 7. p. 6. 7.

Martyrum. The Passions of

Martyrs called their Birthdays. 20.
7. 1. Vol, 7. p. 106.

Urbium. Days kept annually
in Commemoration of the Cities of
Rome and Constantinople. 20. 1. 5.

Vol. 7. p. 8. 9.
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Natalitia. Natural BirtliUays not to be

kept in Lent. 21. 1. 23. Vol. 7. p.

172.

Kdtatorium. The l^aptistery. 8. 7. 4.

Vol.2, p. 173. 174.

Nave of the Church. 8. 5. 1. Vol. 2. p.

129.

Naviciilurii. 5. 3. 5. Vol. 1. p. 446.

447.

NawroXoyot. Catechists why so call-

ed. 3. 10. 3. Vol. l.p. 307.

Nazareens. A Name of Reproach cast

upon Christiayis. 1. 2, 1. Vol. 1. p.
10.

Necromancy censured. 16. 5. 4. Vol. 6.

p. 222. 223.

KemesiacL Conjurers censured. 16. 5.

6. Vol. 6. p. 232.

AVuj-Moons supcrstitiously observed. 16.

4. 17. Vol. 6. p. 230.

New-Year's- Day superstitiously ob-

served by the Heathen. 16. 4. 17.

Vol. 6. p. 203. and 207. It. 20. 1.

3. Vol. 7. p. 5.

Nt^fXofiwfc-rai. Diviners by the Mo-
tion of the Clouds censured. 16. 5. 6.

Vol.6, p. 231.

Nfwr£ptK>) TuiiQ. Explained and vin-

dicated from the Corruption of Sal-

masius. 2. 10. 1. \'ol. 1. p. 105.

Nice. Dissertation on the 8th Canon
of the Council of. A'ol. 4. from p.

213. to p. 253,

Nile. Cubit of jVi7e laid up in the

Church. 8. 10. 12. Vol. 2. p. 238.

Nocturna:. 13. 10. 11. Vol. 4. p. 269.

Nonnu and voviq. A Nun. 7. 4. 8.

Vol. 2. p. 73.

Non'Residence censured. 17. 5. 28.

Vol. 6. p. 517. It. 6.4.7. Vol. l.p.
567.

Noon-Day Service. 13. 9. 12. Vol.4, p.

255.

Notarii. 3. 13. 5. Vol. 1. p. 325.

Notitia Imperii. 9. 1. 5. Vol. 2. p. 25.0.

llccleiite. 9. 1. 6. \ ol. 2. p.
257. to 263.

Ecclesia: per Leonem Imper. 9.

7. Vol. 2. p. 401. to 423.

Novatiuns condemned second Mar-
riages. 16. 11. 7. Vol. 6. p. 377.
378. 379. It. 22. 1. 10. Vol. 7. p.

213.

How they difl'ered from tlie Ca-
tltolics in Point of Ciiurcli-Uiscipiine

and Absolution. 18. 4. 5. \ol. 6. p.
587. 588. 589.

Why received into the Cliurch

without a new Ordination. 4. 7. 8.

^ol. l.p. 412.

Novendiale. 23. 3. 19. Vol. 7. p. 356,

Noiitioli. Catechumens. 10. 1. 1. \'ol.

3. p. 1.

Nullatenenses. Bishops without a See,
4.6.2. Vol. l.p. 392.

Nun. See Nonna,

Nunc Dimiltis Hymn. 14. 2. 5. Vol. 5.

p. 36.

A ij»iph(cnm. The Fountain before the

"church. 8.3. 6. Vol. 2. p. 122.

O.

OATHS lawful to be taken upon neces-

sary Occasions. 16. 7. 4. Vol. 6. p.
310.

Oath of Allegiance. See Allegiance.

Bishops not obliged to give

Testimony upon Oath, 5. 2. 2. Vol.

l.p. 427. See Swearing.

Obedience a necessary Part of the Bap-
tismal Covenant. 1 1. 7. 6. Vol, 3. p.
224.

Oblationarium. The Place where the

People's Offerings were taken and
laid. 8. 6. 22. Vol. 2. p. 167. 168.
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Ohlaiions. What to be received at the

Altar, what not. 15. 2. 3. Vol. 5. p.

203 to 206.

——— Not to be received from scan-

dalous Persons. 15. 2. 2. Vol. 5. p.

198.

Oblation of a Lamb in the Romaii Church

on Easter Day censured. 15. 2. 3.

Vol. 5. p. 205.

Oblation-Prayer. 15. 2. 4. Vol. 5. p.

206.

The Names of such as made
Oblations recited. 15. 2. 4. Vol. 5. p.

206. See Offerre Nomina.

Oblations for the Dead. 23. 3. 13. Vol.

7. p 341.

One Part of the Clergy's Re-

venues. 5. 4. 1. Vol. 1. p. 466.

Some Weekly, some Monthly.

Ibid.

The most valuable Part of

Church Revenues. 5. 4. 15. Vol. 1.

p. 481.

Observation of Days and Accidents

censured. 16. 5. 8. Vol.6, p. 236. to

240.

Oeconomus. The Steward of the

Church. 3. 12. 1. Vol. 1. p. 318.

319.

Oecumenical Bishop. A Title given to

the Bishop of Constantinople. 2. 17.

21. Vol. 1. p. 183.

Offering of Bread and Wine in the Eu-

charist. In what Sense allowed to

Deacons. 2. 20. 7. Vol. l.p. 218.

Offerre Nomina. The meaning of it.

2. 20. 5. Vol. l.p. 216. It. 15.2.

4. Vol. 5. p. 206.

Offices Personal, Curial, Servile, &c.

not imposed upon the Clergy. 5. 3.

13. Vol. l.p. 457.

OIkoc. AChurch.8.1.13.Vol.2.p.98.

Otjuia Prayers called Preface.=. 15. 1.

4. Vol. 5. p. 193.

Omens. Observation of them censured.

16. 5. 2. Vol. 6. p. 218. It. 16. 5.

8. Vol. 6. p.236.&c.

"O/ioaiTtoi'. Reasons for sticking to that

Word against the Arians. 6. 3. 10.

Vol. l.p. 551. &c.

Oppression censured. 16. 12. 9. Vol. 6.

p. 405,

Optimates. Their Power in Elections of

the Clergy. 4. 2. 18. Vol. 1. p. 354.

See Clergy-Elections.

Oraculum Ctaleste. A Name given to

the Emperor's Edicts. 8. 1. 3. Vol.

2 p. 79.

Orare. To bid Prayer, the Office of

Deacons. 2. 20. 10. Vol. 1. p. 223.

Orarium- A sacred vestment. 2. 20, 10.

Vol. 1. p. 224. It. 13. 8. 2. Vol.

4. p. 208.

Oratories and Churches. How they

differ. 8. 1. 4. Vol.2, p. 81.

Lniimens-Oralory. 8. 5.2. Vol. 2. p.

130.

Orders. What the Ancients mean by
different Orders of Bishops and

Presbyters. 2. 1. 1. Vol. 1. p. 39.

40.

The Inferior Orders of the

Clergy, not of Apostolical, but only

Ecclesiastical Institutution. 3. 1. 1.

Vol. l.p. 267.268. 269.

How they differed from the

superior Orders. 3. 1. 6. Vol. 1. p.

273.

No Imposition of Hands used

in their Ordination. 3. 1. 6. Vol. 1.

p. 274.

Inferior Orders a sort of Nur-

sery for the Hierarchy. 3. 1. 4. Vol.

l.p. 271.

Inferior Orders not to return to

a secular Life again. 3. 1. 5. Vol. 1.

p. 273.

Inferior Orders allowed to

work at a manual Trade. 5. 3. 6.
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\ol. 1. p. 4}L». It. ti. 4. i;j. Vol. 1.

p. 576.

Ordination of Bishops.

liisliops not to be orduinrd

under Thirty Years of Age. '2. 10.

1. Vol. 1. p." 10,1. 101.

of Hoys to bu JJisliops in the

Uoini.-ih Church censured, 'i. 10. 1.

\'()1. 1. p. 106.

(.'ursory Ordination of Bishops,

not going tlirouj^h the Inferior Or-
ders, censured as uncanonicul. 2. 10.

4- Vol. I. p. 108.

Vet sometimes Deacons, and
the inferior Orders, and Laymen
ordained Bishops without any Regu-
lar Progression. 2. 10. 5. \c. Vol.

l.p. 109.

What Time allowed after a

Bishop's Death to the Ordination of

a new Bishop. 2. 11.1, \'oI. 1. p.

113. 114. 115.

of a Bishop, to be performed

by Three Bishops. 2. 11. 4. Vol. 1.

p. 116, 117.

By one Bishop sometimes al-

lowed. 2. 11. 5. Vol. 1. p. 118,

of Bishops to be celebrated in

their own Churches. 2. 11. 7, Vol,

l.p. 120.

Book of the Gospels, laid upon
the Head of Bishops at their Ordina-

tion. 2. 11. 8. Vol. l.p, 121.

All the Bishops present to lay

on Hands in the Ordination of a

Bishop, Ibid.

Form of Prayer used at a Bi-

shop's Ox/iHarwi. 2. 11.9. Vol. 1.

p. 122.

No one to be ordained Bishop,

who was under the sentence of De-
position. 17. 5. 3. Vol. 6. p. 492.

Bisliops not to ordain their own
Successors. 2, 13. 4. Vol. 1. p. 135.

It. 17. 5. 3. Vol, (i, p, 494. Sec
liiiliop's Ordination, under the Title

of liishops.

Ordination of Presbyters and Deacons

never intrusted in llie hands of Pres-

byters only. 2. 3. 5. \o\. 1. p. 64.

65.

Ordination of Presbyters to be performed

by the Bishops and Presbyters toge-

ther. 2. 19. 10. \ol. 1. p. 191.

Ordination of Presbyters without I'nc-

tion, or delivering of Vessels, or

authority to offer Sacrifice for the

Quick and Dead. 2. 19. 17. Vol. 1.

p. 207. 208. It. 4. 6. 13. Vol. 1.

p. 403.

Ordination given to Presbyters Kneeling,

with the Signs of the Cross, and Kiss

of Peace. 2. 19. 17. Vol. 1. p. 207.

It. 4.6. 10. Vol. l.p. 401.

Form of or(/(ii/ij)?£ Deacons. 2.20.

3, Vol. l.p. 215.

Indelible Character of, what
meant by. 17. 2. 5. Vol. 6. p. 458.

459.

Rules about Ordination in gene-

ral. 4. 3. 1. Vol. 1. p. 357. It. 17.

5. 3. Vol. 6. p. 490. &c.

Enquiry to be made into the

Faith and Morals of such as were to

heordained. 4. 3.2. Vol. 1. p. 358.

The Canons of the Church to be

read to every one at his Ordination.

4. 6.1. Vol. 1. p. 391.392.

Ordination not to be given to Strangers

out of their own Church. 4, 3, 5,

Vol, 1, p. 360.

Nor to Persons who had done

public Penance, 4. 3. 6. Vol. 1. p.

361. It. 17. 5. 4. Vol. 6. p. 495.

496.

Nor to Energumens or Demo-
niacs. 17. 5. 3. Vol. 6. p. 493. It,

4. 4, 7. Vol. 1. p. 381.

Nor to Murderers or Adulterers, or

any that had lapsed in Time of Pei-
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secution. 4. 3. 7. Vol. 1. p. 363.

364.

— Nor to Usurers or Seditious Per-

sons. 4. 3.8. A'ol. 1. p. 365.

Nor to such as had dismembered

their own Body. 4. 3. 9. Vol. 1. p.

366. It. 17. 5.3. Vol. 6. p. 493.

Nor to such as were baptized with

Clinick Baptism. 4. 3. 11. Vol. l.p.

369.

Nor to any one unbaptized, or not

baptized indue Form. 17. 5. 3. Vol.

6. p. 493.

Nor to any one baptized or rebap-

tized by Heretics. 4. 3. 12. Vol. 1.

p. 370. It. 17, 5. 3. Vol. 6. p. 494.

Nor to any who had not first

made all their Family Catholics. 4.

3. 13. Vol. l.p. 371.

Nor to Actors and Stage-Players.

4. 4. 7. Vol. 1. p. 381.

Ordination not to be given to

Soldiers. 4. 4. 1. Vol. l.p. 374.

Nor to Slaves without Consent of

their Masters. 4. 4. 2. Vol. 1. p. 375.

' Nor to Corporation-Men tied to

other Services. 4. 4. 3. Vol, 1. p.

377.

Nor to the Curiales or Decuriones

of any Roman City. 4. 4. 4. Vol. 1.

p. 377. 378. 379.

Nor to Guardians or Factors, till

their Offices expired. 4. 4. 5. Vol. 1.

p. 380.

Nor to Lawyers in some Churches.

4.4.6. Vol. l.p. 380.

Nor to any who had married

Concubines, or Harlots, or Women
divorced from a former Husband. 4.

4. 7. Vol. l.p. 381.

Nor to Digarnists. 4. 5. 4. Vol. 1.

p. 383. It. 17. 5, 3. Vol. 6. p. 490.

No Bishop to ordain another

Man's C!erk without his Consent. 4.

6. 4. Vol. l.p. 394. It. 17. 5. 3.

Vol. 6. p. 491.

No Bishop to ordain in ano-

ther man's Diocese without his leave.

2. 5. 3. Vol. 1. p. 83. It. 4. 6.5.

Vol. l.p. 395.

The Bishop of Alexandria ex-

empted from this Rule, and autho-

rized to ordain in any Diocese of his

Province. 2. 16. 23. Vol. 1. p. 164.

Ordinations, not to be given a-rroXeXv-

fiivwQ without a Title. 4. 6. 2. Vol.

1. p, 392. It. 17. 5. 3. Vol. 6. p.

490.

Ordinatio Localis. 4. 6. 2. Vol. 1. p.

392.

No set Times of Ordination ob-

served in the Three first Ages. 4. 6.

6. Vol. 1. p. 397.

Ordinations not always confined to Sun-

days. 4. 6. 7. Vol. 1. p. 399.

solemnized in the Time of the

Oblation at Morning Sei"vice. 4. 6. 8.

Vol. 1. p. 400.

not regularly given except in a

Church. 4.6.9. Vol. 1. p. 401.

sometimes given by Force

;

and when forbid. 4.2.8. Vol.1,

p. 346. It. 4. 7. 1. Vol. 1. p. 405.

Ordo. The Liturgy or Divine Service.

13. 1. 7. Vol.4, p. 18.

Organs. When first brought into Use

in the Church, 8. 7, 14. Vol. 2. p.

187. &c.

"0(7/; hvvufiiQ. The Meaning of the

Phrase explained. 6. 3. 5. Vol. 1.

p. 538.

Ostiarii. 3. 6. ). Vol. 1, p, 293, See

Door-keepers.

'O^vypdfoi. Notaries. 3. 13. 5. Vol.

1. p. 325.

P.

PACIS Angelus. 14. 6. 4. Vol. 5. p.

162.
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l'iif<iiii!i. J'lie Ut'uson i)f lliu Niinie. o.

5. 2. Vol. 1. p. 485,

I'dllium, The I'liilosopliic Ilabil ust'd

by tlic Amrtivks ami soiui; (if tlie

CJerjry. 6. 4. \9.\ol. 1. p. 586. c\c.

It. 7.3, 6. Vol. 2, p. 35. It. 1. 2.

4, Vol. l.p, 13.

i'nnf/fcs censured, 16. 11. 10. Vol. 6. p.

383. 384. 305.

Tlavvvxi^eC' Pervigilia. Veruocta-

tioiies. rii^ils kept all the Night. 13.

9. 4. Vol. 4. p. 236. &c.

Pantheon at 7fi);ne turned into a Church.

8.2. 4. Vol. 2, p. 115.

Papa. The Name of every Bishop. 2.

2. 7, Vol. l,p, 54.

llairaXrjTpa Sf Papcc Pisimti. Ibid.

Parabolarii. A Name of Reproach
cast upon Ckristiam. 1. 2. 9. Vol. 1.

p. 16. 17.

Paraholani. Officers appointed to take

Care of the Sick. 3. 9, 1. Vol. 1.

p. 302. It. 23. 3. 7. Vol.7, p. 333.

napajiaTrrifffiaTa. Baptism in private

Houses forbidden. 11.6, 12. Vol. 3.

p. 215.

Ilapa^iatig. Commendatory Prayers,

15, 1, 4, Vol. 5. p. 192. It. 23. 3.

11. Vol. 7. p. 339.

Paramouarii. Stewards of Bishops'

Lands. 3. 13. 1. Vol. 1. p. 322.

Parangarim. A Tax so called. 5. 3.

10. Vol. 1. p. 454. 455.

Paratorium. The Prothesis or Table
of Oblations. 8. 6. 22. Vol. 2. p.

167.

Haparpcnrt^oi-. The same. Ihid.

Paraveredi. Horses which the Provin-

cials furnished for conveying the

Emperor's Corn, &:c. 5 3. 10. Vol.

l.p. 454.

Parentalia. Feasts at the Graves of

the Dead censured. 23. 3. 17. Vol,

7. p. 346. 347.

VOL, IX.

I'urenli by the old liinnini Law had
Power of Life iind Death over their

Chilihcn. 16.9. 1. Vol.6, p. 331.

iMiglit not be deserted by their

Children under Pretence of turning

Monlis or entering up(m an Aacelick

Life. 7. 3. 4. Vol. 2. p. 31. It. 16.

9. 1, \ol. 6. p. 331. See Children.

Purochia. The Ancient Name of a Dio-

cese. 9.2. 1. Vol.2, p. 281.

Parislies sometimes on liie other hand
called Dioceses. 9. 8. 1. \ ol. 2. p.

423.

Parochial Ciiurches. Their Original.

5. 6, 5. Vol. 1. p. 492. It. 9. 8. 2.

Vol. 2. p. 424.

City-Parishes not always as-

signed to particular Presbyters ; but

served in common from the Mother-

Church. 9. 8.5. Vol.2, p. 428.

Settled Revenues not originally

fixed upon Parish Churches ; but

paid in to the common Stock of the

Mother-Church. 9. 8. 6. Vol. 2. p.

431.

Parochial Churches, when first endowed
with distinct Revenues. 5. 6. S.VoL
1. p. 492,

Pnci's/i-Bounds conformed to the Limits

of Manors. 9. 8. 6. Vol. 2. p. 431.

Parochial Clergy never defrauded by
tlie Ancient Monks. 7. 3. 19. Vol. 2.

p. 54.

Parochial Visitations to be made by the

Bishop once a year. 9. 6. 16. Vol.

2. p. 387. It. 9. 6. 22. Vol. 2. p.

400.

Eitiht Hundred Parishes in

Theodoret's Diocese of Cypnts. 9. 2.

14. Vol.2, p. 312.

Pamci(/e how punislied. 16. 10.5. VoL
6. p. 344.

P(ir<i/iYawi?s discouraged by Christians.

1.1.6. Vol. 1. p. 5. 6. 7,

Pascha •^avpuaifiov and avw^affifiov,

Pdsch of the Passion and Ressurrcc-

tion includes Two Weeks preceding
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and following Easfer-Day. 20. 5. 1.

Vol. 7. p. 69.

Paschal Festival. Disputes with Here-

tics about the Time of its Observa-

tion. 20. 5. 2. Vol. 7. p. 71.

Disputes in the Church itself

about the Sundaij on which it was to

be observed, by Reason of different

Cycles and Calculations. 20. 5. 5.

A^ol. 7.p. 79.

How religiously the Paschal

Festival was observed. 20. 5. 6. Vol.

7. p. 84.

Made a Time of Pardon and

Indulgence to Prisoners by the Em-
perors. 20. 5. 6. Vol. 7. p. 85.

Passion-Day how observed. 21. 1. 31.

Vol. 7, p. 180. 181. 182.

Passi(/?j-Week more strictly observed

than the rest of Lent. 21. 1. 24. Vol.

7. p. 172. &c.

Pastophoria. Buildings belonging to

the Church. 8.7. 11. Vol.2, p. 181.

Pater Patrum. A Narae of Bishops. 2.

2. 8. Vol. l.p. 56.

Patres. Bishops, Ibid, See Papa.

Patres. Abbots. 7. 3. 11. Vol. 2. p. 42.

patriarchs. A Name sometimes given

to all Bishops. 2. 2. 9. Vol. 1. p. 57.

Patriarchs among the Jews. 2. 17. 4.

Vol. l.p. 167.

PatriarchsdLmongiheMontanists. 2. 17.

5. Vol. l.p. 168.

Painarcfts anciently call'd Archbishops.

2. 17. 1. Vol. l.p. 165.

And Exarchs of the Diocese.

2. 17.2. Vol. l.p. 166.

The Name Patriarch, first used

by Socrates and the (Council of Chal-

cedon. 2. 17. 6. Vol. 1. p. 169.

Salmasius's Mistake about the

first of the Name Patriarch. 2. 17,

3. Vol. l.p. 166.

Patriarchal Power established before

the Council of Nice. 2. 17. 8. Vol.

l.p. 171.

Patriarch of Coiistantinnple styled Oecu-

menical. 2. 17:21. Vol. 1. p. 183.

His Jurisdiction over Three

Dioceses. 2. 17. 10. Vol. 1. p. 174.

The peculiar Privilege of the

Patriarch of .l/c.uoK/rii/, to ordain all

the Bishops in his Diocese. 2. 17.

11. Vol. l.p. 176. 177.

Offices o/" Patriarchs.

To ordain ]\Ietropolitaus. 2.

17. 12. Vol. 1. p. 177.

Tliemselves to be ordained in

a Patriarchal Synod. 2.17.12. Vol.

1. p. 178.

To call Synods of the whole

Patriarchal Diocese. 2. 17. 13. Vol.

1. p. 178.

To receive Appeals from Pri-

mates and Provincial Synods. 2.17.

14. Vol.1, p. 178.

To hear only such Causes as

came regularly before them. 2. 17.

14. VoL 1. p. 179.

To censure IMetropolitans and

Suffragans. 2. 17. 15. Vol. 1. p. 179.

To be consulted by INIetropoli-

tans in all jMatters of great ]Moment.

2. 17, 17. Vol. 1. p. 180. 181.

To notify Imperial Edicts to

the IMetropolitans relating to the

Church. 2. 17. 18. Vol. 1. p. 131.

Great Criminals reserved to the

Absolution of Patriarchs. 2. 17. 19.

Vol. l.p. 182.

At first all absolute and inde-

pendent of one another. 2. 17. 20.

Vol. l.p. 182.

Some afterwards subordinate

to others, as those of Ephesus and

Caasareato Constantinople. 2. 17. 22.

Vol. 1. p. 184
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No Appeal lioin a Patriarch

but to a general Council. 2. 17. 20.

Vol. 1. p. 183.

The Number of Patriarchal

Sees in tlieCMuirch. 2. 17. 20. Vol.

l.p. 102. It. !». 1. 0". \ol. 3. IVom

p. 257 to p. 2(.)3.

Patrons Right of Presentation how first

brought into the Church. 4. 2. 19.

Vol. 1. p. 355. It. 5. 6. 5. Vol. 1.

p. 492.

Not to found Churches to have
a Share in the Oblations. 9. 8. 6".

Vol. 2. p. 433.

Pauiianiats changed tlie Form of Bap-
tism. 11.3. 9. Vol. 3. p. 145.

Piiii/jciaHS rejected Baptism. 1 1. 2. 4.

Vol. 3. p. 128.

Puulinus's Temple at Tyre described.

8. 3. 1. Vol. 2. p. 118.

Pax Vobis. A Form of Salutation used

by the Bishop at his first Entrance
' into the Church. 13. 8. 13. Vol. 4.

p. 224.

Before Reading the Lessons.

14. 3.6. Vol. 5. p. 55. 56.

Before Sermon, 14. 4. 14.

Vol. 5. p. 115.

In Consecrating the Eucharist.

15.3.2. Vol. 5. p. 230. 231

At the Dismission of the

Assembly. 13. 10. 8. Vol.4, p. 264.
It. 15. 6. 4. Vol. 5. p. 391.

Peccatum and Ciiineit how distinguished.

16. 3. 14. Vol. 6. p. 159.

Pecuniary Causes of the Clergy with

Laymen to be heard before the secu-

lar" Judges. 5. 2. 13. Vol. l.p. 435.

436.

PeJerecti, Eunmnians baptizing wltii

the Heels upward. 11.11. 4. Vol.3.

p. 274. 275.

Pelusiotce. A Name of Reproach cast

upon the Cutltulics by the Origeninus,

1.2. 17. Vol. 1. p. 21.

Penaiice. The Manner of Performing

it. 18.2. i. Vol. 6. p. 537. 538.

Public Penance allowed but

once. 18. 4. I. Vol. 6. p. 573.&C.

Imposed on Women as well as

Men. Ki. 3. 2. Vol.6, p. 116.

For the whole Life. 18. 4. 2.

\ol. 6. p. 571.

iMarried Persons not admitted

to Penance by Consent. 18. 2. 7.

Vol. 6. p. 545.

Persons not to many during

the Time of their Penance. 18. 2.

8 Vol. 6. p. 545. 546.

Commutation of Penance not
allowed. 16. 3. 3. Vol. 6. p. 118.

How far the Intercession of

Martyrs allowed to moderate Pe-
nance. 16. 3. 4. Vol. 6. p. 118. It

.

18. 4. 10. Vol. 6. p. 555.

No Sinners absolved till they

had done their regular Penance. 19.

2. 1. Vol, 6. p. 618. &:c.

Bishops had Power to mode-
rate Penance. 18. 4. 7. \'ol, 6. p.

591. &:c.

Persons who had done Public

Penance never to be ordained. 4. 3.

6. Vol. l.p. 361.

Not sufficient to restore de-

graded Clerks. 17. 5. 4. Vol. 1. p.

496.

Penitents divided into four Orders,

Flentcs, Audientes, Subslrati, and

Coiisistentes. 18. 1. 1. V'ol. 6. p.

530. &ic.

The first Order of Penitents in

the Church-Porch. 8. 3. 5. ^'ol. 2.

p. 121. It. 18. 1. 4. Vol. 6. p. 534.

The second Order in the Nar-
ihex of the Church. 8. 4. 3. Vol. 2.

p. 126. It. 10. 1. 4. Vol, 6. p. 534.

The third Order in the Nave of

the Church. 8. 5. 3. Vol. 2. p. 130.

It. 10. 1. 5. Vol.6, p. 534.

The fourth Order among the

Faithful. 8. 5. 5. Vol. 2. p. 133. It.

18. 1. 6. Vol. 6. p. 536.

K 2
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Penitential Exercises. 18. 2. 2.

Vol. 6. p. 533. ixc.

Appeared with Sackcloth and
Ashes on their Head. 18. 2. 2. Vol.

6. p. 539. &c.

— Abstained from Bathing, Feasting

and all other Diversions. 18. 2. 4.

Vol. 6. p. 543.

— To cut off their Hair and go

veiled. 18. 2.3. Vol. 6. p. 541.

To observe all the Public Fasts

of the Church. 18. 2. 5. Vol. 6. p.

544.

To restrain themselves in the

Conjugal State. 18. 2. 6. Vol. 6. p.
544.

Not to marry in the Time of

their Penance. 18. 2. 8. Vol. 6. p.

546.

To pray Kneeling on all Festi-

vals. 18.2. 9. Vol. 6. p. 546.

To serve the Church in Bury-
ing the Dead. 18. 2. 11. Vol. 6. p.

547.

Prayers for them. 14. 5. 10.

Vol. 5. p. 169.

Absolved by Deacons in Cases
of Necessity. 2. 20. 12. Vol. 1. p.

226. See Abiolution.

Penitential Psalm. 13. 10. 13. Vol. 4.

p. 272.

Penitentiary Priest. 18. 3. 11. Vol. 6.

p. 569.
"

Pensions Canonical how far allowed. 6.

4. 3. Vol. I. p. 510.

Pentaeteris. The Lustral Tax. 5. 3. 6.

Vol. l.p. 448.

Pentecost taken in a double sense, for

the Fifty Days after Easter, and for

the single Day of Whitsunday. 20.

6. 1. Vol.7, p. 95.

Fasting forbidden all Pentecost.

20. 6.3 Vol. 7. p. 97. fee.

And Kneeling at Prayers for-

bidden also. 13. 8. 3. Vol. 4. p. 209.

It. 20. 6. 3. Vol.7, p. 97. &c.

Public Shows prohibited in

Pentecost, but Law-suits and Bodily

Labour allowed. 20. 6. 4, Vol. 7.

p. 99.

Acts of the Apostles read all

the Time of Pentecost. 14. 3. 3. \'ol.

5. p. 48. It. 20. 6. 2. Vol. 7. p. 96.

Pentecost a solemn Time of Baptism.

11.6. 7. Vol. 3. p. 206.

People's Vote allowed in the Choice of

Bishops and Clergy. 4. 2. 3. Vol. 1.

p. 540.

Denied in Case they were
Heretics or Schismatics. 4. 2. 12.

Vol. 1. p. 350.

Also in Case of Factions and
Divisions among them. 4. 2. 15.

Vol. 1. p. 352.

People, when wholly excluded from

Elections. 4. 2. 18. Vol. l.p. 354.

See Elections of' the Clergy.

Allowed to read tlie Scriptures.

13. 4.8. Vol. 4. p. 86.

Allowed to join in Psalmody
and Prayer, and proper Responses

throughout the Liturgy. 13. 4. 2.

Vol, 4. p. 80.

Perfecti. Baptized Persons. 1. 4. 3.

Vol. l.p. 26.

Tlipu'tfifiarn. Charms forbidden. 11,

5. 8. Vol. 3. p. 192. It, 16. 5. 6.

Vol. 6. p. 226. &c.

IlfpijSoXaioj/. See Pallium,

UipiPoXoi'. The Bounds of the

Church. 8. 3. 4. Vol. 2. p. 120.

Utpio^evTcu Itinerant Presbyters, 2.

14. 12. Vol. l.p. 143,

llfpipaiTT/piff. Holy-Water of the

Heathen. 8. 3.7. Vol. 1. p. 123. It,

16.4.15. Vol. 6. p. 199.
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I'eristerion. GoKlou Dove. t)l wliat

Use in the Church. U. ti. 19. Vol. 2.

p. 158.

I'erjiirti censuicd. 16. 7. 8. \'ol. (i. \<.

3-2
1."

Pemoctations. See VigiU.

Personal and Predial Ollices not im-

posed upon the Clergy. 5. 3. 13.

Vol. 1. p. 457.

Phanum. A Church of Heretics. 8. 1.

6. Vol. 2. p. 84.

Pharmuci). Witchcraft censured. IG.

5. 5. Vol. 6. p. 224. &c.

Pheronyviy. IG. 13.5. Vol. 6. p. 440.

PhiaUi. The Fountain before the Church.

8. a. 6. Vol. 2. p. 122.

Philosarclur. A Name of Rcproacli

cast upon the Catholics by the Orige-

nians. 1. 2. 17. Vol. 1. p. 21.

PhilKsophers not to be conversed witli

by the Clergy. 17. 5. 31. Vol. 6. p.

620.

Philolhei. A Name of Monks. 1.2. 14.

Vol. 2. p. 26.

Pliiltra. Love-Potions censured. 16.5.

5. Vol. 6. p. 225.

Pholles. A Coin so called. 5. 4. 7.

Vol. l.p. 472.

Plumascus. The Precentor. 14. 1. 12.

Vol. 5. p. 14.

4>aira. Epiphany, so called. 20. 4. 7.

Vol. 7. p. 65.

^taTiafioi-. Baptism. 11. 1. 4. Vol. 3.

p. 115.

*wri^o/i£voi. Persons baptized. 1. 4.

1. Vol. 1. p. 25.

i>(DTi^rjpia. Baptisteries. 8. 7. 3.

Vol. 2. p. 173.

Phrontisteria. Baptisteria. 8. 7. 3.

Vol. 2. p. 173.

Phrontisteria. IMonasteries. 7. 2. 14.

Vol. 2. p. 27.

Phylacteries. Te.xts of .Scripture writ-

ten in Bibbands, and used asCliarms,

censured. 11.5.8. \ ol. 3. p. 192.

ll. I(i. 5.6. Vol. 6. p. 226.

Phylacterium. Baptism, why so calle<l,

11. 1. 10. Vol. 3. p. 122.

/'/ii/.'./iii,';iii/'iv censured. 16. 5. 2. \'ol,

6. p. 248.

No Pictures in Churches for

the first Three hundred Years. 8. 8.

6. Vol. 2. p. 193. 6cc.

First brought in by Paulinas.

8. 8. 7. Vol. 2. p. 24

Not worshipped wlien first

br()u;.,'!it into the Church. 8. 8. 9.

Vol. 2. p. 205. See Images.

No Pictures of God or the

Trinity allowed in Churches till

after the second Niccne Council,

which condemned them. 8. 8. 10.

Vol. 2. p. 206. 207.

Pictures of Kings and Bishops, when
first brought into the Church. 8. 8.

8. Vol. 2. p. 204.

Symbolical Picture of a Shep-

herd upon the Communion-Cup. 8.

8. 6. Vol. 2. p. 203.

Pisciculi. Why Christians assumed

that Name. 1.1.2. Vol. 1. p. 2.

Pisces. See I^Quc.

Piscina. The Font. 8. 7. 4. Vol. 2. p.

174.

lli?-oi. Persons baptized. 1.4. 1. Vol.

l.p. 25.

ria^iarii or Rlan-stealing, censured.

16. 12. 2. Vol. 6. p. 398.

Planela, A Sacred Vestment. 13. 8.

2. Vol. 4. p. 208.

Plautina, Prosapia c^' Fistores. Names
of Reproach cast upon Chriitians. 1 .

2. 12. Vol. l.p. 17.

Plays. See Stage-plays.

Pluralities, how far allowed. 6. 4. 8.

\ ol. 1. p. 368. 369. ll. 17. 5. 29.

Vol. 6. p. 518.
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Penitentia Major $; Minor, how distin-

guished. 16. 3. 14. \'ol. 6. p. 163.

&c.

Penitentiam accipere <5)" dare, 18. 1.4.
Vol. 6. p. 534.

Pccnitentia JustaS^ Legitima. 18. 4. 12.

Vol. 6. p. 596.

TloXiTevofisvoi. Common-Council Men
not to be ordained. 4. 4. 4. Vol. 1.

p. 379.

Polygamy censured. 16. 11. 5. Vol, 6.

p. 369.

Pomps of Satan. 11. 7. 2. Vol. 3. p.

218. It. 16.5. 8. Vol. 6. p. 236.

Pump of Christian Funerals. 23. 3. 8.

Vol.7, p. 333.

Pont ifex Maximus, The common Name
of all Bishops. 2.2. 6. Vol. 1. p. 53.

Forphyrians. A Name given by Law to

the Avians. 16. 6. 6. Vol. 6. p. 252.

Poor of the Church, laid in tlie Church
Porclies. 8. 4. 1. Vol. 2. p. 125. It.

13. 8. 14. Vol. 4. p. 224.

Poor to be relieved out of the Revenues
of the Church. 5. 6. 3. Voh l.p.
490.

Communion-Plate sold to re-

lieve the Poor. 5. 6. 6. Vol. I. p.

493. It. 8. 10.2. Vol. 2. p. 223.

Defrauders of the Poor, reputed

guilty of Murder. 16. 10. 15. Vol.6.

p. 356.

No Necessity of Subjection to

the Pope. 9. 1. 9. Vol. 2. p. 269.

Porticoes or Cloysters of the Church.
8. 3. 5. Vol. 2. p. 121.

Posture of Devotion. See Prayer.

Voluntary Poverty sometimes
chosen by the Clergy. 6. 2. 8. Vol.

l.p.517.

Prmcentor. 14. 1. 12. Vol. 5. p. 14.

Prmcones. Deacons. 2. 20. 10. Vol. 1.

p. 223.

Pradicare, To bid Prayer. Ibid.

Prccfationes. Prayers called Prefaces.

15. ]. 4. Vol. 5. p. 191. 6cc.

PrcefictE. Women hired to mourn at Fu-
nerals censured. 23. 3. 18. Vol. 7.

p. 348. &c.

Prasanctijicatorum Missa. 15. 4. 12.

Vol. 5. p. 328. &c. See Missa.

Propositi. Bishops. 2. 2. 5. Vol. 1. p.
53.

Prirpositi. Presbyters. 2. 19. 14. Vol.

1. p. 202.

Pnepositus Domus. The Inspector of the

Inferior Clergy in tlie Bishop's

House. 3. 12. 1. Vol. l.p. 318.

HpayparevTiKov xpvcrtov. A Tax so

called. 5. 3. 6. Vol. 1. p. 448.

Prayers offered to God only, not to any
Creatures, Saints or Angels, &:c. 13.

3. 1. Vol. 4. p. 63.

Morning and Evening Prayer.

13, 9. 7. Vol. 4. p. 244.

Canonical Hours of Prayer.
Their Original. 13. 9. 8. \'ol. 4. p.
246. &c.

Praver before Sermon. 14. 4.

13, Vol. 5. p. 110. 6cc.

For the Catechumens, Ener-
guraens, Corapetentes and Penitents.

14. 5. 3. Vol. 5. p. 157. &c.

Prayer for the whole Church and all

Orders in it. 15. 3. 12. Vol. 5, p.
257. It. 15. 1. 2. Vol. 5. p. 181.

For Kings. 13. 10. 5. Vol. 4*

p. 260. It. 15. 3. 14. Vol. 5. p.
260.

For the Dead. 15. 3. 15. Vol.
5. p. 261. It. 20. 7. 8. Vo!. 7. p.
115. and 23. 3. 13. Vol. 7. p. 341.

SilentPrayer. 15. 1. 1. Vol. 5.

p. 175. &c.

Pravers said with tlie Head uncovered.
l"3. 8. 9. Vol. 4. p. 218.
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I'ostiiri's of IVaypr, Standing',

Kiu'fling, liowinj; anil I'lostration.

13. 8. 4. \()1. -1. |). ':i'2.

Standing at Prayer, used on
the I Old's- Dull and all I'liilcrosi.

See Lord's- Ddi/ aiKlJ'enlecoit.

Sitting never used as a I'osture

of Prayer. 13. 8. 7. Vol. 4. p. 216.

Praifhig by the Si-iiuT. 13. 6. 9.

Vol. 4. p. 182. &c. See 6>ini.

Lord's- Prayer.

Used as a Form in all Offices.

13. 7. 2. \ol. 4. p. 194.

In liaiHisw. 13. 7. 2. Vol. 4.

p. 194. li. 12. 4. 7. \ (il. 3. p. 330.

In the Eucharist. 13. 7. 3.

Vol. 4. p. 194. d:c. It. 15. 3. 27.

Vol. 5. p. 28b".

In Morning and Evening
Prayer. 13. 7. 4. Vol. 4. p. 196.
It. 13. 11.7. Vol. 4. p. 283.

In Private Devotions. 13. 7.

5. Vol. 4. p. 197.

Called the Christian's Daily
Prayer, 13. 7. 6. Vol. 4. p. 198. It.

16. '3. 14. Vol. 6. p. IGO.

Used by Heretics as well as

Catholics. 13. 7. 7. Vol. 4. p. 199.

Used for the Remission of

Daily Sins of a lesser Kind. 16. 3.

14. Vol. 6. p. 161.

Accounted a Spiritual Form
13. 7. 8. Vol. 4. p. 201.

Allowed as a Privilege to bap-
tized Communicants only, and not to

Catechumens. 1. 4. 7. Vol. 1. p. 28.

It. 10. 5. 9. Vol. 3. p. 106. It. 13.

7. 9. Vol. 4. p. 203.

Preaching.

Preaching the Office of Bishops. 2. 3.

4. Vol. 1. p. 63. It 14. 4. 2. Vol. 5.

p. 79.

No Pis hop preached at Home.

for Five Hundred Years toj^'Pthcr, 2.

3. 4.\'ol. 1. p. (il. It. II. 1. .i. \ol.

5. p. 86. &c.

Presbyters in the African
Church not allowed io preach before

the liishop till the time of St. Austin,

2. 3. 4. \ol. l.p. 63.

Presbyters forbidden to preach
at Alexandria for some time after

Arias. 2. 3. 4. Vol. 1. p. 64. It. 14.

4. 3. Vol. 5.p, 87.

rcfoc/iing sometimes committed to Dea-
cons. 2. 20. 11. Vol. 1. p. 22.5.

It. 14. 4.2. Vol.5, p. 79.

Whether Laymen were ever

allowed to preach. 14. 4. 4. \'ol. 5.

p. 88.

Women never allowed to preach.

14. 4. 5. Vol. 5. p. 91. &c.

Rules and Directions about

Preaching. 6. 3. 7. Vol. 1. p. 540.

It. 14. 4. 19. Vol. 5. p. 1-22. &;c.

Preachers delivered their Sermons for

the most part sitting. 14. 4. 24.

Vol. 5. p. 134, &c.

Acclamations given to cele-

brated Preachers. 14. 4. 27. \o\. 5.

p. 140.

Preaching by the Spirit. What meant
thereby. 14. 4. 12. Vol. 5. p. 109.

See Sermons,

Prelatical and Sacerdotal Power but

one and the same thing in a Bishop.

2. 19. 15. Vol. 1. p. 203. &c.

Ri'rht of Presentation, how first devolv-

ed upon Princes. 4. 2. 19. Vol. 1.

p. 355.

And upon Patrons. Ihid. See

Patrons.

Ylpttrftvripoi trrixoipiot. 9. 6. 21. \ ol.

2. p. 399.

Upeo(ivT^^eg. Deaconesses. 2.22.1.
Vol. l.p. 247.
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they diftered. 2.22. 7. V'ol. l.p. 255.

Presbiitera. A Presbyter's Wife. 2.

22! 15. Vol 1. p. 259.

Preshyteriuyn. The Chancel. 8. 6. 4.

Vol. 2. p. 142.

Presbtiterii Coiifessus, and Presbyterii

Corona. The Presbytery of the

Church, sitting in a Circle about the

Bishop. 2. 19. 5. and 6. Vol. I. p.

191. It. 8. 6. 4. Vol.2, p. 142.

Presbyters.

The Meaning of the Name. 2.

Never allowed to onlain others.

19, 1. Vol. 1. p. 188.

The Name Presbyter, Bishop

and Apostle, sometimes used pro-

miscuously. 2. 19. 2. Vol. 1. p. 188.

The Order of Presbyters of

Apostolical Institution. 2. 19. 3.

Vol. 1. p. 189.

The Order of Presbyters infe-

rior to that of Bishops. 2. 1.2. Vol.

l.p. 41.

To do nothing without the

Consent of their Bishop. 2. 3. 2.

Vol. l.p. 61,

Not to baptize, or preach, or

administer the Eucharint, without his

Consent. 2. 3. 3. Vol. 1. p. 62.

No Presbyter allowed to preach

in the presence of his Bishop in the

African Church, till the Time of

St. Austin. 2. 3. 4. Vol. 1. p. 63.

It. 14. 4. 2. Vol. 5. p. 79.

Allowed to consecrate Virgins

by the Bishop's Leave. 7. 4. 6. Vol.

2. p. 68.

Might confirm by the Bishop's

Leave, in many Cases. 12. 2. 2.iJcc.

Vol. 3. p. 299.

Might grant Absolution, by the

Bishop's Direction. 19. 3. 2. Vol.

6. p. 639.

2. 3, 5. Vol. 1. p. 64.

Ordinations by Presbyters, dis-

annulled by the Church. 2. 3. 6.

Vol. 1. p. 66.

Accountable to their Bishops.

2. 3. 8. Vol. 1. p. 70.

Form of ordaining Presbyters.

2. 19. 17. Vol. 1. p. 206. See Or-

dination.

Privileged against being ex-

amined by Torture, as other Wit-

nesses were. 5. 2. 4. Vol. 1. p.

428.

Allowed to sit on Thrones with

the Bishop in the Church. 2. 19. 5.

A'ol. l.p. 191.

The Senate or Council of the

Church. 2. 19. 7. Vol. 1. p. 192.

• Allowed to sit with Bishops in

Provincial Councils. 2. 19. 8. V'ol.

]. p. 195. It. 2. 19. 12. Vol. 1.

p. 199. It. 7. 3. 13. Vol. 2. p. 44.

And in Consistorial Councils.

2, 19. 11. Vol. 1. p. 198.

And in General Councils. 2.

19.13. Vol. 1. p. 201.

Joined with the Bishops, in

Imposition of Hands, and in the Or-

dination of Presbyters. 2. 19. 10.

Vol. l.p. 197.

Itinerant Presbyters. 2. 14. 12.

Vol. l.p. 143.

Pride, how censured. 16. 14. 2. Vol.

6. p. 445.

Priests. A Name given to Bishops,

Presbyters, and Deacons, by Optalus.

2. 19 15. Vol. 1. p- 203.

Women not to e.Kecute the

OfSce of Priests. 2. 22. 7. Vol. 1.

p. 254.

Laymen's Priesthood, why bap-

tism so called. 11. 1. 3. Vol. 3. p.

115.
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Prima: sedis Kpiscupus. I he litlu of

iMelropolilans in AJ'rick. 2. l(j. 5.

\ol 1. p. 182.

Pri'mnfM or Metropolitans. Tlieir Ori-

ginal derivuil Ijy some froni Apos-
tolical Institution. 2. l(i. 1. \ HI. 1.

p. liiO

15y others from the .\^e next

alter the Apostles. 2. lU. 2. \ ol. 1.

p. 148.

Before the Council of Nice. 2.

lO". 3. Vol. 1. p. 148.

Their ancient Names, Hinuroi,

KfipuXii'i. Ejarclii Proviitciantw. Sc-

nes, I'rincipes, Primce setlis, Episcojii,

Archbishops, Metropolitans. 2. 16

5. Vol. 1, p. 150. 151.

How the African Bishops might
forfeit their Title to the Primacy. 2.

16. 7. Vol. l.p. 153. It 2. 16. 16.

Vol. l.p. 159.

Three Sorts of Plonorary Pri-

mates. Primates ^vo. Titular Pri-

mates, and Primates of Rlother-

Churches. 2. 16. 9. Vol. 1. p. 154.

Primates in Africa the Senior Bishops
of every Province, except at Carthage.

2. 16. 6. Vol. 1. p. 151.

Registers of Bishops' Ordina-
tions to be kept in the Churches of

the African Primates, that Bishops
might know their Seniority. 2. 16.

8. V^ol. l.p. 153.

To ordain the Bishops of tiieir

Province. 2. IG. 12. Vol. 1. p. 156.

To be chosen and ordained by
the Bishops of their own Province* 2.

16. 15. Vol. l.p. 158.

To receive Appeals from the

Bishops of their Province. 2. 16. 16.

Vol. l.p. 159.

To summon Provincial Synods.
2.16. 17. Vol. 1. p. 161.

To be determined by tiie Ma-
jor Vote of a Provincial Synod. 2.

16. 14. Vol. 1. p. 1.58.

VOL. l.\.

i..iberty of .Vpjjeals from Pn-
inntes to a I'rovincial .Synod. 2. 16.

16. \ol. I. p. 159. 160.

Primates to publish ('anons made in

the Provincial Synod. 2. 16. lU.

\ol. 2. p. 161.

Jo visit any Diocese in their

Proiince. Iliid.

To grant Litera: Pormatif to the

Provincial Bishops. 2. 16. 19. Vol.

1. p. 162.

To take Care of \'acant Sees.

2. 16.20. Vol. 1. p. 162.

To calculate the time of Easter.

2. 16. 21. Vol. 1. p. 163.

The Primate of Aleiandria had Power
to Ordain Presbyters and Deacons
ill any Diocese of his I'rovince. 2.

16.23. Vol. l.p. 164.

All Primates originally absolute and in-

dependent. 2. 18. 1. \ol. 1. p. 185.

Primicerius Martynim. 2. 21. 11. \'ol.

1 . p. 246.

Diaconorum. Ibid.

Notariorum. 3. 13. 5. Vol. 1.

p. 325.

Principes Ecclesia. A Name of Bi-

shops. 2. 2. 4. Vol. 1. p. 52.

Sucerdutum. The same. 2. 2.

6. Vol. 1. p. 53.

This Name forbidden in tlie

African Church. 2. 2. 8. \ ol. 1. p.

57.

Princei' Right of Presentation how first

brought into the Church. 4. 2. 19.

Vol. 1. p. 355.

— .Allegiance due to Princes, 16.

9. 4. \ol. 6. p. 335. &c.

PrisciUianists changed the Form of

Baptism. 11. 3. 4. Vol. 3. p. 139.

Condemned for the practice of

Astiology. 16.5. 1. \ ol. 6. p. J14.

I.
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Vriioiu of the Cliurcli. 8. 7. 9. \u\. 2.

p. 179. It. 17. 4. 12. Vol. 6. p.

485.

npociTtjnf. The Suburbs of a City

what. 9. 2. 3. Vol. 2. p. 282.

Proceosions at Funerals. 23. 3. 8. Vol.

7. p. 333.

On Bogation-Days, 13. 1. 12.

Vol. 4. p. 29.

Upoi^poi. Bishops so called. 2. 2. 6.

Vol. 1. p. 53. It. 2. 19. 14. Vol.

1. p. 201. Deacons so called.

npof^aiTtQ. Bishops. 2.2. 5. Vol. 1.

p. 53.

UpuKa^efjitvai. Deaconesses. 2. 22.

13. Vol. 1. p. 258.

Denial of Fromotinn, a Punishment in-

ni<.'ted on the Clergy. 17. 4. 9. Vol.

6. p. 481.

No one to seek Promotion in

the Church from the secular Powers.
17. 5. 3. Vol. 6. p. 494.

Upovaoc. The Ante-Temple within

the Walls. 8. 4. 2. Vol. 2. p. 126.

Profanation of Churches and holy
Things remarkably punished. 8. lU.

2. Vol. 2. p. 228. ixc. It. 16. 6.

26. Vol. 6. p. 280. &c.

Prophetettm. A Church called by the
Name of a Prophet. 8. 1.8. Vol. 2.

p. 86.

Propiflctnm Magnum. The Great Porch
before the Churcli. 8. 3. 4. Vol. 2.

p. 121.

Propvlcta Minora. 8. 4. 1. Vol. 2. p.
124.

llpooivxi) tu^iv)]. 13. 10. 9, Vol, 4.

p. 264. It. 14. 2. 2. Vol. 5. p. 29.
See Morning-Hymn. Glory be to God
on high.

lIpofftKTijpia, Churches. 8. 1. -1. Vol.
2. p. 81.

llpocJKXaioi'Ttc. FLentfi, Mourners. An
Order of Penitents. 18. 1. 3. Vol.6,

p. 532.

IIpoTar;;^. A Defensor. 3. 1 1. 5. Vol.

l.p. 315.

Prostration a Posture of Prayer. 13. 8.

6. Vol. 4. p. 215.

Prostrators an Order of Penitents. 18.

1. 5. Vol. 6. p. 535.

npo(T0w)'?;me. Bidding; Prayer. 2. 20.

10. Vol. 1. p. 224. It 15. 1. 2. Vol.

5. p. 181.

Tpia TTpocraiTra. Three Persons equivo-

cally asserted by the Sabellians.G. 3.

9. Vol. 1. p. 547.

Protestant Churches. A Model of Pri-

mitive Episcopacy proposed to be
settled in them, 9. 8. Conclus. Vol. 2.

p. 435.

npojTSK^iKoi. Defensors. 3. 11. 7. Vol.

1. p. 317.

Ilnwrot. Primates. 2. 16. 5. Vol. l.p.

150.

Prothcsis. 8.6. 22. Vol. 2. p. 167.

Provinces in tha Empire and the Church

.

9. 1. 6. Vol. 2. p. 257. &c.

Provincial Synods. See Synods.

Psalmody. 3. 7. 2. Vol. I. p. 296. It.

14. 1. 1. Vol. 5. p. 1. 2. 3.

In Processions. 23. 2. 6. Vol.
7. p. 320.

At Funerals. 23. 3. 8. Vol. 7.

p. 63.

Used by IMonks in conducting
Strangers to their Cells. 7. 3. 17.
Vol. 2. p. 52. See Singing.

Psalmi Abecedarii. 14. 1. 12. Vol. 5. p.
16.

Psalmi Alleluatici. 14. 2. 4. Vol. 6. p.
33.

Psulmus iniXuyvioc 13. 11. 5. Vol. 4.

p. 280.
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I'miiiiut Lxonu)li>i;eticin, i'lic I'enitfii-

tiul Pmlm. 13. 10. 13. Vol. 4. p.
'27-2.

I'milmiis liivilaloiius. 1.1. 3. 32. \'iil. .0.

p. 293.

Psulini ResponSiirii. 14. 1. 3. \ ol. 5. p.

Psalmista:. 3. 7. 1. Vol. 1. p. 29').

Vsiiliiis sung at tlio Communion. 15. 5.

10. Vol. 5. p. 38b'.

^paXrai Kai'ojitccit. 3. 7. 2. Vol. 1. p.

296.

Psychici. A Name of Roproacii given

to the CiUiwlics by the MotUuitiits. 1.

2. 14. Vol, l.p.iy.

Pubticaiis. Their Extoilion censured.

16. 12. U. Vol. (i. p. 409.

IliiXwnot. Doorkeepers 3. 6, 1. Vol. 1.

p. 293.

I'lilliitiiin. The Ucatliiig-Di'sk. 3. 5.4.

Vol. 1. p. 291. It. ti.o. 4. Vol. 2.

p. 131.

Pnrgatio Canouica. An Abuse of t''e

hucliarist. 15. 5. 9. Vol. 5. p. 385.

Pur/;atory not regarded in the ancient

i'rajers for the Dead. 15. 3. 16. Vol.

6. p. 267.

Pijlhoiiici. Persons speaking by tlie

Spirit of Divination censured, 16. 5.

4. Vol 6. p. 222.

Piixe for the Eucharist. A modern

Invention. 8. 6. 18, Vol.2, p. 158.

Q.

QUADRAGESIMA. See Lent.

Quintilliaiis. Heretics rejecting Bap-

tism. 11, 2. 1. Vol. 3. p. 124.

Qtiotidiana Oratio. SeeLonVs Prayer.

R.

RAILING and Reviling censured. 16.

13. 4. Vol. (i.ji. 438.

Rii,L of ihi; Chancel. 8. (i. f). \ ol. 2.

p. 14.3.

/?a/)cj and Ravishment cen.surcd. 1(».

11.8. Vol 6. p. 378.

Riillonulis UitLcseos. 9. 1, 12, \i)1.2.

p. 279,

Keiidcrs. .An Order of the Inferior

Cler;;y in the I'hird Century, 3, 5,

1, Vol. 1, p. 288.

(,'hildren made Headers. 3. 3.

5, Vol. 1. p. 292.

Catechumens made Readers at

Aleumdriii. 3. 5. 2. \ol. 1. p. 290.

Form of Ordaining Readers, 3.

5. 3. Vol. 1, p, 290.

Rehapliziition. Laws against it. 12. 5,

1, Vol. 3, p. 337. It. 17, 5, 3, Vol.

6. p. 493.

Rchellion censured. 16. 9. 4, Vol. 6. p.

334.

Receptorium. 8. 7, 8, Vol, 2. p. 178.

Redimicula. 7.3.6. Vol. 2. p, 34,

Refuge. See Asylum.

Recfister of Baptism and Sponsors kept

in the Church. 11. 7. 12. Vol. 3. p.

232. It. 11. 8, 13. Vol. 3. p. 251.

Of the Ordination of IVishops

keptin every I'liinate's Church. 2. 16.

8. Vol. 1. p. 153.

Relicks of the Dead not to be kept

above Ground, or be bought or sold.

23.4. 7. and 8. \ ol. 7. p. 366.6c

367.

\()t to be worshipped. 23, 4.

9. \ ol. 7. p. 368.

Remr»{a Lex: 16. 13. 1. \'ol. 6. p. 43 L

Remholli. A Sort of ungovernable

.Monks. 7.2. 4. \ ol. 2. p. 11.

Reuunciation in Baptism. 11.7. 1. \ ol.

3. p. 217.
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Of the Woilil, as taught by se-

veral Heretics, censured. 16. 12. 1.

Vol. 6. p. 397.

Itenunciantes. Llonks so called. 7. 2.

14. Vol. 2. p. 26.

Benunriative and Communicative Life

of Monks, how they differed. 7. 3. 9.

Vol. 2. p. 38.

Henrdinations generally condemned. 4.

7. 5. Vol. 1. p. 408.

Heordination of Schismatics and Here-

tics upon their Return to the Church.

4. 7. 7. Vol. 1. p. 411.

What Repentance required for greater

and lesser Sins to qualify Men for the

Communion. 15. 8. 3. Vol. 5. p.

418.

Isle of Repentance why so call-

ed. 7. 3. 15. Vol. 2. p. 46.

Residence of the Clergy. 6. 4. 7. Vol.

1. p. 567.

Resignations how far allowed. 6. 4. 2.

Vol. 1. p. 559.

Clergy not to resign without

Leave. 6. 4. 1. Vol. 1. p. 557.

Responsales. 3, 13. 6. Vol. 1. p. 327.

Responsorii Psalmi. 14. 1. 3. Vol. 5. p.

15. It. 14. 1. 11. Vol. 5. p. 12.

Revealing ot Secrets censured. 16. 13.

4. Vol. 6. p. 439.

Revelations read in Pentecost. 14. 3. 3.

Vol. 5. p. 50. It. 17. 5. 8. Vol. 6.

p. 500.

The Clergy sometimes chosen

by Revelation or Designation of the

PIoLY Ghost. 4. 1. 3. Vol. 1. p.

330.

Revenues of the Church, how raised. 5.

4. 1. Vol. 1. p. 466. See Oblations,

Tithes, First-Jruits,

How disposed of by the Bishop.

2. 4. 6. Vol. 1. p. 79.

And by the Archdeacon. 2. 21.

5. Vol. 1. p. 239.

Fixed Revenues not immediately settled

upon Parish-Churches at their first

Division, but paid into the Stock of

the Mother-Church. 9. 8. 6. Vol. 1.

p. 431.

Ring used in Espousals. 22. 3. 5. Vol.

7. p. 250.

Pc;r(^irt. Fans. Their Use. 8. 6.21.

Vol. 2. p. 166. It. 15. 3. 6. Vol. 5.

p. 240.

Rites and Ceremonies need not be the

same in all Parts of the Catholic

Church. 16. 1. 15. Vol. 6. p. 50.

Robbery. See Theft.

Concealers of Robbers how pu-

nished. 16. 12. 18. Vol. 6. p. 426.

Rogation-days. 13. 1. 10. Vol. 4. p. 22.

It. 21.2. 8. Vol. 7. p. 192.

Roitie Fifty Miles in compass in the time

of Anrelian. 9. 5. 1. Vol. 2. p. 354.

F; ty Churches in Rome before the last

Persecution. 8. 1. 17. Vol. 2. p. 104.

It. 9. 5. 1. Vol. 2. p. 356.

The Foundations of Rowe and
Constantinople celebrated by annual

Festivals. 20. 1. 5. Vol. 7. p. 8.

See Festivals and Notales Urbium.

Mishop of Rome's Metropolitical and
Patriarchal Power conhned to the

Suburbicaiy Churches. 9. 1. 10. Vol.

2. p. 270.

Bishop of Rome had no Power over tiie

Church of Milan, Aj'rick, Spain,

France or Britain. 9. 1. ll.^'ol.2.

p. 271.

Bishop of Rome not privileged to or-

dain Bishops himself alone. 2. 11.

6. \'ol. l.p. 119.

Bishop of Uome's License not necessary

to authorise other Bishops to conse-

crate Churches. 8. 9. 7, Vol. 2. p.

218.
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lioman Kmpirc. I'lic State of it in the

Days of tlic Apostles. 9. 1. 1. Vol.

2. p. 252.

])ivision of llio lioman Kinpire

into Diocosts and I'rovinccs. S<. 1.

5. Vol. 2. p. 255.

State of tiie Cliurch conformed
to tlie State of the lioman Knipiic.

9. 1. 2. Vol.2, p. 253.

EiTors of the Romish Church and De-

viationsfrom the Practice of the Primi-

tive Church, noted in the following

Points

:

1. Concerning Absolution granted

before Penance performed.

2. Worship of Angels, Saints. Rc-
licks, Images, the Cross, and the Host

in the Euchariit,

3. Appeals to the Bishop of Rome.

4. Apocryphal Books of Scripture.

5. Baptizing of Bells ; Absolute ne-

cessity of Baptism.

6. Celibacy of the Clergy : Exemp-
tion of the Clergy from the Power of

the Civil Magistrate.

7. Exemption of Children from the

Power of Parents,

8. Auricular Confession and Confir-

mation made a Sacrament.

9. Communion in one Kind.

10. Abuse of Excommunication in

deposing Kings and depriving iMagis-

trates of tlieir Civil Rights, and burn-

ing Heretics, under Pretence of Disci-

pline.

11. The Consecration of the Eucha-

rist by muttering privately, Hoc est

Corpus meum, instead of Public and

Audible Prayer.

12. The Use of Interdicts, and In-

dulgences.

13. Offering of a Lamb at Easter.

14. Original of Lent, and changing

the Manner of Fasting.

15. Exemption of iMonks from tiio

Jurisdiction of Bishops.

16. Allowing of Mendicants.

17. Disannulling the Marriage of

Monks.

18. Forbidding the Marriage of Spi-

ritual Relations.

\9. Making the Marriage of Cousin-

germans to be Incest.

20. Private and Solitary Mas.s.

21. Making the Mass a Sacrifice

for the Quick and Dead.

22. Purgatory and Canonical Pur-
gation.

23 . Prelatical and Sacerdotal Power.

24. Ordination of Boys and Bishops
without a Title.

25. Commutation of Penance.

26. Allowance of Sanctuary for the

Worst of Criminals.

27. Keeping the Scripture and Di-
vine-Service in an unknown Tongue.

28. Swearing by the Creatures.

29. Transubstantiation.

20. Necessity of a visible Head to

keep the Unity of the Catholic Church.

31. Using Unleavened Bread and
Wafers in the Eucharist.

32. Necessity of Subjection to the

Pope of Rome.

See under these several Titles.

RotuUc Panis. Round Loaves of Bread,

not Wafers, in the Euchurist. 15. 2.

6. Vol. 5. p. 212.

Some Churches built in a Rou/iJ Figure.

8. 3. 1. Vol. 2. p. 117.

S.

SABBATIANS. 20. 3. 5. Vol.7, p.
48.
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Sabbath or Saturclaii, differently observ-

eil, in some Churches a Fast, in

others a Festival. 13. 9. 3. Vol. 4.

p. 232. It. 20. 3. 1. Vol. 7. p. 41.

Sabbatum Magnum. The Great Sab-

bath or Satardau before Easter, how

observed. 21. 1. 32. Vol. 7. p. 182.

Sabellians. Tlieir Equivocation about

tlie Profession of Three Persons in

the Trinity. 6. 3. 9. Vol. 1. p. 546.

Their Changing the Form of

Baptism. 11. 3. 7. Vol. 3. p. 143.

Saccophori. Manichees wearing Sack-

cloth. 16. 2. 4. Vol. 6. p. 69.

Sacerdotal and Prelatical Power, the

same Thing in a Bishop. 2. 19. 15.

Vol. l.p. 203.

Sacerdotules and Ludi Sacerdotales.

What meant by them. 5. 3. 4. Vol.

l.p. 445.

Sacerdotium hi secnndo et tertio Ordine.

Presbyters and Deacons. 2. 19. 15.

A^ol. l.p. 205.

•Sacerrfotium Laici. Baptism. 11. 1. 3.

Vol.3, p. 115.

Sackcloth and Ashes used by Penitents.

18. 2. 2. Vol. 6. p. 538.

Sacra: Epistoltc. The Emperor's Letters.

2. 16. 17. Vol. l.p. 161.

Sacramenta. A general Name for

Sacred Rites and Mysteries. 12. 1. 4.

Vol.3, p. 281.

Baptism and the Eucharist in

this Sense reckoned Four Sacraments,

12. 1.4. Vol. 3 p. 282.

Sacramentum Fidei. Baptism. 11. 1. 8.

Vol. 3. p. 120.

Sacramentum Catechumenornm . Salt

given to the Catechumens, 10. 2. 16.

Vol.3, p. 29.

. Nothing to be demanded for

administering Sacraments. 5. 4. 14.

Vol. 1. p. 478.

Profanation of the Sacraments,

how punished. 16. 6. 26. Vol. 6.

p. 280.

Sacrarinin. The Chancel. 8. 6. 2. Vol.

2. p. 141.

Sacrarium Bematis. 8. 6. 22. Vol. 2. p.

168.

Sacrificati. Idolaters. 16. 4. 5. Vol.

6. p. 179.

Sacrifice. A general Name given to all

Parts of Divine-Service. 13. 1. 5.

Vol. 4. p. 16.

Sacrifice of the Altar, in what Sense

allowed in the ancient Church. 2.

19. 15. Vol. l.p. 204.

To offer the Sacrifice of the

Altar, an Office belonging to Bishops

and Presbyters ; not to Deacons, 2.

19. 15. Vol. 1. p. 204.

Sacrilege, how censured. 16. 6. 23.

Vol. 6. p. 274.

Punished by Divine Judgments,

8. 10. 2. Vol. 2. p. 228

Sacrilege in Uobbing of Graves, 16. 6,

24. Vol. 6. p. 277.

Sacrilege and Murder to defraud the

Poor. 16. 6. 23. Vol. 6. p. 276. It.

16. 10. 15. Vol. 6. p. 356.

Sacrilege of the Traditnrs, who deli-

vered the B/i/cs and Church Utensils

to be burnt. 16. 6. 25. Vol. 6. p.

279.

Of profaning the Sacraments,

Churciies, Altars, the Holy Scrip-

tures, and molesting sacred Persons

in Divine-Service. 16. 6. 26. Vol. 6.

p. 280.

In depriving Men of the Use

of the Holy Scripture, and the Cup
in the Eucharist. 16. 6. 27. Vol. 6.

p. 282. See Si-riptuvc, and Com-

munion in one Kind.

Many Things called Sacrilege

by the Romanists, which the Ancients

called Virtues. 16. 6. 23. Vol. 6.

p. 274.
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&!ii;i(s not worsliij)i)cd. 13. 3. 1. \ol.

4. p. 63.

Churches not dedicated to

Saints ; but to God only. 8. 9. B.

Vol. -2. p. 219.

Swearing by Saints and Angels.

See Swearing.

Snnrta Sanctis. 15. 3. 31, \'ol. 5. p.

291.

Sulittatorium. The Greeting-House. 8.

7. 8. Vol. 2. p. 178.

Sartctimouiales. Sacred Virgins. 7. 4.

8, Vol. 2. p. 73.

Sancta Sophia. The famous Ciiurch of

Justinian at Comtanlinople. 8. 2. 3.

Vol. 2. p. 111.

Of taking riefugc or Sanctuurii in

Churdies. 8. 11. 1. Vol. 2. p. 239.

&c. See Aiijlum.

Sarabaitcr. A Sort of Monks. 7. 2. 4.

Vol. 2. p. 11.

Sarmentitii ct Semaxii- Names of Re-

proach cast upon Christians for their

Constancy in Suffering. 1. 2. 10.

Vol. 1. p. 17.

Delivering unto Satan. 16. 2. 15. Vol.

6. p. 106. &:c.

Divination by Compact with

Satan. 16. 5. 4. Vol. 6. p. 222.

Saturday. See Sabbath.

Sauches. A Sort of Monks. 1. 2. 3. Vol.

2. p. 10.

Scenophtflacinm Bcmntis. The Vestry.

8. 6.23. Vol. 2. p. 169.

Sceuophylacium Magnum. The larger

Vestry without the Church. 8. 7. 7.

Vol. 2. p. 177.

Scenophylas. The Keeper of the Vestry.

3. 13. 3, Vol. 1. p. 323.

.Schism. Several Kinds of it. 16. 1. 17.

Vol. 6. p. 57, &c.

runisiiment of Siltism. 16. 6. 22.

\oi. (i. p. 273. 274.

Schismatics sometimes rc-ordalned. 4.

7. 7. Vol. 1. p. 411.

Clerks turning Schismatics, to he

degraded, and not re-admitted, but

as Laymen. 6.3. 11. \ ol. 1. p. 555.

12. Vol. 2.Schools of the Churcii. 8.

p. 182.

Catochctic Schools. 3. 10. 4.

Vol. 1. p. 308. It. 8, 7. 12. Vol.

2, p. 184.

Charity-.Sr^.)o/s, 8, 7. 12. Vol.

2. p. 185. It. 13.4. 9. Vol, 4. p. 90.

Scholastici. Lawyers. Their Extortions

censured. 16. 12. 12. Vol. 6. p. 410.

Not allowed to be ordained in

some Churches. 4. 4. 6. Vol. 1. p.

380.

XoXa^oj'Tfc itricKOTToi. I'ishops or-

dained to Sees tliat would not re-

ceive (hem, 4. 2, 14. ^'ol. 1. p. 351.

Scriptures. Translated into all Lan-

guages. 13. 4.5. Vol. 4. p. 82.

Head by Catechumens. 10. 1

7. Vol.3, p. 10.

Read by all ISIen. 13. 4. 8,

Vol. 4. p. 86. &c.

Read by Children. 13. 4. 9.

VoL 4. p. 90.

Laid in Churches for the Peo-

ple to read. 13. 4. 7. Vol. 4, p. 84.

Accounted Tyranny and Sacri-

lege to deny the People the Use of

them. 13. 4. 8. Vol. 4. p. 36. 6tC.

It. 16. 6.27. Vol, 6. p. 282.

Traditors or Betrayers of the

Scriptures, how punished. 16. 6.25.

Vol. 6. p. 279.

Profaners of Scriptures cen-

sured. 16. 6.26. Vol, 6. p. 280.

Not to be used for Divination or
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Charms, 16. 5. 3. Vol.6, p. 218.
and 16. 5. 6. Vol. 6. p. 227.

To be read by the Clergy and
Monks at their Meals. 6. 3. 3. Vol.
l.p. 534. It, 7. 3, 17. Vol. 2. p. 51.

Texts of Scripture written on
the Walls of the Church. 8. 5. 9.

Vol. 2. p. 138, and 8. 8. a. Vol. 2.

p. 196.

Scriptures got by Heart by many Monks
and Blind Men only by Hearing
them read, 7, 3. 17, Vol. 2. p. 50.
It. 13. 4. 10. Vol. 4. p. 94.

Apocryphal Scripture. See
Apocrypha, and Acts of the Martyrs,
read in Churches. 14. 3. 14. Vol. 5.

p. 64.

Interpreters o{ ScripUire. See
Interpreters,

Readers of Scripture, See Rea-
ders or Lectors,

Sc^thia had but one Bishopric, called

'Tomi.9. 4. 1. Vol. 2. p. 324.

Secretarium Bemntis. 8, 6. 22, Vol. 2.

p. 168.

Secretarium Magnum, 8. 7. 7. Vol. 2.

p. 177.

Secretaria, Sessions of Councils, so

called from their sitting in the Secre-

tar}u7n of the Church. 8. 7.7. Vol. 2.

p. 178.

Secrets. Unfaithfulness in Revealing
them censured. 16. 13. 4. Vol. 6. p.
438.

Secular Monks. 7. ?. 6. Vol. 2. p. 13,

Secular Offices forbidden to the Clergy,
6, 4.9. Vol, 1. p. 571. It. 17. 5.

11. Vol. 6. p. 501.

Secular Powers sometimes called in to

aid the Church. 2. 4, 4. Vol. l.p.
76. It. 16. 2. 3. Vol. 6. p. 63. 6cc.

It. 17. 2. 7. Vol. 6. p. 461.

Delivering up to the Secular
Court. Curiic tradi. What meant by
it. 17. 2. 8. Vol. 6. p. 462.

Clergy not to bring Ecclesias-

tical Causes before Secular judges.

5. 1. 4, Vol. 1. p. 420. It. 17.5. 15.

Vol. 6. p. 505.

In what Cases the Clergy were
or were not exempt from the Cogni-

zance of Secular Judges. 5. 2. 5.

Vol. 1. p. 428. &c. See Clergy Ex-
emptions.

Sees of Bishops made in Conformity to

the Jurisdiction of Cities in the Ro-

man Empire. 9.1.7. Vol. 2. p. 263.

&c. It. 9. 2. 3. Vol. 2. p. 284. See

Dioceses.

Sedition how censured. 16. 9. 4. Vol.

6. p. 335.

Seditious Persons incapable of ordina-

tion. 4. 3. 8. Vol. l.p. 365.

To be degraded, if in Orders.

16. 9. 4. Vol. 6, p. 337.

St'iKos. A Temple. 8. 1. 11. Vol. 2. p.
93.

Seleucian Heretics rejected Baptism. 1 1.

2. 3. Vol. 3. p. 126.

Self- Murder condemned. 16. 10. 6.

Vol. 6. p. 345.

Self-Murderers denied Christian Burial,

and Commemoration after Death. 7,

3. 12. Vol, 2. p. 43. It. 23. 3. 23.
Vol. 7. p. 357.

Semi-Jejunia. See Stationary-Dat/s.

^efivtlov. A Church. 7. 2. 14. Vol. 2.

p. 27. It. 8. 1. 11. Vol. 2. p. 9.

Senatorium, The Seat of the Magis-
trates in Modern Churches. 3. 5. 10.

Vol. 2. p. 140.

Senes. The common Name of Primates
in the African Church. 2. 16. 6.

Vol. 1. p. 151.

Seniores Ecclesiastici, Not Lay-Elders.
2, 19. 19. Vol. 1. p. 210.

Seniority. Bishops to take Place by
Seniority. 2. 16. 8. Vol. 1. p. 153.

Delincjucnt Bishops to forfeit
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llieir AViiiority in llie /1/Vaon Church.

2. 16.7. Vol. 1. p. 153.lt. 17. 1.

5. Vol. y. p. 479.

lx)ss of Sen ill fit II iiiriic'ted on

the other ('lert,'y for lesser Uffeiices.

17.4. 8. Vol.Vi. p. 481.

Septuai^int. Its Use in the ancient

Church. 14. 3. 17. Vol. 5. p. 71.

Sermoita,

Two or Three Sermons in one

Assembly. 14. 4. t». Vol. 5. p. 93.

Every Day in some Places, es-

pecially in Lent. 14. 4. 7. Vol.5.

p. 95.

-Twice a Uay in some Churches.

14. 4. 8. Vol. 5. p. 96.

Not so frequent in Country-

Villages. 14. 4. 9. Vol. 5. p. 100.

Different Sorts of Sermons, Ex-

positions, Panegyrics, de Tempore,

de Sanctis, See. 14. 4. 10. Vol. 5. p.

101. ice.

— Extempore Sermons. 14. 4. 11.

Vol. 5. p. 105. £ic.

Short Prayers before Sermom.

14. 4. 13. Vol. 5. p. 110. &c.

Always before the Common
Prayers. 14. 5. 1. Vol. 5. p. 156.

Pax vobis, but no Use of Ave

Maries before Sermons. 14. 4. 14.

Vol. 5. p. 115. It. 14. 4. 15. Vol.

5. p. 117.

Always upon important Sub-

jects, compared with some ridiculous

Homilies set forth by authority in the

Church of Rome. 14.4. 18. Vol. 5.

p. 119, &c.

Delivered by the Pieacher sit-

ting ; heard by the People standing.

14. 4. 24. Vol. 5. p. 134, &.C.

Penning of Sermons by the Au-

ditors. 14.4. 29. Vol. 5. p. 148, &c.

VOL. \\.

See I'reachin^aml the Contents of Jiook

\\\ . Chap. iv.

Servants. See Slaves.

Sescnplum. A grievous Sort of Usury

condemned by the Law. 6. 2. 6. Vol.

1. p. 511.

Shammathu. 16. 2. 17. Vol. 6. p. 110.

Shaving the Head and Beard, censured

in the Clergy. 6. 4. 16. Vol. 1. p.

582.

Ihe Head cuudenuied in Vir-

gins. 7. 4. 6. Vol. 2. p. 70.

Slioes, putofFby some at their Entrance

into the Church. 8. 10. 6. Vol. 2. p.

232.

Sibyllists. A Name of Reproach cast

upon Christians. 1. 2. 7. Vol. 1. p.

15.

Sick. Eucliarisl sent to them. 15.4.9.

Vol. 5. p. 323.

Signiferi. A Sort of Diviners censured.

16. 5. 6. Vol.6, p. 232.

Silentiarii. A Sort of Monks. 7. 2.14.

Vol. 2. p. 26.

Silent-Prayer. 15. 1. 1. Vol.5.p. 175.

Silentium indicere. 15. 1. 1. Vol. 5. p.

180.

Siliquia;. A Tax so called. 5. 3. 11.

Vol. I. p. 455.

Simoniayis. A Name given to the Nes-

torian Heretics. 16. 6. 6. Vol.6, p.

252.

Simonian Idolati-y. 13. 3. 3. Vol. 4. p.

74.

Simonq. 4. 3. 14. Vol. 1. p. 372. It.

16." 6. 28. Vol. 6. p. 284.

Singers. Their Station in the Church.

8. 5. 4. Vol. 3. p. 131.

When first made an Order in

the Church. 3. 7. 2. Vol. 1. p. 296.

A distinct Order from Readers.

3. 7. 1. Vol. 1 p. 295.

M
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• Canonical Sinsers. 3. 7.2. Vol.

l.p. 297.

Singing allowed to the whole Assembly.

3.7.2. Vol. l.p. 296. It. 14.1. 13.

Vol. 5. p. 17.

Why Singing sometimes forbid-

den to the People. 3. 7. 2. Vol. 1.

p. 297.

Sins, Mortal and Venial. How distin-

guished. 16. 3. 14. Vol. 6. p. 159,

&c.

StTJjpEffia. An Allowance of Corn to

the Clergy out of the Emperor's store-

houses. 5. 4. 7. Vol. 1. p. 473.

Sitting, no Posture of Devotion. 13. 8.

7. V^ol. 4. p. 216. It. 15. 5. 3. Vol.

5. p. 354.

Slaves, not to be ordained without Con-
sent of their Masters. 4. 4. 2. Vol.

l.p. 375.

Nor turn Monks without their

Consent. 7. 3. 2. Vol. 2. p. 29.

Nor marry without their Con-
sent. 16. 9. 3. Vol. 6. p. 335. It.

22.2.5. Vol. 7. p. 228.

^orbe baptized without Testi-

mony from their Masters. 11. 5. 4.

Vol. 3. p. 184.

Noblemen not to marry Slaves.

22. 2. 6. Vol. 7. p. 228.

Of Jews or Heretical Masters

to have their Freedom upon turning-

Christians. 8. 11. 7. Vol. 2. p. 246.

It. 16. 6. 6. Vol. 6. p. 256.

Manumission of Slaves allowed

upon Sundays or any other Days of

Vacation at Law. 20. 2. 2. Vol. 7.

p. 15.

Flying from their Masters not

to have i3enefit of Smctuary in the

Church. 8. 11. 7. Vol. 2. p. 246.

Sodomy, how punished. 16. 11. 9. Vol.

6. p. 380.

Soldiers, in what Cases denied Baptism.

11.5. 10. Vol. 3. p. 193.

• And Ordination. 4. 4. 1. Vol.

l.p. 374.

Solea and "EwXtiov. The Emperor's

Throne in the Church. 8. 5. 10. Vol.

2. p. 138.

Solitarii. A Sect of the Manichees. 16.

2. 4. Vol. 6. p. 69.

Soothsaijers, censured. 16. 5. 2. Vol. 6.

p. 217.

Sortes SacrcE and Virgiliance, censured.

16. 5. 3. Vol. 6. p. 210. See Lots

and Divination.

Sancta Sophia. 8. 2. 3. Vol. 2. p. HI.

^oJrpa. The Reward for saving lost

Goods. 16. 12. 5. Vol. 6. p. 401.

Spanish Churches, not subject to the

Bishop of Rome. 9. 1. U. Vol. 2. p.

273.

Specierum Collatio. A Tax so called.

5. 3. 3. Vol. 1. p. 443.

Spectators of Stage-Plays, censured. 16.

4. 10. Vol. 6. p. 191. It. 16. 11.

12. Vol. 6. p. 386.

Of Gladiators, reputed guilt}' of

Murder. 16. 10. 14. Vol. 6. p. 354.

Praying, by the Spirit. 13. 6. 9.

Vol. 4. p. 182.

Preaching, by the Spirit. 14. 4. 12.

Vol. 5. p. 109.

SponsalititB Donationes. 22. 3. 3. Vol.

7. p. 248. See Espousals.

Spotisors. Sureties or Godfathers in

Baptism. 11. 8. 1. Vol. 3. p. 238.

Parents, Sponsors for their own
Children. 11. 8. 2. Vol. 3. p. 239.

Not bound to maintain the

Children, for whom they are Sureties.

1 1. 8. 3. Vol. 3. p. 240.

For Adult Persons. 11. 8. 6.

and 7. Vol. 3. p. 245.
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Hut one .S/ii)»»*Dr rec|iuretl. 11.

«. 11. Vol. 4.
J).
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What I'ersons migiit not bo
Spcnsors. 11. 0. 10, Vol. 3. p.

249.

The Names of Sponsors regis-

UeJ. 11.8. 13. Vol. 3. p. 251

\Vhen (list it I)ccanie a Law,
that i'/)(P//ii);s iniglit not marry tliose

for whom tliey were Sureties. 11.8.
12. Vol. 3. p. 249. It. 2-2. 2. 11.

Vol. 7. p. 233.

Sportuluntes Fratres. The Clergy. 5.

4. 3. Vol. 1. p. 468.

STTHc^nToe. A Name given to the Pri-

mitive Ascetics. 7. 1.6. Vol. 2. p. 9.

^<Pp(tyiC- baptism. 11. 1. 6. Vol. 3.

p. 116.

Confirmation. 12. 1. 1. Vol. 3.

p. 286.

UprinUing, sometimes used in Baptism.
11.11.5. Vol. 3. p. 275. See Bap-
tism.

Sloge-plai/ers and Frequenters of the
Stage, denied Baptism. 1 1. 5. 6. Vol.
3. p. 188. It. 11. 5. 9. Vol. 3. p.
192.

^

Excluded from Communion.
16.4. 10. Vol. 6. p. 191. It. 16.

11. 12. Vol. 6. p. 386.

— Never to be ordained. 4. 4. 7.

Vol, l.p. 381.

Standing. The Posture of Prayer on
the l.ord's-Days ;ind the Fifty Days
of rentecost. 13. 8. 3. Vol. 4. p.
210. See Lord's-Duy Prayer, and
Pentecost,

In Psalmody. 14. 1. 14. Vol.
5. p. 18

p. 137.

At Sermons. 14. 4. 25. Vol. 5.

At reading the Gospel. 14. 3.

10, Vol. 5. p. 59.

At the Altar. 8. 6, 7. Vol. 2.

p. 144.

.'Vl tlic Keceptioii ol llie I'.u-

diarist. 15. 5. 3. Vol. 5. p. 354.

Stationes. Slatiominf Daiis. The
Wenkly Half-Fasts of W'ldiie^ilaiis

and Fridaiis. How observed. 13. 9.

2. Vol. 4. p. 233. It. 21. 3. 4.

\ ol. 7. p. 199. See Pasts.

The ()ri;^naIoflhem.21.3. 2.

\o!. 7. p. 196.

How they differed from tlic

/.f/it-Fast. 21. 1. 16. Vol. 7. p. 162.

It. 21. 3. 3. Vol. 7. p. 197.

Dispute between the Montauisd

and the Catholics about Stationar\4

Pasts. 21.3. 5. Vol. 7. p. 200.

How tlie ]i'ednesday Station

came to be changed to Satnrdaii in

the If 'esteiu Church, 21,3.6. Vol.7,

p. 202.

Staines or Massy Images, not

allowed in Churches till after the

Tliird Council of Nice. 8. 8. 11,

Vol, 2. p 208.

Statue o{ CiinisT, made by the Syro-

Phoenician Woman, not set in the

Church for Worship, but laid up in

the Vestry for Safety against the

Abuses of the Heathen. 8. 8. 6.

Vol. 2, p, 203.

SravpoTrr/yioj'. 8, 9. 5, Vol, 2. p.
216.

Siellionatus. Fraud censured. 16. 12.

14, Vol, 6, p. 413.

Stichuria. Sacred Vestments. 13. 8.

2. Vol. 4. p. 207.

2roa(. Porticoes of the Church. 8. 3.

5. Vol. 2, p, 121,

Stolen Goods. Buying of them cen-

sured. 16, 12. 18, Vol, 6. p. 426.

Strangers, not to be ordained. 4. 3. 5.

Vol. 1. p. 360.

Communion of Strangers, See Comma.

Sroarfi'rt, The General Name for all

Secular Offices, Civil as well as JMili-
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tary among the Romans. 6. 4. 9. Vol.

l.p. 571.

Strife and Contention, censured as a

lower Degree of Murder. 16.10.17.

Vol. 6. p. 358.

Oblations not to be received

from Persons at Strife and Variance.

15. 2. 2. Vol. 5. p. '198.

"^TpoyyvXoeiSijQ ciqtoq. Communion
Loaves. 15. 2. 6. Vol. 5. p. 212.

Studies of the Clergy. 6. 3. 1. Vol. 1.

p. 528.

StudittE. ]\Ionks so called. 7. 2. 10.

Vol. 2. p. 21.

Stylitce. Another Name of Monks. 7.

2.5. Vol. 2. p. 12.

Sub-deacons, not mentioned before the

Third Century. 3. 2. 1. Vol. l.p.
274.

Ordained without Imposition
of Hands. 3.2. 2. Vol. l.p. 275.

Their Offices. 3. 2. 3. Vol. 1.

p. 275.

The precise Number of Seven
Subdeaco)is retained in the Roman
Church. 3. 2. 5. Vol. 1. p. 277.

Siibdiaconissa. A Subdeacon'sWife. 2.

22. 15. Vol. 1. p. 259.

Substrators. An Order of Catechumens.

10.2.4. Vol.3, p. 15.

An Order of Penitents. 18.1.
6. Vol. 6. p. 534.

Their Station in the Church.
8.5.3. Vol.2, p. 130.

Suburbs of a City, denotes all the

Country Towns and Villages de-

pending upon the Jurisdiction of the

City Magistrates. 9. 2. 3. Vol. 2.

p. 283.

Dioceses of Bishops anciently

confined to a City witli such de-

pending Stiburbs. 9. 2. 3. Vol. 2.

p. 284.

Suburbicarim Ecclesia. An Account of

thera. 9. 1.9. Vol. 2. p. 268.

Suffragan Bishops, different from Chore-

piscopi, in the ancient Church. 2.

14. 13. 6c 14. Vol. l.p. 144.

Summi Sacerdotes. A Title of Bishops,

forbidden in the African Churches.

2. 2. 8. Vol. 1. p. 57.

Sunday, an ancient Name of the Lord's-

Day. See Lord's-Day.

Svj'fi'crnKrot. Women forbidden to live

with Clergymen. 6. 2. 13. Vol. 1.

p. 525. It. 17. 5.25. Vol. 6.p. 515.

'^vvTarrofiai '^pe-i^. 11. 7. 6. \ o\, 3.

p. 224.

Su-perindicta. A Tax so called. 5. 3. 3.

Vol. l.p. 443. It. 5. 3. 8. Vol. 1.

p. 454.

Superpositiones. Extraordinary Fasts.

21. 1.25. Vol. 7. p. 174.

Superstitio Nova. A Name of Reproach
cast upon the Christian Religion. 1.

2.6. Vol. 1. p. 14.

Supremacy of Princes above all Eccle-

siastics.5. 2. 14. Vol. 1. p. 436. It.

16. 9. 4. Vol. 6. p. 335. It. 16. 2. 5.

Vol. 6. p. 77.

Of the Pope of -Rome over all

Churches, not allowed in ancient

Practice. 9. 1. 9. Vol.2, p. 268. It.

16. 1. 14. Vol. 6. p. 48. It. 2. 5. 1.

Vol. l.p. 80.

Sureties in Baptism. See Sponsors,

Sursum Corda. A Form used in tlie

Eucharist. 15. 3. 8. Vol. 5. p. 242.

Suspensio a Divisione Mensurnd. 5. 4.

3. Vol. 1. p. 668. It. 17. 1. 4. Vol.

6. p. "451.

Suspensio ab Officio. 17. 1.5. Vol. 6.

p. 451.

Suspension from the Eucharist, the lesser

Excommunication. 16. 2. 7. Vol. 6.

p. 80.
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i>u:enring, in common Conversation cen-

sured. l(j. 7, 5. Vol. (i. (), ;J11.

By Creatures, censuiTtl. ti. 2.

10. Vol. 1. p. 521. It. 16. 7. 6.

Vol. 6. p. yi5.

By tliu Emperor's Genius,

Saints, Anj;cls, \c. not ;illo\vcil. it).

7. 7. Vol. (J. p. 31b'. &c.

By tlie Emperor's Safety, in

what Sense admitted. 16. 7. 6. Vol.

6. p. 315.

By the AUeUtia. What meant
by it. 14. 2. 4. Vol. 5. p. 33. See

Oaths and Verjury.

StimhoUcal Beprcscntations of God. 0.

"8. 10. Vol. 2. p. 'iOfi.

Of Chiust and the IIoi.y

Ghost. 8. 8. 6. Vol. 2. p. 199, 6;c.

It. 88. 11. Ibid. Vol. 2. p. 208.

Synagogues turned into Churches. 8. 2,
"4. Vol.2, p. 115.

Churches conformed to the

Model oi Synagogues. 8. 6. 10. Vol.

2. p. 148.

Svnods, Provincial to he held twice u
"

^lar. 2. 3. 9 \ .il. 1. !>. 72. It.

2. Hi. 17. Vol. 1. p. l()l.

I'riniatcs to call, and preside in,

Provincial Synods. 2. l(j. 17. Vol. 1.

p. 1G7.

Bisiiops oblii'cd to attend I'ro-

Not to be frequented upon any
Account by Clnistians. 16. 6. 3.

Vol. 6. p. 246.

Synedrians. A Name of Beproach cast

upon the Catholics by the Novatians,

1. 2. 13. Vol. l.p. 18.

Synesius, His irregular Ordination. 4. 3.

3. Vol. ]. p. 358.

Synodi. Churches. 8. 1. 7. Vol. 2. p.
84.

Synodiae Epistolx. Circular Letters

written by Bishops, testifying their

Faith, immediately after their En-
thronement. 2. 11. 10. Vol. 1. p.
128.

The Primate's Letters summon-
ing the Provincial Bishops to the

Synod. 2. 16. 17. Vol. 1. p. 161.

Letters written by a Synod.

Syncdita. A Sort of Monks. 7. 2, 3.

Vol. 2. p. 10,

iiop

vincial Siniuds. Ibid, and 17. 5. 3.

\ol. 6. p. 492.

Liberty of Appeal from Bishops

or Primates to a Provincial Syiiud. 2.

16. 16. Vol. 1. p. 160.

No Appeal from a Provincial

Siinod to Foreign Churches. 9. 1. 11.

Vol. 2. p. 271. It. 17. 5. 14. Vol.

6. p. 504.

No Clerk, condemned by a

Provincial Synod, to officiate before

he is acquitted by anotlier. 17. 5.

14. \ol. 6. p. 504.

Patriarchal Synods. Their Power above

Provincial." 2. 17. 14. Vol. 1. p. 178.

Oecumenical Synods, or General Coun-
cils. Their Use and Power in the

Church. 16. 1. 13. Vol. 6. p. 46.

National Sunods. Their Power. 16. 1.

13. Vol." 7. p. 46. &c.

Consistirrial Sipinds of the Bishop and
Presbyters." 2. 19. 1 1. Vol. l.p. 198.

Synods, of Elect Judges. 2. 16. 16. Vol.
'

1. p. 160.

Held in the Baptisteries. 8. 7.

2.V0I. 2. p. 172.

In the Catechnmenia. 8. 5. 7.

Vol. 2. p. 136.

In the Secretaria of the Church.

8.7.7. Vol. 2. p. 177.

SystaticiE Epistolit. 5. 1. 3. Vol. 1. p.

419.

TABERNACULA. Churches. 8. 1.

11. \ol. 2. p. 93.
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Tabula Cierkoram. 1.5. 10. Vol. 1. p.

37.

Lex Talionis. 16. 10. 9. Vol. 6. p. 349.

Taxes. Clergy not exempt by Divine
Right from them. 5. 3. 1. Vol. 1.

p. 437.

What Taxes were not imposed
upon the Clergy. 5. 3. 2. Vol. 1. p.

438. See Clergy- Privileges.

TaKfioTai. Officers of the Civil Courts
not to be ordained among the Clergy.

4. 4.3. Vol. l.p. 376.

Td^iQ l3)']i.iaT0Q. The Clergy. 1. 5. 11.

Vol. 1. p. 38.

TaxvypcKpoi. Xotaries. 3. 13. 5. Vol.
l.p. 325.

Te Deum Hymn. 14. 2. 9. Vol. 5. p.

39.

TiXtioi. Baptized Christians. 1. 4. 3.

Vol. 1. p. 26.

TeXuov. The Eucharist. 1. 4. 3. Vol.

I. p. 26.

TtXerj). Baptism. 11. 1. 10. Vol.3.
p. 123.

TifiivoQ, A Temple or Church. 8. 1.

II. Vol. 2. p. 93.

Tempestarii. Conjurers censured. 16. 5.

6. Vol. 6. p. 231.

Temples. When that Name was first

given to Churches. 8. 1. 6. Vol.2.
p. 82.

Heathen Temples turned into

Churches. 8. 2. 4. Vol. 2. p. 112.

Heathen Temples and their

Revenues given to the Church. 5. 4.

10, Vol. 1. p. 475.

Heathen Temples not to be
built or adorned by Christians. 16. 4.

12. Vol. 6. p. 195.

Tertiana. The Bishop's Thirds of all

Revenues belonging to the Church.
9. 8. 6. Vol. 2. p. 434.

Ttrpa-rt/Xoi/. The Cloisters. 8. 3. 5.
Vol. 2. p. 121.

Thanes. Lords of Manors. 9. 8. 6.

Vol. 2. p. 433.

QavfiaroTroioi. Magicians censured.

16. 5. 7. Vol. 6. p. 233.

Theft, censured. 16. 12. 4. Vol. 6. p.

400.

In detaining lost Goods. Ibid.

Theodoret's Diocese had Eight Hundred
Parishes in it. 9. 2. 14. Vol. 2. p.

313.

QeoXrjTTTOi and Qio<popsfifvoi. Diviners

condemned. 16. 5. 4. Vol.6, p. 224.

OtoSpofiot and QeoicQta^vTat, Messen-
gers sent from one Church to ano-

ther. 8.7. 15. Vol.2, p. 190.

Theophori. A Name of Christians. 1.

1.4. Vol. l.p. 4.

Therapeute. A Name of Christians.

1. 1. 1. Vol. l.p. 1.

A Name of Monks. 7. 2. 14.

Vol. 2. p. 26.

QoXiOTa. Churches built arch-wise or

round. 8. 3. 1. Vol. 2. p. 118.

Throne, of the Emperor in the Church.
8.5. 10. Vol. 2. p. 138.

-Of the Bishop. 2. 9. 7. Vol. 1.

p. 102. It. 8.6. 10. Vol. 2. p. 147.

Of the Presbyters. 2. 19. 5.

Vol. l.p. 191. It. 8.6. 10. Vol. 2.

p. 147.

Thurarii. Sellers of Frankincense to

the Heathen Temples censured as

Contributers to Idolatry. 16. 4. 13.

Vol. 6. p. 196.

Thurijicati. Idolaters censured. 16.

4. 5. Vol. 6. p. 179.

Thursday, superstitiously observed in

Honour of Jupiter. 16. 5. 6. Vol. 6.

p. 230.

Gwpwpot. See Doorkeepers.

Qvaia'^i'ipiov. The Altar-part or Chan-
cel. 8.6. 3. Vol.2, p. 142.

Tintinnnhuhi. 8. 7. 15. Vol. 2. p. 192.
See Bells.
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Til ones. Vatechumeim, lo. 1. I. \ul.

3.
J).

1.

Tiroiies and Aui-um Tironiciiw. A Tax
so called. 5. 3. 4. \ol. 1. p. 44.0.

Tithes, due by JJiviiie Right. 5. 5. 1.

\ol. 1. p. 482.

W'liy not exacted in the tirst

Ages. 6.5. 2. Vol. 1. p. 484.

Settled in the Fourth Century,
5. 5. 3. \ol. 1. p. 485.

Titular Bishops not allowed. 4. 6. 2.

Vol, l.p. 392.

Ordinations, what and whs-

condemned. 5. 3. 15. \()1. 1. p. 4(J1.

No one to be ordained wiliiout

a/'u/rf. 4. 6. 2. Vol. l.p. 392.

Tituli. A Name given to some Churches.
8.1. 10. Vol. 2. p. 92.

Tomi. The only Bishopric in Scylhia.

9. 4. 1. Vol. 2. p. 342.

Torcellus the first Author of Organs in

Churches. 8. 7. 14. Vol. 2. p. 167.

Tonsure of the Clergy, what. 6. 4, 16.

Vol. ] . p. 582.

Of Monks. 7. 3. 6. Vol. 2. p.
33.

Tractoria. The Primate's Letter of

Summons to a Provincial Synod. 2.

16.17. Vol. l.p. 161.

Trades, in some Cases allowed to the

Clergy. 6. 4. 13. Vol. l.p. 576.

Traditurs of the Bible censured. 16. 6.

25. Vol. 6. p. 279.

Traffic, Fraud in censured. 16. 12. 17.

Vol. 6. p. 420.

Translatious, of the Bible into all Lan-
guages. 14. 3. 17. Vol. 5. p. 71.
It. 13. 4. 5. VoL4.p. 83.

Traiislatio Itala,Vetus, Vulgaris. 14.3.
17. Vol.5, p 74.

Translatiim of the Septnagint. 14. 3.

17. Vol.5, p. 74.

riiiiislatiun of Bisiiops from one See to

another in what Cases allowed. 6.

4. (i. Vol. 1. p. 565.

Tianiulislantiatiini not known to the

ancieut Church. 15. 5. 4. Vul. 5. p.
358. &c.

Treason censured. 16. 9. 4. Vol. 6. p.

335.

Treatise on the 8th Canon of the Coun •

eel of JNice. Vol. 4. from p. 213 lo

p. 253.

Trepaliuin. 17. 5. 34. Vol. 6. p. 522.

Tribunal. The Altar-Part or Sanctuary.
B. (j. 1. Vol. 2. p. 140.

J'.cclesiu: 3. 5. 4. Vol. 1. p.
291. It. 8. 5. 4. Vol. 2. p. 131.

Triiiitii, worsliipped in the ancient

Church. 13. 2. 1. Vol. 4. p. 30. JS;c.

In Unity, explained. 13. 2. 3.

Vol. 4. p. 40. &c.

Sermon on the Doctrine of the

Trinity. Vol. 8. from p. 299. to p.
321.

Trisagion Hi/inn. 14. 2. 3. Vol. 5. p.
30. It. l"5. 3. 10. Vol. 5. p. 247.

Triiheists. 11. 3. 4. VoL 3. p. 139. It.

13. 2. 3. Vol. 4. p. 45.

Tiophua. Churches why so called. 8.

1. 10. Vol. 2. p. 90.

TpaXwrn and Trulla. 8. 3. 1. Vol. 2.

p. 118.

Trumpets, used to call Church Assem-
blies. 8. 7. 15. Vol. 2. p. 190.

Trust, Fraud in censured. 16. 12. 16.
Vol. 6. p. 419.

Tunica, a Sacred Vestment. 13. 8. 2.
VoL 4. p. 207.

Tychdum. The Temple of Fortune
turned into a Church. 8. 2. 4. \'ol.

2. p. 115.

VACANT Sees under the Care of the
Primate. 2. 16. 20. Vol. 1. p. 162.

To be filled within Three
Months. 2. 11. 1. Vol. 1. p. 113.
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Vagrants censmed, IG. 12. 19. Vol.6,

p. 428.

Veils, of the Church. 8. 6. 8. Vol. 2. p.

145.

Veil, in Marriage. 22. 4. 4. Vol. 7. p.

270.

Veili7i!r, of Penitents. 18. 2. 3. Vol. 6.

p. 541.

Of Virgins. 7. 4. 6. Vol. 2. p.

b'9,

Valentiniun Heretics rejected from Bap-
tism. 11. 2. 1. Vol. 3. p. 124.

Vates. Diviners censured. 16. 5. 4.

Vol. 6. p. 223.

Vecolofacere. 20. 1. 3. Vol. 7. p. 6.

Venefici. See Magicians.

Venial and Mortal Sins. 16. 3. 14. Vol.

6. p. 159. &c.

Vessels of Wood, Glass, Silver, and
Gold, used in the Altar-Service. 8.

6.21. V^ol.2. p. 160.

These kept by the Deacons. 2.

20. 4. Vol. 1. p. 216.

The Custom of delivering Ves-

sels into the Hands of Presbyters at

their Ordination, not used by the

Ancients. 2. 19. 17. Vol. 1. p. 207.

It. 4. 6. 13. Vol, l.p. 403.

Holy Vessels never put to any
common Use. 8. 10. 2. Vol. 2. p.

227.

Vestibulum Magmim. 8. 3. 4. Vol. 2. p.

121.

Vestry. 8. 7. 7. Vol. 2. p. 177.

Viaticum. Baptism, 11. 1. 10. Vol. 3.

p. 122.

The Eucharist. 15. 4. 9. Vol.

5, p. 323. It. 18. 4.3. Vol. 6. p.

579.

Vicars of Christ. The common Title

of all Bishops. 2. 2. 10. Vol. 1. p.

58.

Vidua:. See Widows.

Vigils, how observed. 13. 9. 4. Vol. 4.

p. 235. It. 20. 7. 9. Vol. 7. p. 1 17.

Not to be kept by Women
alone. 8. 10. 1. Vol. 2. p. 226. It.

16. 11. 17. Vol. 6. p. 396.

Villages and Cities how distinguished.

9. 2. 3. Vol. 2. p. 284.

Sometimes made Bishops' Sees.

2. 12. 3. Vol. 1. p. 126.

Village Bishops, in Arabia. 9. 2. 7. V'ol.

2. p. 297.

In Libya. 9. 2. 6. A^ol. 2. p.

291.

290.

In Egypt. 9. 2. 6. Vol. 2. p.

Virgins, Ecclesiastical and Monastical.

How they differed. 7. 4. 1. Vol. 2.

p. 63.

Consecrated by the Bishop. 7.

4. 6. Vol. 2. p. 68.

Their Habit, Veil, and Mitre.

7. 4. 1. Vol. 2. p. 63.

—•— Their Place in the Church. 7.

4. 7. Vol. 2. p. 72. It. 8. 5. 9. Vol.

2. p. 137.

Excused from the Capitation

Tax j and other Honours paid to them.

7. 4. 7. Vol. 2. p. 72.

No solemn Vow required of

Virgins at first. 7, 4. 2. Vol. 2. p.

64.

When first subjected to Eccle-

siastical Censure for JNIarrying. 7. 4.

3. Vol. 2. p. 65.

Virgins might marry, if consecrated

under Forty years of Age. 7. 4. 5.

Vol. 2. p. 66.

Marriage, of professed Virgins,

never declared null. 7. 4. 4. Vol. 2.

p. 65.

Virgins, not shaven at their Consecra-

tion. 7, 4. 6. Vol. 2. p. 71.
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Sometimes made Deaconesses.

2. 22. -2. Vol. J. p. 248.

llavisliers of Viri^ins punislicd

with Dealli. Ki. 11. ». Vol. (i. p.

379.

I'isittitioiis I'arocliial to be made once a

Year by tlie Hisbop, or else his ])io

cese to be divided. 9. (i. 16. Vol. 2

p. 387. It. 9. 6. 22. Vol. 2. p. 400

Primates miglit viiit all Diore
ses in their I'rovince. 2. Hi. 18. Vol
1 .p. I(il.

' Honor Cathedra:. A Pension
paid to IJishops at their Visitations.

9. 8.6. Vol. 2. p. 432.

risJdn^-Presbjters. 2. 14. 12. Vol. 1.

p. 143.

Vitiiriarii. 16. 5. 6. Vol. 6. p. 232.

Uncia;. A Tax so called. 5. 3. 11. Vol.

1. p. 455.

Uncovering the Head in Prayer. 13. 8.

9. Vol.4, p. 218.

Unction. A Ceremony used in Bap-
tism. 11. 9. 1. Vol. 3. p. 252.

And in Confirmation. 12. 3.

1. Vol. 3. p. 369.

No Unction in the Ordination

of Presbyters. 2. 19. 17. Vol. 1. p.

207. It. 4. 6. 13. Vol. 1. p. 403.

Extreme Unction.

Unity of the Church to be maintained

by the Clergy. 6. 3. 11. Vol. I. p.

655.

Of Faith and obedience neces-

sary as Fundamental to the very

Being of the Church. 16. 1. 1. Vol.

6. p. 1.

Of Charity included therein.

16. 1. 2. Vol. 6. p. 9.

Other Sorts of Unity necessary

to the well-being of tlie Church ; as

Unit II of Baptism, Worship, subjec-

tion to a lawful Bishop, and subjec-

tion to the Discipline of the Church.
16.'1.3.Vol. 6. p. 10.

VOL. IX.

-Catholic Unilu, how maintain-

ed. 16. 1. 8. Vol. 6. p. 36.

\o Necessity of a visible Mead
to maintain the dtthollc Unity of the

Cliurch. 16. 1. 14. \ol. 6. p. 48.

Catholic Unity requires not an
Agreement in all Kites and (Ceremo-

nies throughout tlie whole Church.

16. 1. 15. Vol. 6. p. 50.

Unleavened Bread not used in tlie Fai-

cliarist. 15. 2. 5. Vol. 5. p. 208.

Breach of Vows, how censured.

16.7. 9. Vol. 6 p. .323.

No solemn Vow required of

Monks at first. 7. 3. 7. Vol.2, p. 36.

Nor of tlie Clergy. See Celi-

bacy.

Nor of Virgins. 7. 4. 2. Vol.

2. p. 64.

'YTroKHtij'. Joining in tlie Close of a

V^erse in Psalmody. 14, 1. 12, Vol.5,

p. 14.

'Ywkp^iaig. Addition to a Fast. 21. 1.

25. Vol. 7. p. 174.

'Ynepwov. A Church. 8. 1. 13. Vol.

2. p. 98.

'YTTipCJa. The Womens' Galleries in

the Church. 8. 5. 7. Vol. 2. p. 136.

'YTTjypET-at. Deacons. 2. 20. 2. Vol. 1.

p. 214.

'\Trt]xiiv- 3. 7. 3. Vol. 1. p. 297. It.

14. 1. 12. Vol. 5. p. 14.

"Y;ro/3oX£Tc. Precentors. 3. 7. 3. Vol.

l.p. 297. It. 14. 1. 12. Vol.5,

p. 14.

'Xiroypaipt'iQ, Notaries. 3. 13. 5. Vol.

1. p. 325.

' Y-n-oiriiTTovriQ. Penitents, called Pros-

trators orKneelers. 18. 1. 5. Vol. 6.

p. 535.

Their Station in the Church.

8. 5.3. Vol.2, p. 130.

N
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'XiroTriirrovTte. Catechumens. 10. 2.

4. Vol.3, p. 15.

Urceola. Water-pots. 8. 6. 21. Vol. 2.

p. 163.

Usurers not to be ordained. 4. 3. 8.

Vol. l.p. 365.

Usury censured. 6. 2. 6. Vol. 1. p.

509. It. 16. 12. 13. Vol.6, p. 412.

Usury upon Usury forbidden by the

-RomajiLaws. 6.2.6. Vol. l.p. 510.

Vulgar Tongue, used in Divine Service.

13.4. 1. Vol. 4. p. 77.

Scriptures read in the Vulgar

Tongue. See Scriptures,

W.

WAFERS not used in the Eucharist.

15. 2. 5. Vol. 5. p. 208.

Wakes. Their Original. 8.9. 14 Vol.

2. p. 225.

Wandering Beggars censured. 11. 5. 8.

Vol. 3. p. 191.

Monks censured. 7. 2. 12.

Continual Watching and Prayer

Day and Night, how observed by

some Monks. 7 3. 17. Vol.2, p. 48.

See Acxmetee,

Women not to watch alone in

the Church. See Vigils.

Water mixed with Wine in the Eucha-

rist. 15.2. 7. Vol. 5. p. 214.

Consecrated by Prayer in Bap-

Vol. 2. p. 22.

Clergy censured. 6. 4. 5. Vol.

1. 564. It. 16. 12. 19. Vol.6, p.

429.

Washing the Hands. A Ceremony
used by Men at their Entrance into

the Church. 8. 3. 6. A^ol. 2. p. 122.

It. 8. 10. 5. Vol. 2. p. 232.

Of Hands before Consecration

of the Eucharist. 15. 3. 4. Vol. 5.

p. 239.

The Feet, used by some at

Baptism. 12. 4. 10. Vol.3, p. 332.

The Dead. 23. 3. 3. Vol. 7.

p. 326.

Of the Catechumensh&ioTe Bap-
tism, a mere Civil Rite of Decency.
12. 4. 10. Vol. 3. p. 333.

Watching with the Dead before Burial.

23. 3, 5. Vol. 7. p. 329.

tism. 11. 10.1. Vol. 3. p. 260.

Water-Baptism rejected by many an-

cient Heretics. 11. 2. 1. Vol. 3.

p. 124.

Wednesday and Friday Weekly Fasts.

See Fasts and Stationary Days.

Whisperers censured. 16. 13. 3. Vol.

6. p, 436.

Whipping, a Punishment of the inferior

Clergy. 16. 3. 11. Vol. 6. p. 155.

Voluntary Whipping of Monks,

condemned and censured. 7. 3. 12.

Vol. 2. p. 43. See Fiagellantes.

T'F/ii(e Garments worn by the Neophytes,

or newly Baptized. 12. 4. 1. Vol. 3.

p. 322. It. 20. 6. 6. Vol. 7. p. 104.

Also by Ministers in Divine

. Service. 13. 8. 2. Vol. 4. p. 206.

Whitsunday Festival. 20. 6. 6. Vol. 7.

p. 104.

Widows of the Church. 7. 4. 9. Vol. 2.

p. 73.

Deaconesses. 2. 22. 1. \o\. 1.

p. 247.

Not to j\larry until Twelve
Months after their Husband's Death.
22.2.8. Vol. 7. p. 231.

Forging of Wills censured. 16.

12. 14. Vol. 6. p. 412. or 414.

False Witness, how punished.

16. 13. 1. \^ol. 6. p. 433.

False ]Vitness against Men's
Lives, reputed and punished as Mur-
der. 16. 10. 9. Vol. 6. p. 348.



»»!•' M^TKR. 83

Wives. See Marriage and Divorce.

IVomen not to baptize. 2. 22. 7. Vol.

1. p. •2r,4. It. 11.4. I. Vol. 3.

p. 150.

Not to I'reii -h. 14. 4. 5. Vol.

5. p. 91.

Women,— Prifsts, a.T Heathenish Cus-
tom. 2. 22. 7. Vol. 1. p. 254.

Women's Gate in thcC'hurcli. 2. 22. 12.

Vol. 1. p. 257.

Women's Galleries, or Place in tlio

Church. 6. 5. 7. Vol.2, p. 136.

Not to keep private Vigils. See

Viails.

Penitents. 16. 3. 2. Vol. 6.

p. 116.

Divine Worship not given to

anyCreature. 13.3. 1. Vol.4, p. 61.

See :\ngels. Images, Martyrs, lie-

lies, \c.

Nor to the Host in the Eucha-

rist. 15. 5.5. \'ol. 5 p. 370.

Daily ]\'orship ul Church, frc-

quented both by Luity and Clerj^y.

13. 10. 15. Vol. 4. p. 260. It. 17.5.

10. Vol. 6. p. 501. It. 6. 3. 6.

\ol. l.p. 539.

ZYPOKPOYSTAI. 16.12.17 Vol.6,

p. 423.

Ziigostates. 16. 12. 17. Vol. 6. p. 423.
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190. ACTA Andionici. ap. Baron, an. 190.

202. Acta Martyrum Scyllitanoruni. ap. Baron. 202.

303. Acta Euplii. ap. Baron, an. 303.

299. Acta Tharaci. ap. Baron, an. 299.

303. Acta Felicis, Ampelii, Glycerii, Dativi, Saturnini, Thelicje & aliorura. ap.

Baron, an. 301. 302.303.

67. ActaTheclae. ap. Grabe Spicilegium. Vol. 1. p. 95.

Pet. ^rodius de Patrio Jure, cum Pandectis. Par. 1615. Folio.

Agathias do Rebus Gestis Justiniani. G. L. Par. 1660. Folio.

132. Agrippa Castor. Fragment, ap. Eusebium.

Cornel. Agrippa de Vanitate Scientiarum, HagiE. 1662. 8vo.

Gabr. Alhaspinaus Episcopus Aurelianensis. Observationes de veteribus

Ecclesia; Ritibus. Pur. 1631. Folio.

Notse in Optatum, Tertullianum, Concilium Eliberi. & Canones

alios antiquos. Ihid.

Police de I'Ancienne Eglise sur I'Administration de I'Euchariste,

&c.

TAm! Alhertinut de Eucharistia. Daventriic 1655. Folio.

490. Alcimus Avitus. in Bibl. Patr. Tom. 8.

780. Albinus Alcuinus. in Bibl. Patr. Tom. 10.

'N'lcol. Alemanniis. De Parietinis Lateranensibus. I?om(E 1625. Folio,

315. Alexander. AleTa}idrimts. Epist. ap. Theodoret. Lib. 1. cap. 4.

630. Aleiandrinum Chronicon. Gr. Lot. Monachii 1615. 4to.

1166. Alexius Arislenus. Synopsis Canonum ap Justellum & Beverege.

1130. Algerus de Eucharistia. Par. 1610.

Pet. Allix de Trisagio. Rothomagi. 1674. 4to.

Leo Allatius de Consensione perpetua Occidentalis & Orientalis Ecclesiie.

Colon. 1648. 4to.

De Dominicis & Hebdomadibus Graecorum. Ibid.

De Alissa Prsesanctificatorum. Ibid.

De Libris Ecclesiasticis Grfficorum. Par, 1645. 4to.

• De Narthece Veteris Ecclesiai & Teraplis recentiorum Grecorum.

Par. 1646. 4to.

Alstedius. Supplementum ad Chamieri Panstratiam.

810. Amalarins de Officiis Eccles. Bibl. Patr. Tom. 10.
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fiiir. ,1h.

UIU. AmaLiiiui De liu|iti!>teiiu Muguntinu. Bibl. Putr. Tom. 8.

Sixtin. Amuniii. Urutio de Uiirburif.

374. Aiubroiii Ojieni. 3. Vol. liuiil. 15(j7. I'nlio,

380. Afumiani IMurcelllui llistoria cum Notis Lindcbrogii. Hamburg. 1609. 4lo.

370. AtDphilochiits. Kpistola Canonica ap. 15cveicg. Pandect.

870. Aiuistusiits Hibliotliccarius dc \ itis I'ontificuin. I'ar. 1G49.

661. /1h(i«<«<hs Sinaila. Qiiaistiones & llespons. Iiigolstud. 1617. 4io.

500. Andreas Ca-saricnsis. Coinnicnt. in Apocaiypsin. ad Calcem Operum Cliry-

sostomi. Edit. (Jommoiin. 1.596. Folio.

Andrews de Decimis inter Opuscula. Loud. 1629. 4to.

Toitura Torti. Loud. l()i)9. 4lo.

Respoiisio ad Apolof^iam IJeliaimini. Lund. 1610. 4to.

Aiwnymus de Francis, ap. Combesis Hist. Mouothelitar. p. 429.

250. dc Jiaplisnio Ihcrcticoium ad Calcem Cypriani.

450. de Ilajiesi P)a;destinatoriim Edit, a Sirniondo cum, Censura

Awijci. Par. 1645. 8vo.

828. Ansegisus Abbas. Capitulaiia Caioli IMagni. Far. 1640. 8vo.

160. Antoninus Impeialor cum Commentar. Gatakeri. Gr. Lat. Cantab.

1652. 4to.

Antouini Itinerarium Biitanniae. cum Notis, Tito. Gale. Loud. 4to.

Piacentini sive Martyris Itinerarium. ap. Papebrochium in Actis

Sanctorum INlaii. Tom. 2.

1446. Fiorentini Chronicon. 3 Vol. Lugd. 1586.

Apideii Opera. Lu<,'d. Batav. 1623. 12mo.

1250. Tlio. Aquinatis summa Tlieologia3. Colon. 1604. Folio.

Ejusdem Opuscula, Ven. 1596.

544. Arator. llistoria Apostolica Carmine. Bibl. Patr. Tom. 8.

276. Archelaiis Chascorum in Mesopotamia Episcopus. Disputatio & Epistola

contra !\lanicha;um. ap. V'alesium in Appendice ad Socratem & Sozo-

menum.

Pet. Arcudius de Concordia Ecclesiae Orientalis et Occidentalis. Par.

1670. 4to.

Pauli Aringhi Roma subterranea, 2 Vol. Rom. 1651. Folio.

315. Arius IIa:resiarcha. Epistola ap. Theodoret. Lib. 1. cap. 5.

303. Arnobii Opera Notis Elmenhorst. llauov. 1603. 8vo.

460. Arnoliius Junior. Disputatio cum Serapione ad calcem Ircnii.

401. Astepii Ama&eni Homilia: ap. Combesis Auctario Novo Bibl. Patr. Gr. Lat.

Par. 1648. Folio.

330. Athanasii Opera. Gr. Lat. 2 Vol. Par. 1627. Folio.

177. Alhenagoras. ad calcem Justin. Mart. Gr. Lat. Colon. 1686.

196. Atheuogenis Hymnus. ap. Basil de Spir. Sancto. cap. 29.

398. Augustini Opera. 10 Vol. Par. 1637. Folio.

Anton. Auguslinus de Emendatione Gratlani. cum Additionibus Baluzii.

Par. 1672. 8vo.

Ejusdem Epitome Juris Ponlificii. 2 Vol. Par. 1641. Folio.

380. Ansonius Poeta.

890. Auxilius dc Ordinationibus Formosi. ad calcem Morini de OrdinationibuJ.

Atorius. Institutiones Morales. 3 Vol. Lugd, 1612. Folio.
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440. BACCHIARIUS de recipiendis Lapsis. Bibl. Patr. Tom. 3.

Joan. Bal(CHS de Scriptoribus Britannicis. 1548. 4to.

1880.Theodor. Bahamon Patriarcha Antiochenus. Commentarius in Canones

Apostolorutn & Conciliorum. Gr. Lnt. ap. Beveieg. Pandect. Oxon. 1672.

Commentarius in Photii Nomocanonem. ap. Justellum in Bibli-

otheca Juris Canonici. Tom. 2.

CoUectio Ecclesiasticarura Constitutionum. Gr. Lat. cum Notis

Leunclavii 6c Fabrotti. ap. Justell. Ihid.

Responsa ad varias Quaestiones Juris Canonici ap. Leunclav. in

Jure Grasco-Roraano. passim per Lib. 2. 5 7.

Steph. Bahn'i Miscellanea sive Collectio Veterum Monumentorum.

4 Vol. Par. 1683. 8vo.

Notae ad Gratianum & Antoninm Augustinum de Emendatione

Gratiani. Far. 167 2. 8vo.

Notae ad Rheginonem, cum Appendice Auctorum Veterum. Par.

1671. 8vo.

Concilia Galliae Narbonensis. Par. 1668. 8vo.

Nova Collectio Conciliorum. Par. 1683. Folio.

Notae ad tres Dissertationes Petri de Marca. Pur. 1669. 8vo.

172. Bardesanei Syrus de Fato. ap. Euseb. de Praeparat. Evangel. Lib. 6.

Tho. Barlmv. Remains. Land. Bvo.

Letter to Bishop Usher.

34.Barnab(e Epistola Gr. Lat. ap. Coteler. Patr. Apostol. Tom. 1.

Baronii Annales Ecclesiastici. 12 Vol. Antwerp. 1610.

Notai ad Martyrologium Romanum. Colon. 1603. 4to,

Barrow of the Pope's Supremacy and Unity of the Church, among his Works.

3 Vols. Lond. 1687. Folio.

370. Basilii Magni Opera Gr. Lat. 3 Vol, Par. 1638. Folio.

448. Basilii Seleuciensis Opera Gr. Lat. Par. 1622. Folio.

Sam. Basnagii Exercitationes Historico-Critica; ad Baronii Annales. Ultrj-

jecti. 1692. 4to.

Anton. Baudrand Additiones ad Ferrarii Lexicon Geographicum. Pur.

1670. Folio.

701.Berf<£ Opera, 4 Vol. Colon. 1612. Folio.

Historia Ecclesiast. Lat. & Saxon. Notis Wheelock. Cantab. 1644*

Folio.

Bellarmini Controversiae, 3 VoL IngoUtad. 1590 & Par. 1620. Folio.

De Scriptoribus Ecclesiasticis. Colon. 1631. 8vo.

11 15. Beniarrfi Opera. Par. 1640. Folio.

1066. BernoldUS de Ordine Romano. In Cassandri Liturgicis.

840. Bertramus sive Ratramnus Monachus Corbeiensis. De Corpore &|Sanguiae

Domini, ap. Illyricum in Catalogo Testium Veritatis. Genev. 1608. Folio.

Gul. Bei'erege Pandecta; Canonum cum Annotationibus, 2 Vol. O.ron. 1672.

Folio.

Codex Canonum Vindicatus. in Appendice ad Cotelerii Patres

Apostol. fee. Tom. 2. Antwerp. 1698, Folio.
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Beta Annotat. in Nov. Tcstam. Cenev. 1582. tol.

Kpistolct Tlieolofj. (ieiier. l/i?.!. 8vo.

Biblifltheca Patrum Latin. 17 Vol. far. 1<).54.

Bihliotlwca Patrum Gr. Lat. 2 Vol. per Fronto. Ducium. I'ar. 1624. Vid.

ComlK'sis Auctariuin, \c.

Bihiwtheca .luris C'anonici. N'iii. Justellum.

1480. Gabr. Uiel. Expositio Canonis Missaj. Lugdun. ],')4'2.

Jac. Billius. Scliolia in Nazianzeni Opura.

Severin. Binius. Concilia General. &c. cum Notis. 4 Vol. Colon. 1618.

1330. Mat. Blitstares. .Syntai;ma Canonum. Gr. Lat. ap. Hcverogc in Pandecli.s.

Dav. Bhndel. Apologia pro Scntentii Ilieronymi, Amst. 1646. 4to.

Sara. Bochnrt Hiero/oicon sive de Animalibus. 2 Vol. Loud, 1663. Folio.

Geograpliia Sacra. Var. 1651. Folio.

Joan. Bollandus. Acta Sanctorum. Antwer}). 1663. Folio.

Joan. Bona, de Rebus Liturgicis. Colon. 1674. 8vo.

De Psalmodia. Far. 1663. 4to.

Edv. Breretvood. Patriarchal Government of the ancient Church. Land.

1687. 8vo.

Enquiries about the Diversity of Languages. &c. Lond. 1635. 4to.

De Ponderibus & Pretiis Nummorum. ap. Walton Prolegomena.

Breiiarinm Kumamim. Par. 1509. 8vo.

Earnab. Brissonius de Ritu Nuptiarum. Par. 1606. 4to.

De Formulis & solennibus Populi Romani verbis. Par. 1583.

Commentarius in Legem, Dominico, de Spectaculis in Codice

Theodos. Par. 1606. 4to.

illgid. Bucheritis de Doctrinfi Temporum, Commentarius in Victorii Cano-

nem Paschalem. Antuerp. 1634. Folio.

John Bucke-ridge. al. Joannes Roffensis. De Potestate Papae in Rebus

Temporalibus. Lond. 1614. 4to.

Georg. Bidl Defensio Fidei Nicenae. Oion. 1685. 4to.

Opera omnia per Grabe. Lond. 1703. Folio.

996. Burcbardiis Wormatiensis. Decretum. Colon. 1548. Folio. & passim ap. Cor-

rectores Gratiani.

1260. Bonaventur. Bwrc/iarrfHs. al. Brocardus. Descriptio Terrae Sanctae. Colon.

1624. 8vo.

Gilb. Burnet. History of the Reformation. 2 Vol. Lmd. 1681. Folio.

Pastoral Care. 4to.

\'indication of the Ordinations of the Church of England Lond.

1677. 8vo.

Travels in several Letters to Mr. Boyle. Rotterd. 1686. 8vo.

Bidforf Synagoga Judaica. Hanov. 1622. 8vo.

Byiantinx Hisloriae Scriptores varii. 17 Vol. Par. 1648. 8vo.

1350. NICOL. Cahusitas. E.xpositio Liturgiaa. in Bibl. Patr. Gr. Lat. Tom. 2.

Jacob. Cabafsutius. Notitia Conciliorum & Canonum. Liigd. 1670. 8vo.

Julius Casar. De Bello Galhco, &c.
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500, Cesarius Arelatensis Ilomiliae in Bibl. Patr. Tom. 2.

Tho. Ciijetanus. Commentar. in Libros Ilislor. Vet. Testamcnti.

Joan. Calvini Opera. 9 Vol. Amst. 1667. Folio.

Joan. Calvin, al. Kahl. Lexicon Juridicum. Genev. 1665. Folio.

Hen. Canlsii Lectiones Antiquae. 6 Vol. Itigohtu'l. 1601. 4to.

Pet. Canisii Catechismus. Colon. 1586. Folio.

250. Canones Apostolici. ap. Bevereg. Pandect. & in Tomis Conciliorum.

1310. Petrus Cantor, de Verbo Mirifico. ap. jNIenardum in Sacramentarium Gre-

gorii. p. 280.

Verbum Abbieviatuni. ap. Bonam. de Reb. Liturg. Lib. 1. c. 15.

Melchior Canus. Loci Theologici, & de Sacranientis. Colon. 1685. Bvo.

Ludov. Capelliis. Notai in Nov. Testam. Amst. 1657. Etcum Myrothecio

Cameronis.

Barthol. Ca7-a)iEa. Sumnia Conciliorum. LoDan. 1681. 4to.

Bishop Car/efoK. Divine Right of Tithes. Lond. 1606. 4to.

768. Carolus Magnus. Capitulaiia. ap. Lindebroge in Codice Legum Antiqua-

rum, & ap. Ansegisum Abbatem, & Baluzium.

Isaac Casaui'onus. Exercitationes in Baronii Annales. Genev. 1655. 4to.

Notae in Historiag Augusta; Scriptores. Pur. 1620. Folio.

. Notffi in Strabonis Geograph. Par. 1620.

Georg. Cassundri Opera. Par. 1616. Folio.

. Consultatio de Articulis Religionis cum Grotii Annotatis. 1642.

Bvo.

De Communione sub utrSque Specie. Helmsiad. 1642. 4to.

424. Joan. CassianiOperd. Basil. 1575.

514. Marc. Aur. Cassiodorus Senator. Historia Tripartita ex Socrate, Sozomeno

& Theodorito. Franc. 1588. Folio.

Commentarius in Psalmos. Par. 1519.

Variarum Epistolarum Lib. 12. Lugd. 1595. 8vo,

Alphonsus de Castro adversus Hajreses. Lvgd. 1546. 8vo.

Catecltismus ad Parochos ex jussu ConciliiTridentini.

Catena in Job. Gr. Lat. Lond. 1637.

Gul. Caye Historia Literaria.2 Vol. Lond. 1688. & 1698. Folio.

Lives of the Apostles and Fathers. 2 Vol. Lond. 1677. Folio.

Primitive Christianity. Lond. 1676. 8vo.

Government of the ancient Church by Bishops, Metropolitans and

Patriarchs. Land. 1683. 8vo.

Cawdrey Discourse of Patronage. Lond. 4to.

1057. Georgii Cedreni Annales Gr. Lat. cum Notis Xylandri. Basil. 1566. Fol.

423. Celestinus Papa. Epistolaa Decretales ap. Justellum, Crab, & Labbin

Tomis Conciliorum.

Lud. Cellotius. Notae in Capitula Gualteri Aurelianensis.inConcilior. Tom.

8. p. 649.

Centuria; IMagdeburgenses. 3 Vol. Basil. 1624. Folio.

Chamier Panstratia Catholica. 3 Vol. Genev. 1626. Folio.

Charisius Grammaticus in Corpore Auctorum Linguae Latinas. Genet'.

1622.4to.

Martin. Chemnitius. Examen Concilii Tridentini. Genev, 1614. Folio.



INDliV AL'C TOKtM. SiJ

Flor. An.

430. 1'et. Clirijsnl.igi Opera. l.uf^J. 1672. Folio.

D&v. Chylraus dc Statu Kcclcsiarum in (irjecia, Asid, i:c. Franc. IfjfM.

8vo.

398. Joan. Chrysostomi Opera, Gr. I.at. 10 Vol. Pur. 1616. & ap. Commelin.

1617.

Opera Gra^cj^, 8 \'ol. KtoiKr. 1613.

— Epistola ad Csesarium Monachum. ap. le Moyne Varia Sacra.

IM. T. Cireroiiis Opera, (lenei'. 1646. 4to.

1160. Joan. Cimunni Ilistoria, Gr. Lat. cum \olis dn Kresnc. I'ar. 1G70. I'ol,

Clnget of the Unity of the Church, l.oml. 1693. Bvo.

\92. Clemetis Alexandiinus. Opera. Cir. Lat. I'ar. 1641. It. 2 \'o\. Oxnn.

Tract. Quis dives salvetur. ap. (Jorr.ljufis in Auctario Novissiino

Bibl. Patr. Gr. Lat. Pur. 1672.

65. Clemens Romanus. Epist. ad. Corintiiios, Gr. Lat. ap. Coteler. Pair,

tol. Tom. 1.

564. Joan. Cti/nacus. Opera, Gr. Lat. Par. 1633. Fol.

Cliiverii Italia Vetus. Liiv^d. Bat. 1622. Fol.

Codex Canonum Ecclesis Univcrsae. ap. Justcllum.

Codex Canonum Fxclcsia; Africana'. ap. Justellum.

Codex Canonum Ecclesiaj Komanre. ap. Justellum.

Codex Justinianus. in Corpore Juris Civilis.

Codex Theodosianus cum Commentariis Jac. Gothofred. 6 Vol. Lugd.

1665. FoL
C()£/« Canonum Ecclesiaj Greca;. Vid. Ehingerum.

1460. Georg. Codinus de Officiis Ecclesia; ('onstantinopolitana;, Gr. Lat. cum

Notis Jac. Gretseri. Par. 1648. Fol.

41 1. Collatio Carthaginiensis inter Catholicos et Donatistas ad Calcem Optati.

Par. 1631.

Collectio Constitutionum Ecclesiasticarum. Vid. Balsamon. ap. Justel-

lum.

Franc. Combefs. Bibl. Patrum, Gr. Lat. Auctarium Novum. Far. 1648.

Folio.

Auctarium Novissiinum, Par. 1672, Fol.

Ilistoria Monothelitarum, cum variis INIonumentis Patrum. Gr.

Lat. Par. 1648. Fol.

Comber of Liturgies. 2 Vol. Lond. Bvo.

326. Comni(«ii(n(i Instructioncs adversus Paganos, ad (^alcem Cypriani. Edit.

Rigalt. Par. 1666.

Concilia. Vid. Binium Crab. Labb^, &;c.

Corpus Juris Civilis par Dionys. Gothofredum. l.udg. 1589. 2 Vol. Bvo.

Corpus Juris Canonici, viz. Gratiani Decrctum, Decretales Gregorii, Sextus

Decretalium, Clementina! & E.xtravagantes. cum Emendationibus Gre-

gorii XIII. Bomu^. 1582. 4 Vol. Fol.

Coi-pus Confessionum Ecclesiarum Reformat, cum Consensu Calholico er

sententiis Patrum. Genev. 1612. 4to.

Corpus Auctorum Linguae Latinac. Genev. ]62'2. 4to.

Corpus omnium Poetarum. Lugd. 1603. 4to.

325. Constantinus Magnus. Epistolae variae ap. Eusebium.

VOL. J\. O
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250. Ccntielius Episc. Rom. Epistolae ad Cyprian, et Eusebium.

Bishop Cosius' Scholastical History of the Canon of Scripture. Land,

1683. 4to.

History of Transubstantiation. Lond. 1676. 8vo.

Joan. Cntelerius. Xotae in Patres Apostolicos. 2 Vol. Antwerp. 1698.

Adduntur in Appendice, Beverege Codex Canonum vindicatus, Usserii

Dissertationes Ignatianae, et Pearson Vindiciai Ignatii.

Job. Cotivici Itinerarium Hierosolymitanum. Aiitiverp. 1619. 4to.

Vet Crabhe. Concilia Generalia et Provincialia. 3 Vol. Colon. 1551. Folio.

Rich. Crahinthorp. Defensio Eccles. Angl. &:c. Lo7id. 1625. 4to.

590. CresconiitsAfev. Breviarium Canonum. ap. Justellum in Bibl. Juris. Cano-

nici.

Crifici Sacri in Biblia. 8 Vol. Amst. 1698.

CriticrtZ History of the Creerf. Lond. 8vo.

Metrophanes Critoi)uhi.s. Confessio Ecclesias Orientalis, Gr. Lat. Helm-

stad. 1661. 4to.

Martin Crucius. Turco-Graacia, Gr. Lat. Basil. 1584. Folio.

Curcellausde Esu sanguinis, inter Opera. Amst. 1675.

250. Cj//jriQJii Opera. Oxoh. 1682. Folio.

Opera Notis Rigaltii. Par. 1648. Fol.

546. C(/prinn)(s Gallus. Vita Cassarii Arelatensis. Lurfg. 1613. 4to.

412. Cyrilli Alexandrini Opera, Gr. Lat. 7 Vol. Par. 1638.

350. Cyrilli Hierosol. Opera. Gr. Lat. Oson. 1703. Folio.

D.

LUC. Dacherii Spicilegium. Par. 1665. 4to.

Joan. Dallticus de Objecto Cultus Religiosi adversus Latinorum Traditi-

onem. Genev. 1664. 4to.

De Confessione Auriculari. Genev. 1661. 4to.

~- De Confirmatione et Extrema Unctione. Genev. 1659. 4to,

De Jejuniis and Quadragesima. Daventris. 1654. 8vo.

De Imaginibus. Lug. Bat. 1642. 8vo.

De Paenis et Satisfactionibus. Amst. 1649. 4to.

De Scriptis Ignatii. Genev. 1666. 4to.

730. Joan Damascenus. Opera, Gr. Lat. Basil. 1575.

IMartin. Delrio Disquisitiones Magicae. Lovan. 1599. 4to.

Demonstration that the Church of Rome has ened in her Decrees about Com-
munion in one Kind. Lond. 1686. 4to.

Dempsfei- Additiones ad Rosini Antiquitates Roman. Colon. 1620. 4to.

Depositio Martyrum. ap. Pearson Annal. Cyprian.

370. Didymiis Alexandrinus. Opera. Bibl. Patr. Tom. 9. Ludov. de Dieii. Ani-

madversiones in Epistolas D. Pauli. Lyg> Bat. 1646. 4to.

Dion Cassii Historia Romana, Gr. Lat. Franc. 1592. 8vo.

Diogenes Laertius de Vitis Philosophorum, Gr. Lat. cum. Hesychio i\Iilesio

and Eunapio de iisdem. Colon. Allobrog. 1616. 8vo. cum Notis Is. Ca-

sauboni.

362. Dionysius Areopagita. Opera sub ipsius nomine, Gr. Lat. 2 Vol. Par

1644. cum Scholiis Pachymer. and Maximi.
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254. Dionysins Alex. Epistolo; varia; ap. Euscbium.

533. Dionysitis Exiguus. Codex Canunum £cclcsia3 Romans, ap. Justclluin. Id.

Bil)Iiothc(:a Juris Canon.

CoUectio Dccrctorum rontlficuin Romanorum a Siricio ad Auas-

tasium secundum ap. Justcll. Ihiil. it in Toinis Conciliorum.

Epistolaj Paschalesap. Petavium dc Doctrinft Temporum iii Aj>-

pendice.

Cycli I'aschalis Fragmentum. ap. Maiianum Scotum ad annum

527.

Hen. Dcduel, Dissertationes Cjprianica;. Oion. 1682. Folio.

Dissertationes in Irenaium. Oxon. 1689. Bvo.

De Jure Laicorum Sacerdotali, centra Grotium. I.nnd. 1685. 8vo.

Marc. Anton. Domitiicti de Conimunione Peregrinli. Paris 1645. 4to.

Jerem. Dreiilii Trismegistus Christianus, sive de triplici Cultu Conscientiac,

Ca;Iitum, Corporis. Colon. 1631.

Fran. Duarenus de Sacris Ecclesia; IMinisteriis ac Bcneficiis. Par. 1551. 4to.

Sir \Vil. Dugdule Monasticon Anglicanum. 2 Vol. Land. 1655. &c.

1286. Gul. Ditrantes sive Dnrandus. Rationale Divinorum Officiorum. Lugd.

1584. 8vo.

Stepli. Diiruntus de Ritibus Ecclesia; Catholicte. Par. 1631. Bvo.

ABRAH. Ecchelensis. Concilii Nicffini Canones Arabici cum Notis. Cone.

Tom, 2.

1121. Earfmerus Monachus. llistoria sui Saeculi cum Notis Seldeni. Lond.

1623. Folio.

Joan. Eckins. Enchiridion adver. Lulherum. Lvgd. 1549. 8vo.

Elias Ehingerius. Codex Canonum Ecclesia Orientalis. Gr. Lat. IVite-

berg. 1615. 4to.

640. Eligius Lemovicensis. Homilia;ei ascriptae in Bibl. Pair. 'I'om. 2.

430. Paulus Einescnus. Homilia; in Concilior. Tom. 3.

511. EniioJiiis Ticinensis. Vita Epiphanii Ticinen. Episcopi in Bibl. Patr.

Tom. 15. et inter Opera cum Notis Sirmondi. 1611. Par. Bvo.

526. Ep/iremfiis Antiochenus. Pro Ecclesiaslicis Dogmatibus et SynodoChal-

cedonensi. ap. Photium in Bibliothecu Cod. 228 and 229.

370. Ephremius Sjtus. Opera per Vossium Tungrensem. Latine. Antwerp.

1619. Folio.

368. Epiphanius. Opera Gr. Lat. cum Notis Petavii. 2 Vol Par. 1622. Folio.

Episcopii Institutiones Theolog. Amst. 1678. Folio.

Erasmi Opera 9. Vol. Basil. 1540. Folio.

Estius'm Sententias. 2. Vol. Par. 1638. Folio.

Commentar. in Epistolas Pauli. Par. 1668. Folio.

Orationes Theologicae.

'594. Evagrins. Piisloria Eccles. cum Notis Valcsii. Gr. Lat. Par. 1673. and

Cantab. 1720. Folio.

434. Eticheriiis Lugdutieyisii. Homilia?. Autucrp. 1602. Bvo.

EKf/io/f/riHm Ciraecoruni cum Notis Goar. Par. 1647. Folio.
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581. Eulogitis Patriarcha Alexandiinus. ap. Photium Cod. 280.

380. Eunapiiis Sardianus de Vitis Philosophoium Gr. Lat. Colon. AUobrog.

1616. 8vo.

420. Euodim. EpistolfE. inter Epistolas Augustini.

315. Eusebius Czesaiiensis. Historia Ecclesiastica cum Notls Valesii. Par.

1672. and Cantnb. 1720. Fol.

Prffiparatio Evangelica. Gr. Lat. Par. 1628. Folio.

Demonstratio Evangelica. Gr. Lat. Par. 1628. Folio.

De Martyribus Pala;stina;. ad Calcem. Lib. 8. Historize.

Chronicon cum Animadversionibus Scaligeri. Amst. 1658. Folio.

DeLaudibus Constantini Oratio, et De Vita Constantini Lib. 4. ad

calcem Historiae.

Epistola ad Cajsarienses, de Fide Nicaena. ap. Socratem Lib. 1.

cap. 8. et Theodor. Lib. 1. cap. 12.

340. E)/se6»(s Emisenus. Ilomiliae, sed tamen dubias. Aiitwerp. 1602. 8vo.

325. EiistatJiius Antiochenus. De Engastrymutho adversus Origenem, Notis

Allatii. Lugd. 1629. 4to. et in Critic. Londinens. Tom. 8.

WW.Euthymius Zigabenus. Panoplia Orthodoxae Fidei adversus omnes Hasreses.

Lat. Venet. 1555. Fol.

JOAN. Faber. Declamatio de Humanae Vitae Miseria.

Car. Fubroius. Not® ad Balsamonis Collectionem Constitutionum Eccles.

ap, Justellum in Bibl. Juris Canonici. Tom. 2.

540. Farundus Ifermianensis. Opera, cum Notis Sirmondi. Pa)-. 1675. Folio.

Fasciculus Rerum Expetendarum & Fugiendarum. Land. 1690. 2 Vol.

Folio.

630. Fasti Siculi. Vid. Aiexandrinum Chronicon.

Faulkner. Libertas Ecclesiastica. Land. 1674. 8vo.

Vindication of Liturgies. Land. 1680. 8vo.

3M. Fanstinus &c Marcellinus. Libellus Precum ad Theodosium Imperatorem.

Oxon. 1678. 8vo.

356. Felix Secundus Papa. Epistolae Decretales in Tomis Conciliorum.

483. Felix Tertius Papa. Epistolae. ap. Justellum & in Tomis Conciliorum.

Joan. Fell. Notae in Cyprian. Oxon. 1682.

533. Fen-andus. Breviariura Canonum in Justelli BibliothecS Juris Canonici.

Tom. 2.

Phil. Ferrarii Lexicon Geographicuni cum Additionibus Baudrand. Par

1670. Folio.

Franc. Ferrarins de Ritu Concionum. Mediolani. 1 620. 4to.

Field of the Church. Oxon. 1635. Folio.

Joan. Filesacus. Commentarius in Vincentium Lirinensem. Par. 1619. 4to.

340. Jul. Firmicus Maternus de Errore Profanarum Religionum cum Notis Joan.

a Wower. Oxon. 1678. 8vo.

Astronomica sive de Mathesi. Lib. 8. Basil. 1591.

250. Firmiliani Epistola inter Epist. Cypriani.

Flugellantium Historia. Par. 1700. 8vo.

Joan. Forbesius. Instructioues Historico-Thcologicic. AmU . 1645. FoUo.

Irenicum. Aberdcn. 1636. 4to.
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560.\ cnanl. Furtunatus. Poemata in Corpore I'oetarum. Tom.i.l.ug. 1603.

4to.

Wtii lladcgundis. ap. Suriuni. 13. Aufj.

Car. (ill Frcsne. Glossarium Gra:co-barbaruin. Lug^d. 1G88. 2 Vol.

Foliti.

ISotaj in r.iuluiu Silciitiaiiuin. i'ur. 1(J7U. Fulio.

Nota; in Cinnatnum et Briunniuin. Ibid.

F/arriHS lllyritus de Sectis Papisticis. Basil. 15(j5. 4lo. V'id. Illyrinim.

Joan. Froiito de Canonitis Cardinalibus, cum aliis Opusculis. Far. Kitil.

4to.

Fronto-Bucieus. Note in Chrj'sostomi Opera. Par. 1609.

262. Frnctuiiii Acta. ap. Uaron. an. 262.

1007. Fi</6frfi(s Carnotensis. Opera. Par. 1603.

607.Fi(/geHtiHS Uuspensis. Opera. Lugd.\Qb'l.

De ride ad retrura J^iaconum. inter Opera Augustirxi. Tom. 3.

Frid. Furiiis Ceriolanus. liononia sivc de Lihris Sacris in vcrnaculam Lin-

guam convertendis. Basil. 1555. 8vo. Liber Prohibitus in Indice

Sotoniajor.

THO. Gale. Notae in Antonini Itinerarium Britanniae. Lond. 4to.

Mat. Galeni Catechismus.

Tho. Gutakerus. Notas in Libros Antonini. Cantab, 1652. 4lo.

387. Gaudentius Brixiensis. Opera. Bibl. Patr. Tom. 2.

492. Ge/(Tsi«s Papa. EpistohB Decretales in Tomis Conciliorum. De duabus

Natmis Ciiristi. Bibl Patr. Tom. 4.

476. Gelasitis Cyzicenus. Ilistoria Concilii Niceni. Or. Lat. in Concil. Tom. 2.

Aul. Gellii Opera. Aurel. Allobrpg. 1609. 8vo.

Gilb. Genebrard. de LiturgiJi Apostolicii.

495. Gennadius Rlassiliensis. de Scriptoribus Ecclesiasticis inter Opera Hiero-

nymi.

De Dogmatibus Ecclesiasticis inter Opera Augustini. Tom. 3.

Genlilletus. Examen Concilii Tridenlini. Conncherai. 1678. 8vo.

620. Georgius Pisides. Vulgo dicitur Auclor Fastorum Siculorum sive Chronici

Alexandrini.

620. Georgius Alexandrinus. Vita Chrysostomi. in Tom. 8. Oper. Chrys. GraecC'.

1501. Franc. Georgius Venetus. Problemata in S. Scripturam. Venet. 1536. 4to.

Georgius Ambianas. Commcntar. in Tertullian. 3. Vol. Folio.

1222. Germauus Patriarcha Constantinop. Theoria sive Expositio in Liturgiam.

Gr. Lat. in Bibl. Patr. Gr. Lat. Tom. 2.

1404. Joan Gerson. deV'iti spirituali. inter Opera. 4 Vol.

314. G'«(a Purgationis Caciliani Episc. Carthag. ad Calcem Optati. Par. 1631.

581. Gitdas Sapiens. De Excidio l>rita: nia;. Bibl. Patr. T. 5.

1200. Giraldus Cambrensis. Itinerarium Cambrise, et ('arabria; Descriplio. Loud.

1585. 8vo.

Jac. Guar. Notai ad Euchologium Graecorum. Par. 1647. Folio.

Tho. Godu-yn. Jewish Anticjuitics.

1110. Gojj'yidns Vindocinicnsis Abbas. Opera Nolis Sirmoudi. Pai. 1639.
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Melch. Goldastus. Constitutiones Imperiales. 3 Vol. Hannv. 1609. Fol.

Dionysius Gothofredus. Notse in Codicem Justinian. Colon. 1524.

Jac, Gothofredus. Commentarius in Codicem Theodosianum. 6 Vol. Lugd,

1665. Folio.

Joan. Ernest. Grahe. Spicilegium Patrum. 3 Vol. Oxon. 1698. &c. 8vo.

1 130. GrafioTjusMonachus. Decretum sive Concordantia discordantium Canonum.

In Corpore Juris Canonici. Romcr 1582. Folio.

470. Gregeutius Homeritarum Episcopus. Disputatio cum Herbano Judseo. Gr.

Lat. in Auctario Bibl. Patr. Ducasano.Tom. 1. Par. 1624.

John Gregory. Observations on Scripture, and Posthumous Works. Land.

1650. 4to.

690. Gregorius Magnus. Opera. 4. Tom. Antwerp. 1615.

1227. Gregorius IX. Decretalium Libri 5. una cum Gratiano. Rom. 1582. Folio.

370. Gregorius Nazianzenus. Opera. Gr. Lat. 2 Vol. Par. 1630. Folio.

210. Gregorius Nyssenus. Opera. Gr. Lat. 3 Vol. Par. 1638. Folio.

254l. Gregorius Neoca;sariensis sive Thaumaturgus. Opera. Gr. Lat. Par. 1621,

Epistola Canoiiica, ap. Justellum.

573. Greg-on'iis Turonensis. Historia Francorum. Par. 1610. 8vo.

De Gloria Martyrum & Confessorum. Colon. 1583. 8vo.

Jac. Gretserus. Notse in Codinum. Far. 1648. Fol.

Hugo Grotius. Opera. Vol. 4. Amst. 1685.

De Jure Belli & Pacis. Amst. 1670. 8vo.

De Cffinae Administratione ubi Pastores non sunt. Land. 1685.

8vo.

_ Notse in Cassandri Consultationem. 1642.

Gruteri Inscriptiones Antiquae. Heidelb. 1616.

1533. Guido de Monte Rocherii. Manipulus Curatorum. Lovan. 1552. 8vo.

Bishop Gunning's Discourse of Leiit. 4to.

H.

ISAAC Habertus. Archieraticon sive Pontificale Grfficorura. Par. 1643

Folio.

Franc. Hallier de Hierarchia Ecclesiastic a. Pur. 1646. folio.

Pet. Halloii. Vitae Scriptorum Orientalium. 2 Vol. Duaci. folio.

Hen, Hamond's. Works. 4 Vol. Land. 1684. Folio.

Martin. Hankius de Scriptoribus Byzantinis. Lipsiie. 1677. 4to.

842. Georg. Hamartolns MS. ap. Allatium de Hebdomad. Graicorum.

Harding's Answer to Jeu-el's Challenge, Antwerp. 1565. 8vo.

1150. Constantin. Harmenopulus. Epitome Juris Canonici, Gr. Lat. ap. Leuncla-

vium in Jure Gra;co-Romano. Tom. 1.

i De Sectis Hasreticis, & Confessio de Fide Orthodoxa. Ibid, ad Le-

unclavium et in Auctario Bibl. Patr. Ducasano. Tom. 1. Gr. Lat. Par,

1624.

170. Hegesippus. Commentarius Actorum Eccles'asticorum. Fragmenta passim

ap. Eusebium.

Gabr. llcnao. de Sacrificio Missae.

610. Heraclius Imper. Novella;, ap. Leunclavium in Jure Gra;co-Romano,Tom. I

Herodoti Historia Gr. Lm. per Hen. Stephanum. 1592. Fol.
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Hesijchii Lexicon. Grsce. Ua^eiuht. 1521. Folio.

601. Ilesiichhis Patriarclia llicrosolymitanus. Kxj)!analio in Lcvititum. liatil.

1527. Folio.

Pet. Ileylin. Cosmography. Loud. 1669. Folio.

Hick's .lovian, or an Answer to Julian tiie Apostate. Loud. 1683. flvo.

378. //iVrimi/m( Opera. 4 Vol. liosil. 1565. Folio.

354. miarii I'ictaviensis Opera. Colon. 1617. Folio.

461. lliliiriits Papa. I'pistola^ Decretaies. in Toniis Concilior.

430. Ililaiius Areiatensis. Kpistola; inter Epistolas Augustiui.

845. Hincmanis Remensis. Opera. 2 Vol. Par. 1645. Folio.

220. Ilifipoliittis Poituensis. Canon Paschalis. ap. Cave Histor. Literar. Tom. I.

p. 68. F^am e.vliibenl ctiam Scaliger, /Egidius liucherius et Gruterus.

De Consummatione Mundi & Antichristo, Or. Lat. in Auctario Bibl.

Patr. ]3uca'ano. Tom. 2.

Demonstratio de Antichristo. Gr. Lat. ap. Combefis in Auctario

Novissimo. Par. 1672. Folio.

Luc. Hohteiiiits. Annotationcs in Geographiam Caroli a Sancto-Paulo, in

Italiatn antiquam Cluverii, et Thesaurum Geographicum Ortelii. Rom<f.

1666. 8vo.

De Sacramento Confirmationis apud Grajcos. Ibid, in Appendice.

Glossarium et Nota; ad Benedicti Codicem Regularum. Par,

1663. 4to.

1130. Honorius Augustodunensis. Gemma Animaj de Officio Missa;. Bibl. Patr-

Tom. 10.

George //ooper'5 Historical .\ccount of Lent. Land. 1695. 8vo.

514. Hormisdas Papa. Epist. Decretal, in Tomis Conciliorum.

//(i,s7Ji;iinHiis de Templis. Tigur. 1587. Folio.

De Festis Christianorum. Tigur. 1593. Folio.

De Origine Monachalus. Tigur. 1588. Folio.

Historia Sacramentaria. Tigur. 1598. Folio.

Henr. Hotlingerus. IJistoria Ecclesiaslica. 9 Vol. Hanov. 1655. 8vo.

De Translatione Bibliorum. Heidelberg. 1660.

Franc. Hotomannus de Castis Incestisque Nuptiis. Franc. 1619. 8vo.

Quaestiones lilustres. 1591. 8vo.

Pet. Dan. Hnetius. Origeniana. 2 Vol. Bothomag. 1668. Folio.

Demonstratio Evangelica. Amst. I68O. Bvo.

1120. //»^o de Sancto Victore. Opera. Venet. 1588. 3 Vol.

1054. Ilumbertus de SylvS Candid.! Cardinalis. Liber de Azymo et Jejunio Sabba-

torum contra Michaelem Cerularium et Leonem Achridaraum. ap. Baro-

nium in Appendice. Tom. 11.

I.

.TACOBT Liturgia, Gr. Lat. Bibl. Patr. Auctario Duca;ano. Tom. 2. Par.

1624.

385. Idacius contra Varimundum Arianum. Bibl. Patr. Tora. 4.

790. Jesse Ambianensis de Ordinc Baptismi.

101. Ignatii Epistola;, Gr. Lat. intra Patres .Vpostolicos. ap. Coteleiium.Tom. 2.

110. Acta Ignatii, Gr. Lat. ap. Grabe Spicilegium. Vol. 2.
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Flac. Illyricus. Catalogus Testium Veritatis. Genev. 1628. Folio.

Index Librorum Prohibitorum et Expurgandoruin Hispanicus & Romanus

per Anton, a Sotomajor. Madrit. 1667. Folio.

Index Librorum Expurgandorum perQuirogam Salmur. 1601. 4to,

Ina Leges, ap. Spelman. Concil.

402. Innocentiiis I. Papa. Epistolse et Decreta in Tomis Conciliorum.

1198. Innncentius IIL de Mysteriis Missae. Antwerp. 1540.

Joannes Abbas de Translatione Reliquiariim S. Glodesindis.

530. Jobhis Monachus. ap. Photium Cod. 222.

Johnson. Vade Meciim for Clergymen, or the Canonical Codes of the Pri-

mitive Church. Land. 1709. 8vo,

Gl.Josephi Opera, Gr. Lat. Oxon. 1720. Folio.

167. Jrejiffi Opera Notis Grabe. Lnnd. 1702. Folio.

595. Isidorus Hispalensis de Divinis Officiis. Bibl. Patr. Tom. 10.

Origines sive Etymologiae, in Corpora Auctorum Lingua Latins.

Geiiev. 1622. 4to.

830. Isidorus Mercator. Concilia & Epistolas Papalesin Tomis Conciliorum.

412. Isidorus Pehisiota. Epistolarum Lib. 5 Gr. Lat. Par. 1638. 4to.

John JueVs Works. Lond, 1611. Folio.

361. Juliani Imper. Opera. Gr. Lat. Notis Petavii. Par. 1631. 4to.

5\0. Juliatnts Halicarnassensis. Fragmenta Commentarii in Job. ap. Catenam in

Job. Lond. 1637. Folio.

498. JuLianus Pomerius. de Vita Contemplativa. inter Opera Prosperi, cui vulgo

tribuitur. Colon. 1540. 8va.

337. Julius Papa. Epistola ad Orientales. ap. Athanasium in Apologia 2. Tom. !•

550. Junitius Afer. de Partibus Divinae Legis. Bibl. Patr. Tom. 1.

Fran. Junius. Notae inTertuUianum. Franckera. 1597. Fol. Parallela. inter

Opera, 2 Vol. Genev. 1607. Folio.

1092. 7io Carnotensis. Decretorum Liber. Loran. 1561. 8vo.

Henr. Justellus. Bibliotheca Juris Canonici. 2 Vol. Par. 1661. Folio.

lAO.Juslinus Martyr. Opera. Gr. Lat. Colon. 1686. Folio.

5-n.Justinianus Imper. Corpus Juris Civilis. 2 Vol. Lugd. 1589. 8vo.

Edictum de Fide OrthodoxS.. ap. Leunclavium in Jure Grnsco-Ro-

mano. Tom. 1. et in Tom. 5. Conciliorum.

Juvenalis Poeta.

330. Juvencus Hispanus. Historia Evangelica Carmine Heroico. in Corpore

Poetarum, Tom.2. Dugd. 1603. 4fo.

K.

MARTIN Kempius de Osculo. Lipsite. 1665. 8vo.

White Kennet. Case of Impropriations and Augmentation of Vicarages

stated by History and Law, from the first Usurpation of Popes and

Monks. Lond. 1704. 8vo.

Christian. Cortholt de Calumniis Pagauorum in Veteres Christianos sparsis.

Kilon. 1668. 4to.

De Vita et Morlbus Veterum Christianorum. Kilon, 1683. 4to.

De variis Scripturae Editionibus. Kilon. 1686. 4to.
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Albert. Kruutiui. Ilistoiia Kcclcsiastica sivv AJetropolis ds initiu Cliris-

tianm Ilcli^^ionis, i\c. Fniitc. 1590. Folio.

L.

PHIL. LdfcW Collectio Couciliorunr 17 \ nl. I'm-, 1()71 . Folio.

Ilistorica Synopsis C'onciliorum. Par, lt)(jl.4to.

])c Scriptoribus ]'"(H'k'siasticis. *2. Vol. Fur. IG60. 8vo.

303. /.(icfuntii Opera. i.ii^'J. 1594. 8vo.

De iMortibus I'ersecutorum. Oxon 1680. ct in Baliuii Misculla-

neis.

Gul. Lambardus de Antiquis Legibus Anglorum et Saxonum. Cant. 1644.

Folio.

Lumpridiiii inter Historiic Augusta^ Scriptoies. Lug. Hut. 1632.

900. Laiidulphits Saga.x. Continuatio Pauii Diaconi. Uariov. 1611.

Latiitus Latinius. Epistola ad Antonium Augustinum de Usu Fermenti in

F2ucliaristi&. ]!om. 1659. 4to.

Laur. Laudmeier. de vetere Clerico et Monacho. Lnvau. 1626. 4to.

Joan. Launoius de rectS, interpretatione Sexti Canonis Nicaani. Far. 1662.

8vo.

507. Laiireiitius Novariensis. Iloiuilia! in Bibl. Patr. Tom. 2.

LectiiUiitiium Gallicanum ap. iNIabillon. de LiturgiS. Gallicand.

1013. Leo Gramniaticus.—Chronogiaphia cum Noti.<; Combefis. Par. 1655. Folio.

45B. Leo Irapcratoret Antbemius. jVovella; ad calcem Codicis Theodosiani,

886. Leo Sapiens Imp. Notitia Ecclesia3. Gr. Lat. ap. Leunclaviumin .lureGrxco-

Romano. Tom. 1. p. 88.

Novellaj. ap. Leunclav. Tom. 2. p. 78. et ad calcem Codicis Jus-

tiniani.

440.1*0 Magnus Papa. Opera. Litgdun. 1672 .Folio.

Epistola^in Tomis Conciliorum.

Leo Africanus. Descriptio Africa;. Antwerp. 1556. 8vo.

590. Leontius Byzantinus de Sectis. Gr. Lat. in Auctario Bibl. Patr. Uucaeauo.

Tom. 1. Fur. 1624.

Contra Eutychianos et Nestorianos. Blbl. Patr. Tom. 4.

Leonard. Lessius de Jure et Justiti^. Antwerp. 1626. Folio.

Hamon LeUrange. Alliance of Divine Offices. Loud. 1690. Folio.

Remonstrance in the Cause of Liturgy, I.onrf. 1642. 4to.

' Smectymnuo-Mastix, or A Defence of the Remonstrance. Land.

1651. 8vo.

Joan. Leu7iclavius. JusGra:co llomanum. Gr. Lat. 2 Tomis. Franc. 1594.

F'olio.

Lexicon Juridicum per Anonymum. Genev. 1615. 8vo.

360. Libanins Sopliista. Opera Gr. Lat. 2 Vol. Par. 1606. Folio.

553. Liberatus Carthaginiensis. Breviarium sive Historia Causa: Nestorianas et

Eutychiana;, cum Appendice. ap. Crab. Concil. Tom. 2. et Notis Gar-

nerii. Par. 1675. 8vo.

Lightfvot. Temple-servicu and Ten>ple. Lond. 1650. 4tn.

Horae Hebraicaj in Mat. et Marc, cum Disqnisitione Ciiorogra-

phica. 2 Vol. Cantab. 1658. 8vo.

Opera. 2 \ ol.

VOL. IX.
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Gul. Lindanus. Panoplia Evangelica contra Haereses. Colon. 1575. Folio.

Frid. Limlenhrogiiis. Codex Legum Antiquarum, Burgundionum, Alamanno-

rum, &c. Franc. 1613. Folio.

Observationes in Ammianum Marcellinum. Hamburg. 1609. 4to.
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384. Q. Aurel. Smnmachus. Epistola; et Relatio ad Thcodosium pro Arfi Victo-

ria. Par. 1604. 4to.

410. Syn«u Epistola;. Gr. Lat. Par. 1605. 8vo.

. Opera omnia Notis Petavii. Gr. Lat. Par. 1633. Folio.

Synodicon Pappi. Gr. Lat. in Tomis Conciliorum Labbe.

Synodicon Galliaj Reformatae. 2 Vol. Lond. 1692. Folio.

T.

TACITI Historia et Annales. A7nst, 1664. 8vo.

172. Tatianus. Oratio contra Gracos. Gr. Lat. ad Calcem Operum Justin. Mar-

tyr. Colon. 1686. Folio.

Q
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Jer. Taylor.. Ductov Dubitantium. T.oiul. 1676. Folio.

Worthy Communicant. Loud. 1660. 8vo.

192. Tertullianus. Opera Notis Fr. Junii. Franekerae. 1597. Fol. Et. Notis Ri-

galtii. Paris. 1634.

Tlieocritus.

423. TheodoriUis. Historia Eccles. Gr. Lat. Cantab. 1720. Folio.

Opera omnia, Gr. Lat. 4 Vol. Vur. 1642. Folio.

518. 77jW()n(s Lector. Historia. Gr. Lat. Notis Valesii. Cantab. 1720. Folio.

Theodosius Imperator. Vid. Codex Theodosianus.

168. T^ieojoZ/f/'is Antioch. Lib. ad Autolycum. Gr. Lat. Oion. 1684. 8vo. el ad

calcem Justin. Mart.

3Q5.Theophilus Alex. Epistolai Heortasticae. Bibl. Patr. Tom. 3.

Canonica Edicta. ap. Bevereg. Pandect. Tom. 2.

1077. Theophylactm. Comment, in 4 Evangelia. Gr. Lat. I'ur. 1631. Folio.

Comment, in Epistolas S. Pauli. Lmd. 1636. Folio.

Thomas Aquinas. Vid. Aquinas.

Herbert. Thorndike. Of Religious Assemblies, and the Service of God.

Cantab. 1642. 8vo.

. Just Weights and Measures. 4to,

Joh. Maria Thomaiius. Liber. Sacramentorum. Emn. 1680. 4to.

Tigurine Liturgy. Loud. 1693. 8vo. See Werndlif.

Tillesly of Tithes in Answer to Selden.

oll.Timotheus Constantinop. ap. Combefis Auctar. Novum. Tom. 2.

Timothei Passio. ap Photium, Cod. 254.

380. Timothens Alexand. Canones ap. Bevereg. Pandect. T. 2.

Franc. Toleius. Instructio Sacerdotum.

Tridentini Concilii Decreta et Canones cum Declarationibus Cardinalium

et Remissionibus Barbosee. Colon. 1621.

Catechismus cditus Jussu Cone. Tridentini. Vide Catechismus ad

Parochos.

1483 Trithemiiis de Scriptoribus Ecclesiasticis. Colon. 1531. 4to.

Turrianus. Notae in Canones Arabicos Concilii Nica;ni. Cone. Tom. 2.

Franc. Turretinus. Institutio Theologiae Elencticx. 4 Vol. Genev. 1688. 4to.

V.

439. VALERIANUS Cemeliensis. HomiliiE. Lugd. 1672. Folio.

Valerius Maximus.

Henric. Valesius. Nota; in Euseb. Socrat. ike. Cantab. 1720.

Dissertationes varia; ad calcem Euseb. Socrat. &c. Ibid.

Varro de LinguS, Latind cum Notis Scaligeri. Par. 1585, 8vo.

Vedelius. Exercitationes in Ignatium. Genev. 1623.4to.

Vegetius de Re Militari. Lug. Bat. 1592. 8vo.

Venantius. Vid. Fortunatum.

Vergilius. Vid. Polydor. Vergil.

Jos. Vicecomes de llitibus Baptismi. Par. 1618. 8vo.

De Ritibus Euchaiistia;. Mediolani. 1618. 4to.

Victor. Epitome Historiis Romana;.

401. Victor Antiochenus. Comment, in Marcum. Bibl. Patr. Tom. 1.

555. Victor Tununensis. Chronicon in Appendice Chronici Eusebianj. Par. 1658.
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Victor Uticonsis sivi; Vitensis <ii; PcrscciilioriL' Viuid.ilii i. liihl. I'.iti Tom. 7.

290. ricinn'/iiis iMartyi . CoiiiiiiL'iil. ii» Apociilyjjs. Ilibl. I'utr.'I'oiii. 'i.

J)c Fabric.1 Mundi, aj>. Cave Ilislor. Liturar. 'i'om. 1. ji. 103.

4r)7. Victoritis Aijuitaiius. Caixm I'aschalis, Nolis liuclierii. Autuerp. 1G3L Fol.

540. I'if^ilius 1.1'apa. KpisuWa; in iOinis ('uncilioruin.

484. ^'|Vl7iMsTapsensis. Opera pur CliiHetiuni. Divitme. 1664. 4to.

i'244. Vincent iim liellovacensis. Spcculmn IIisto^ia^ Mm^nnt. 1474.

434. Vincfiitius Lirineiisis. CoiniiioiiitDiiuiii advursus lliurcscs. N«li.s Fiicrjaci.

Par, 1619. 4to.

Virgitius,

Vitniviusdc Ari'lutcctura. Liifi- 1586. 4to.

Ludov. Vices de C'ausis coiruptarum Artiuiu ct do tiadendis UitMjipliiiu.

Oiim. 1612. 8vo.

Ulpianus. Passim in I'aiulijctis Juris Civilis.

]\>pisci(s. inter Augusta; Ilistorix Scriptores.

.Joan. Gerard. Voisius. Theses Theological el llistorica;. Uetloiili Dobunor.

1628. 4to.

])c Daptismo Disputat. 20. Amst. 1648. 4to.

De tiibus Symbolis. Amst. 1642. 4to.

Isaac I '(>ssjus. No ta.', in Ignatiuni, ap. Cotclcriuni.

431. Untnius. Vita Paulini Nolani pra;fixa Opcribus Paulini.

Jacobus Usserius. Antiquitates Britannicarum Ecclesiarum. 7,om/. 1687. 1'ol.

De successione Ecclesia;. Ibid.

Answer to llie Jemil's Challenge. Lond. 1686. 4to.

Keliffion of tlie ancient irisli. Ibid.

llistoria Dogmatica dc Scripturis ct Sacris VernacuHs. f.ond. 1690.

4to.

De Anno solari Macedonum. Lond. 1648. Bvo.

Chronologia sacra, cum Dissertationc dc Symbolo Apostolico Ho-

manK Ecclesiie. Oxon. 1660. 4to.

Disseitatioiies. Ignatiana; in Appendice ad Cotelcrii Patres Aposto-

licos. A7Uwerp. 1698. Folio.

Life and Letters. Loud. 1685. Folio.

Ue Episcoporum et Metropolitanorum Origine. Lond. 1687. 8vo.

De Asia Lydiana sive Proconsular!. Ibid.

Judo-ment of several Subjects, with tlie reduction of Episcopacy, &c.

Lond. 1658. 8vo.

W.

WILLIAiM Wake Archbishop of Canterburii's Defence of the Exposition of

the Doctrine of the Church ij' Englaiul, against M. De Meaux. Lond.

1686. 4to.

VVil. If(/i/'s History of Infant-Baptism. Loud. 1705.

Wil. ]\'(dhcr's Modest Plea for lufant-Haptism. Cantab. 1677. 8vc.

HuMMessalinus. al. Salmasius de Presbyteris etEpiscopis contra Petavium.

Luy. Bat, 1641. Bvo.

U'alterns Aurclianensis. Capitula Notis CelloUi. Concil. lorn. 8.

Brian. Walton. Prolegomena sivc Apparatus ad Polyglot. Ti^jur. 1673.

Fol.
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Rich. Watson. Dc antiquS Libertate Ecclesise Brilannicaj. Lond. 1687.

8vo.

W^er/k/Zi/'i Notes on the Tigurine Liturgi/. Lond. 1693. 8vo.

1480. Wesselus Groningensis. ap. Illyricum Catalog. Test. p. 1908.

Edw. Wettenhal's Gift of Singing. Lond. Bvo.

Hen. Warton, Appendix ad Cave Histor. Literar. Lond. 1689. Folio.

Auctarium Historia; Dogmatics Userii. Lond. 1690. 4to.

Discourse of Pluralities. Lond. 1703. 8vo.

Abr. Wheelock. Notae in Beds Ilistor. Vid. Bedam.

Gul. Whitakerus. De Conciliis. Herborn. 1601. 8vo.

Dan. Whitby's Idolatry of Host-Worship. Lond. J 671. 8vo.

John Whitgift's Works. Lond. 1674.

X.

XYLANDER. Notaj in Cedrenum.

Z.

360. ZENO Veronensis. Sermones. Bibl. Patr. Tom. 2.

Gul. Zepperus. Legum Mosaicarum Forensium E.xplanatio. Herborn. 1604,

8vo.

Caspar. Zieglerus. Animadvertiones in Grotium de Jure Belli et Pacis.

Witteberg. 1676. 8vo.

1118. Joan. 2onaras. Comment in Canones Conciliorum. Gr. Lat. ap. Bevereg.

Pandect. Oxon. 1672. Folio.

Zosimus. Histoiicus, Gr. Lat.

417. Zosimus I. Papa, Epistola et Decreta, in Tomis Conciliorum.

Zuinglii Opera. 4 Vol. Tigur. Folio.

liAO.Zygomalas. ap. Crucium in Turco-Grjecia.

2ago Zafco's Account of the Habassin Religion, in Gedde's Church- History

Ethiopia. Lond. 1696. Bvo. and in Damianus a Goes.
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A L P H A IJ ET 1 C U S E T C 11 R O N O LO G I C U S,

CUM

NUMERO CANONUM.

A.

A.D.

506, AGATHENSE. ArcIc. In Gallia Canonea. 48. al. ;i.

315. Alcxandrinuin contra Arium sub Alcxandro.

3(j2. Alcxandrinum sub Athanasio.

349. Agrippincnsc contra Euphratam Arianuni.

314. Ancyranum in Galatia. Can. 2(>.

270. Antiochenum contra Paulum Samosatcnum.
341. Antiochenum in Encjeniis. Cujus 25 Canoncs inserti sunt In Codlccni

Canonum Ecclesinc Univcrsas.

578. Antissiodorense. Auxerre. in. Gallia. Can. 45.

381. Aquiliense in Italia.

788. Aquisgranense. Aix la Chapcllc in Gcrmania. Capit. 82.

441. Arausicanum 1. Orange, in Gallia. Can. 30.

529. Arausicanum 2. Can. 25.

314. Arclatensc 1. Aries in Gallia, contra Donatistas Can. 22.

451. Arelatense 2. Can. 56.

813. Arelatense sub Carolo Magno. Can. 26.

359. Arimincnse in Italia.

535. Arvcrncnse 1. Clermont in Gallia. Can. 16.

670. Augustodunensc. Autun in Gallia. Can. 15.

511. Aurelianensc 1. Orleancc in Gallia. Can. 31.

533. Aurelianensc 2. Can. 21.

538. Aurelianensc 3. Can. 33.

B.

540. BARCINONENSE. Barcelona in Hispania. Can. 10.

1431. Basiliense.

563. Br.uarcnse 1. Braga in Hispania. Can. 10.

572. Bracarcnsc 2. Can. ID.

570. Martin. Bracarensis Collcctio Canonum ex Synodis Gnccis. ( apit. 85.
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C.

A.D.
394. CABARSUSITANUM. in Africa.

650. Cabilloncnse 1. Chalon in Gallia. Can. 20.

813. Cabilonense sub Carolo Magno. Can. 06.

381. Csesaraugustanuni. Saragossa In Hispania. Can. 8.

451. Chalcedonense Generalc in Bithynla contra Eutycheni. Can. 28.

787. Chalcutcnse in Britannia. Capit. 20.

256. Carthagincnse sub Cj'priano, pro Robaptizandis Hacrcticis.

348.Carthaginen.se 1. sub Grato. Can. 14.

390. Carthag. 2. sub Genethlio. Can. 13.

397. Carthag. 3. sub Aurclio Can. 50.

399. Carthag. 4. Can. 104.

401. Carthag. 5. sub. Aurclio. Can. 15.

419. Carthag. 6. sub Aurclio. Capit. 10.

419. Carthag. 7. sub Aurclio. Capit 5.

411. Carthaginensis CoUatio inter Cathol. ct Donatistas.

747. Clovishoviensc in Britannia, Can. 30.

1415. Constantiensc.

381. C Politanum 1. Generalc 2. Can. 7. contra Macedonium.

536. C Politanum sub Mcnna. Can. 14.

553. C Politanum Generalc 5. de Tribus Capitulis.

680. C Politanum Generalc 6. contra Monothelitas.

692. C Politanum, vulgo TruUanum sive Quinisextum. Can. 102.

E.

305. ELIBERITANUM in Hispania. Can. 81.

517. Epaunense. Eponc in Gallia. Can. 40.

431. Ephesinum Generalc 3. contra Nestorium. Can. 7.

449. Ephesinum Latrocinalc dictum.

F.

1438. FLORENTINUM.
794. Francofordiense in Germania contra Imaginum Adoratorcs. Can. 56.

324. GANGRENSE in Paphlagonia contra Eustathium. Can. 20.

517. Gerundensc. Girone in Hispania. Can. 10.

H.

673. HERUDFORDENSE in Britannia. Can. 10.

393. Hipponense in Africa. Ex cujus Canonibus et Conciliorum scqucntiuiu

conflatus est Codex Canonuni Ecclesiie Africanrc. an. 419.

590. Hispalensc 1. Seville in Hispania. Can. 3.

619. Hispalensc 2. Can. 13.

I.

524. ILERDENSE. Lcrida in Hispania. Can. 16.

L.

361.LAUD1CENUM iu Phrygia. Can. 59,
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A. n.

I"2ir>. Latcranc'iise 1. buIi Fiioccntio. 3. '

I(I7H. Loiidiiieiise.

r><i9. LucciiKe 1. Lugo in Ilisjmiiia.

r>72. Lucensc 2.

M.

581.MATISCONRNSE 1. Nfascon in Gallia, (an. l!).

585. Matisc-oncnsc 2. tan. 20.

815. Meldenso. Meau.x in Gallia. Capit. 66.

•102. Mik'vitanuni 1.

•lie. Milevitanuni 2. Can. 27.

813. Moguntiacuni. Maycncc slvc Mcnta. Can. 55.

N.

658. NAMNETENSE. Nants in Gallia.

589. Narboncnsc in Gallia. Can. 15.

Ml. Ncocirsariensc in I'onto. Can. 11.

325. Nicajiunn 1. Gcnerale contra Arimn. Can. 21).

787. Niat-num 2. pro Adorationc Iniagiiunn. Can. 22.

O.

1222.0XONIENSE.

P.

847.PARISIENSE.

Q.

692. QUINISEXTUM. Sive Trnllanum. Can. 102.

11.

439. REIENSE sivc Rhcgicnsc. Ricz in Gallia. Can. 8.

813. Rhcmcnsc sub Carolo Magno. Can. 41.

465. Konianum sul) llilaro I'apa. Can. 5.

494. Koniainnn sub Gclasio.

499. Romanum sub Synimacho.

1022. SALEGUNSTADENSE. Can. 20.

391. Sangariensc in Bithynia. a Novatiania dc Pa«chate.

347. Sardiccnsc in Thracia sive Mucsia. Can. 21.

303. Sinucssanum fictitiuiii.

351. Sinnicnsc contra Photinum.

T.

516.TARRACONENSE. Can. 13.

400.Taurinensc. Turin in Pedcuiont. Can. 8.

400. Toletanuiu 1. Can. 21.

531.Tolctanum 2. Can. 5.
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A.D.
589. Tolet. 3. Can. 23;

633,Tolct. 4. Can. 75.

636. Tolet. 5. Can. 9.

638. Tolet. 6. Can. 19.

646. Tolet. 7. Can. 6.

653. Tolet. 8. Can. 12.

655. Tolet. 9. Can. 17.

656. Tolet. 10. Can. 7.

675. Tolet. 11. Can. 16.

681. Tolet. 12. Can. 13.

386. Treviicnse in Germania contra Ithacium.

811. Triburiense prope Moguntiam ad Rhenum Capit. 58.

1545. Tridentinum, continuatum 1563.

692. Tnillanum. Vid. Quinisextura.

461. Turonense 1. Can. 13.

567. Turonense 2. Can. 27.

813. Turonense sub Carole Magno. Can. 51.

448. T}'rium.

V.

524.VALENTINUM Hispanic. Can. 6.

374. Valentinum Gallisc. Can. 4.

442. Vasensc sive Vasioncnsc 1. Vaison in Gallia. Can. 10.

529. Vasense 2. Can. 5.

465. Veneticum. Vannez in Britannia minorc. Can. 16.

752. Vermeriense. Can. 21.

W.

1175.WESTMONASTERIENSE. Can. 18.

868. Wortmatiense. Can. 80.

418. ZELLENSE in Africa ap. Fcrrandum. some read it Tellense, others Te-

leptense ; but Quemel and DuPin reckon it a supposititious Synod.

FINIS.
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Exeter College liiliiaiy, Oxl'cud.
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Fleniiuf?, J. E.S(i., M. 1*., South Stoneham, HaritM.

Forbes, W. Es(|., Slejifoid, LiiK-oliisliirc.

Fraiikland, the late Mrs., Chichester.

G.

Gabell, Rev, H., D. D., late Master of Winchester College.

Garhett, Edw. Esq., Architect, Reading, IJerks.

Gardiner, Sir James S., Bart., Roche Court, near Fareliam, Hants.

Gamier, Rev. W., M. A., Prcl)endary of Winclicster.

Garrett, Capt. Henry, R. N., Commissiouer of the Victualling Board,

Haslar Hospital.

Gauntlett, Rev. , D. D. late Warden of New College, Oxford.

Gcll, John Henry, Esq. Cloisters, Westminster.

Gills, R. F. Esq. Fareliam, Hants.

Goddard, Rev. C, D. D., Archdeacon of Lincoln.

Goddard, Rev. , D. D. Cadogan-place, Chelsea.

Goodall, Rev. J., D. D., Provost of Eton College.

Gostling, A., Esq. L.L. D. GO, Montague-square.

Gordon, Sir Jenison W, Bart,, Haverholm Priory, Lincolnshire.

Greenway, George, Esq. Attleborough-Hall, Warwickshire.

Gronow, Rev. Thomas, Brazen-Nose College, Oxford.

Grant, W. Esq. Fleetland House, near Fareham, Hants.

H.

Hanson, Mr,, Grimoldby, Lincolnshire.

Hanrott, P. A., Esq. 51, Great Orraond-strcet.

Harper, T. Esq. Gosport, Hants.

Harrison, Rev. W., M. A., Prebendary of Winchester.

Harrison, S. H. Esq. Southampton.

Harrisson, Robert Steevens, Esq. Bourn Abbey, Lincolnshire.

Hallatt, Miss, Broughton, Hants.

Heathcote, Rev. Gilbert, M. A. Archdeacon of Winchester.

Henville, Rev. J., M. A., Fellow of New College, Oxford, Wymcr-

ing, Hants.
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Heiiville, Rev. C. B., M. A., Fellow of Winchester College, Vicar of

Portsmouth.

Hewit, Capt. C, R. N., Lymington.

Holmes, Mr. H. Solicitor, Romsey, Hants.

Hull, John, Esq. Lincoln College, Oxford.

Hume, Rev. T., Canon of Salisbury.

Huntingford, Rev. H., B. C. L., Fellow of Winchester College.

J.

James, Rev. W., M. A., Vice-Principal of Magdalen Hall, Oxford.

Jellicoe, S. Esq. Uplands, Fareham, Hants.

Jenkyns, Rev. H., M. A., Oriel College, Oxford.

Jervoise, G.P., Esq. M. P., Harriard House, Hants.

Jesus College, the Rev. the Principal of, Oxford,

JolIifTe, Hilton, Esq. M. P., Merstham, Surry.

Jones, Rev. Ellis, Lymington.

K.

Kempson, Rev. W. B., M. A., Sydney Sussex College, Cambridge.

King, Rev. J. Walker, Almoritia, Meath.

L.

Leathe, Rev. George Reading, of Shropham Hall, Norfolk.

Leeke, Rev. Wm. B. A. Westham, Sussex.

Legge, Hon. andRev.thelate A.G.,B.A., Chancellor of Winchester.

Iiincoln, Chancellor of the Diocese of.

Lind, John, Esq. M. D. Portsmouth.

Loggin, Rev. George, Assistant Master of Rugby School.

Lowndes, the late Mr. C. Marquis-court, Drury-Iane.

Lys, Rev. J. Exeter College, Oxford.

M.

Madan, Rev. Spencer, D. D. Chancellor and Prebendary of Peter-

borough.

Magdalen Hall, the Principal of, Oxford.

Magdalen Hall Library, Oxford.

Manning, J. Spencer, Esq. 1st Dragoon Guards.

Mant, G. Esq. Storrington, Sussex.

Mant, Rev. Robert.

Marcer, Mrs. F. Andover, Hants.
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Mallow, Li«>ut. Royal Enf^ineors, Gosport, Hants.

Mayiiard, Lieut. T. 11., R. N.

RliliKT, tlio lato Rev. Goori^c, Rector of Larlinjc, Norfolk.

Missing, R. W. Esq. Posiirokc Cottage, Titclilicid, Hauls.

Morris, Rev. Dr.

Mossop, Rev. C, Vicar of Hclpstonp, Nortliamptonsliite.

Mountain, Rev. G. Robert, M. A., Rector of llavant, Ilant.s.

Mundy, the late E. M. Esq. M. P., Shipley Hall, Derby.shirc.

N.

Neele, Mr., Engraver, Strand.

New College, the Library of, Oxford.

Newland, the late R. Ringham, Esq. Chicliester.

Nicolson, Rev. J. C, M. A., late of St. John's College, Canibridgt.

Norris, R., Esq. Basing Pnrk, Hants.

O.

Orde, Sir John, Bart.

Oriel College, the Rev. the Provost of, Oxford.

Pack, R. Esq. Floore House, Daventry, Northamptonshire.

Paddon, J. Esq., Fareliam, Hants.

Paley, Rev. James, Vicar of Lacoek, Wilts.

Parratt, E. Esq.

Paris, J. A. Esq. M. D. Dover-street.

Parry, Rev. , Chester.

Pearson, the very Rev. Dr. Hugh, Dean of Salisbury.

Penn, J. Esq. New-street, Spring-Gardens.

Phelps, Rev. W. W., C. C. C, Oxford.

Pigott, Rev. W. P., D.D. Fellow of Eton College.

Player, G. Esq. Ryde House, Isle of Wight.

Plowden, Mrs. Newton Park, Lymington.

Prevost, Sir George, Bart., Belniont-house, Hants.

Price, Rev. J. Great Munden, Herts.

Price, the late Rev. R., D. D., Canon of Salisbury.-'

Pulteney, J. Esq. 36, Grosvenor Place.

Pultcney, Mrs. 36, Grosvenor Place.

Purvis, late Admiral J. C, Vicar's Hill House, Lymington.
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Quarrier, D. Esq. M. D. Little Green, Alverstoke.

R.

Radcliffe, the late Rev. A., M. A. late Vicar of Titchfield, Hants.
Richards, Rev. Dr., Vicar of St. Martin's-in-the-Fields, Westminster.
Rivett, Rev. T., Kilford, near Lymington.
Robinson, Sir Christopher, Bedford-square.

Robinson, the late Robert, Esq., Lieut. R. N. Denston Hall, Suffolk.

Rowley, Rev. G., M. A., University College, Oxford.

S.

Sadlier, Rev. Francis, D. D., Fellow of Trinity College, Dublin.

Scard, Rev. Thomas, M. A., Bishop's Waltham, Hants.

Scarlett, Sir James, Bart. M. P. Abinger Hall, Surrey, 2 copies.

Schanck, the late Vice-Admiral John, Barton House, Dawlish,

Devon.

Schrieber, Rev. Thomas, Rector of Bradwell, Juxta Mare, Essex.

Scott, Rev. James, Wadham College, Oxford.

Sharp, Mr, W. Romsey, Hants.

Shuttleworth, Rev. P. N., D. D., Warden of New College, Oxford.

Shrubb, Rev. Charles, Vicar of Bolder, Hants.

Sheddon, Col. John, Lymington.

Sissmore, Rev. H., Fellow of Winchester College.

Sketchly, A. C. Esq. Clapham.
Smith, Mrs. Bersted Lodge, near Bognor, Sussex.

Smyth, the late J. H. Esq. Heath, Wakefield.
Snell, Rev. T. Windlesham, Surrey.

Sneyd, Rev. Mr,, New Church, Isle of Wight.
Staunton, Sir G. T. Bart,,^Leigh House, Havant, Hants.

Storey, Anthony M,, Esq., Basset Down House, AVilts.

Strutt, Colonel, J, H,, M, P., Terling-place, Witham, Essex.

Styan, William, Esq, Clapham.

Surtees, Rev. Mr.

T.

Thompson, the Rev. Sir Henry, Bart. Bembridge, Isle of Wight,
Threslier, Rev. W., M. A., Vicar of Titchfield, Hants.

Trinity College, the Library of, Dublin,

Trinity College, the Rev. the Provost of, Dublin.

Tuxford, P. Es(|. Boston, Lincolnshire.
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Vcck, Rev. H. A., M. A., Curate of Alvtrstokc.

Vickery, Rtv. W. H. I., Curate of St. I'aul's, Covent Garden.

Verity, Richard, Esq. 25, Bolton-strcet, Piccadilly.

University College, the Rev. the Master of, Oxford

University College Library, Oxford.

W.

Walker, Mrs. Church-row, Hampstead.

VValther, Mr., Bookseller, Brydges-street.

Watson, Joshua, Esq. Clapton.

Weddell, D. W., Esq. Gosport, Hants.

Westcombe, Rev. T., M.A. Winchester.

West, the late Mr. B., Organist, Gosport.

Wethcrell, Sir Charles, H. M. Attorney- General, M. P.

White, Mrs. John, Lyniiiigton.

Williams, Rev. Dr., Head Master of AVinchester College.

Williams, R. Esq.,M.P., Bridehead, near Dorchester.

Willoughby, H. P. Esq. Exeter College, Oxford.

Wilson, Rev. Daniel, Islington.

Wingrove, Major George P. Royal Marines, Gosport, Hants.

Wise, Rev. W., D. D., Vicar of St. Lawrence, Reading.

Woodward, Charles, Esq. Magdalen Hall, Oxford.

Wool, Rev. John, D.D., Head Master of Rugby School.

Y.

Yates, Rev. Hugh Seymour, Island of Jamaica.

Young, Captain T. B., R. N. Gosport, Hants.

Young, W. Esq. West Ridge House, Isle of Wight

Z.

Zilhvood, Rev. J. O., M. A. Winchester
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