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superiority over presbyters. When two of Chrysostom’s pres-
byters ! had joined themselves to the faction of his mortal
enemy Theophilus, Patriarch in the Church of Alexandria,
the same Theophilus and other bishops which were of his con-
venticle, having sent those two amongst others to cite Chry-
sostom their lawful bishop, and to bring him into public judg-
ment, he taketh against this one thing special exception, as
being contrary to all order, that those presbyters should come
as messengers and call him to judgment, who were a part of
that clergy whereof himself was ruler and judge. So that
bishops to have had in those times a ruling superiority over
presbyters, neither could Jerome nor Chrysostom be ignorant;
and therefore hereupon it were superfluous that we should
any longer stand.

VII. Touching the next point, how bishops together with
presbyters have used to govern the churches which were

gether with ypder them : it is by Zonaras somewhat plainly and at large

presbyters

haveusedto declared, that the bishop had his seat on high in the church

govern the
churches
which were
under them.

above the residue which were present ; that a number of pres-
byters did always there assist him ; and that in the oversight
of the people those presbyters were after a sort the bishop’s
coadjutors % The bishops [bishop ?] and presbyters who toge-
ther with him governed the Church, are for the most part by
Ignatius jointly mentioned. In the epistle to them of Trallis?,
he saith of presbyters that they are odpBovAor xal ovvédpevrar
7o émordmov, “ counsellors and assistants of the bishop;” and

! Pallad. (367-431.) in Vita Chrys. ornpie kabédpa é¢' Tyrous Yﬁpvzm,
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concludeth in the end, “ He that should disobey these were a
“ plain atheist, and an irreligious person, and one that did set
“ Christ himself and his own ordinances at nought.” Which
order making presbyters or priests the bishop’s assistants doth
not import that they were of equal authority with him, but
rather so adjoined that they also were subject, as hath been
proved. In the writings of St. Cyprian! nothing is more
usual than to make mention of the college of presbyters sub-
Ject unto the bishop, although in handling the common affairs
of the Church they assisted him. But of all other places which
open the ancient order of episcopal presbyters the most clear
is that epistle of Cyprian unto Cornelius? concerning certain
Novatian heretics received again upon their conversion into
the unity of the Church® «After that Urbanus and Sido-
“ nius, confessors, had come and signified unto our presbyters,
“ that Maximus a confessor and presbyter did together with
“ them desire to return into the Church, it seemed meet to
“hear from their own mouths and confessions that which
“ by message they had delivered. When they weré come,
“and had been called to account by the presbyters touching
“ those things they had committed, their answer was, that
“ they had been deceived, and did request that such things as
“ there they were charged with might be forgotten. It being
“ brought unto me what was done, I took order that the pres-
“ bytery might be assembled. There were also present five
“ bishops, that upon settled advice it might be with consent
“ of all determined what should be done about their persons.”
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! “Cum episcopo presbyteri sa-
“ cerdotali honore conjuncti.” Ep.
28. [qu. 68?7 p. 118." ed. Baluzii
“Nec hoc in episcoporum tantum
“ et sacerdotumn, sed et in diacono-
“rum ordinationibus observasse
“apostolos animadvertimus . . . ne-
“quis ad altaris ministerium vel ad
“sacerdotalem: locum indignus ob-
“reperet.”] “Ego et compresby-
“teri nostri qui nobis adsidebant.”
Ep. 27.[66. p. 114.]

“ [It should be * Cornelius unto
“ Cyprian.”]

* |Ep. 46. p. 6o. ed. Baluz.
“ Posteaquam Urbanus et Sidonius
“confessores ad compreshyteros
“nostros  venerunt, affirmantes

“ Maximum confessorem et pres-
“byterum secum pariter cupere in
“ecclesiam redire, . . . . ex ipsorum
“ore et confessione ista quea per’
“legationem mandaverant placuit
“audiri, Qui cum venissent, et a
“ presbyteris. qua gesserant exige-
“rentur, . . . circumventos se esse
‘“affirmaverunt, . . . . qui cum hac
“et cactera eis fuissent exprobrata,
‘“ut abolerentur et de memoria tol-
‘“lerentur deprecati sunt. Omni,
‘“igitur actu ad me perlato, placuit.
“contrahi presbyterium. Adfue-
“ runt etiam episcopi quinque, . . .
“ut firmato consilio quid circa per-
‘““sonam eorum observari deberet
“ consensu omnium statueretur.”]
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Book vi. Thus far St. Cyprian. Wherein it may be peradventure de-
Ch.vii.x. manded, whether he and other bishops did thus proceed with
advice of their presbyters in all such public affairs of the

In which case their answer was !, “ That although in his own Boox v
“cause he did of humility rather shew his grievance, than Chyii =
“ himself take revenge, which by the vigour of his apostolical —e—

Church, as being thereunto bound by ecclesiastical canons, or
else that they voluntarily so did, because they judged it in
discretion as then most convenient. Surely the words of
Cyprian are plain, that of his own accord he chose this way
of proceeding, “!Unto that,” saith he, “which Donatus, and
“ Fortunatus, and Novatus, and Gordius, our com-presbyters,
“ have written, I could by myself alone make no answer, for-
“asmuch as at the very first entrance into my bishoprick I
“ resolutely determined not to do any thing of mine own pri-
“ vate judgment, without your counsel and the people’s con-
“sent.” The reason whereof he rendereth in the same epistle,
saying?, “ When by the grace of God myself shall come unto
“ you,” (for St. Cyprian was now in exile,) “ of things which
“ either have been or must be done we will consider, sicut
“ honor mutuus poscit, as the law of courtesy which one doth
“owe to another of us requireth.” And at this very mark
doth St. Jerome evermore aim in telling bishops that presby-
ters were at the first their equals, that in some churches for a
long time no bishop was made but only such as the presbyters
did choose out amongst themselves, and therefore no cause
why the bishop should disdain to consult with them, and in
weighty affairs of the Church to use their advice. Sometime
to countenance their own actions, or to repress- the boldness
of proud and insolent spirits, that which bishops had in them-
selves sufficient authority and power to have done, notwith-
standing they would not do alone, but craved therein the aid
and assistance of other bishops, as in the case of those Novatian
heretics, before alleged, Cyprian himself did. And in Cyprian
we find of others the like practice. Rogatian a bishop, having
been used contumeliously by a deacon of his own church,
wrote thereof his complaint unto Cyprian and other bishops.

! Cypr. Ep. 93. [5. p. 11. “Ad “sine consensu plebis mea privatim
“id quod scripserunt mihi compres- “ sententia gerere.”]
“ byteri nostri Donatus et Fortuna- > [Ibid. “Sed cum ad vos per
“tus, Novatus, et Gordius, solus “Dei gratiam venero, tunc de iis

“ office and the authority of his chair he might have presently
“ done, without any further delay ;” yet if the party should do
again as before, their judgments were, “fungaris circa eum
“ potestate honoris tui, et eum vel deponas vel abstineas;”—
“ use on him that power which the honour of thy place giveth
“ thee, either to depose him or exclude him from access unto
“ holy things.”

[2.] The bishop for his assistance and ease had under him,
to guide and direct deacons in their charge, his archdeacon, so
termed in respect of care over deacons, albeit himself were
not deacon but presbyter. For the guidance of presbyters in
their function the bishop had likewise under him one of the
selfsame order with them, but above them in authority, one
whom the ancients termed usually an arch-presbyter? we at
this day name him dean. For most certain truth it is that
churches cathedral and the bishops of them are as glasses,
wherein the face and very countenance of apostolical antiquity
remaineth even as yet to be seen, notwithstanding the alter-
ations which tract of time and the course of the world hath
brought. For defence and maintenance of them we are most
earnestly bound to strive, even as the Jews were for their tem-
ple and the high priest of God therein: the overthrow and
ruin of the one, if ever the sacrilegious avarice of Atheists
should prevail so far, which God of his infinite mercy forbid,
ought no otherwise to move us than the people of God were
moved, when having beheld the sack and combustion of his
sanctuary in most lamentable manner flaming before their
eyes, they uttered from the bottom of their grieved spirits
those voices of doleful supplication?, “ Exsurge Domine et
“miserearis Sion; Servi tui diligunt lapides ejus, pulveris
“ejus miseret eos.”

VIII. How far the power which bishops had did reach, How far

what number of persons was subject unto them at the first

! Cypr. Ep. [65. al. 3. c. 1. vid.
supr. c. vi. § 7. p. 172, note 2.]

i

of the church of Alexandria under
Theophilus at that time bishop.

the power
of Bishops

“ rescribere nihil potui, quando a “quz vel gesta sunt vel gerenda,

* primordio episcopatus mei statu-
“erim nihil sine consilio vestro et

“sicut honor mutuus poscit, in
“ commune tractabimus.”]

* Such aone was that Peter whom [Hist. Eccles. Tripartit. lib. x.
Cassiodore writing the life of Chry- cap. 10.]
<ostom doth call the archpresbyter ¢ Psalm cii. 13, 14.
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and how large their territories were, it is not for the questior
we have in hand a thing very greatly material to know. For
if we prove that bishops have lawfully of old ruled over other
ministers, it is enough, how few soever those ministers have
been, how small soever the circuit of place which hath con-
tained them. Yet hereof somewhat, to the end we may so far
forth illustrate church antiquities.

[2.] A law imperial there is, which sheweth that there was
great care had to provide for every Christian city a bishop as
near as might be', and that each city had some territory
belonging unto it, which territory was also under the bishop
of the same city; that because it was not universally thus, but
in some countries one bishop had subject unto him many cities
and their territories, the law which provided for establishment
of the other orders, should not prejudice those churches
wherein this contrary custom had before prevailed. Unto the
bishop of every such city, not only the presbyters of the same
city, but also of the territory thereunto belonging, were from
the first beginning subject. For we must note that when as
yet there were in cities no parish churches, but only colleges
of presbyters under their bishop’s regiment, yet smaller con-
gregations and churches there were even then abroad, in which
churches there was but some one only presbyter to perform
among them divine duties?. Towns and villages abroad re-
ceiving the faith of Christ from cities whereunto they were
adjacent, did as spiritual and heavenly colonies by their sub-
jection honour those ancient mother churches out of which
they grew. And in the Christian cities themselves, when the
mighty increase of believers made it necessary to have them
divided into certain several companies, and over every of those
companies one only pastor to be appointed for the ministry of

Dioceses unlike Parishes in the modern Sense. 185

holy things; between the first and the rest after it there could
not but be a natural inequality, even as between the temple and
synagogues in Jerusalem. The clergy of cities were termed
urbici', to shew a difference between them and the clergies of
the towns, of villages, of castles abroad. And how many soever
these parishes or congregations were in number, which did
depend on any one principal city church, unto the bishop of
that one church they and their several sole presbyters were
all subject.

[3.] For if so be, as some imagine, every petty congregation
or hamlet had had his own particular bishop, what sense could
there be in those words of Jerome? concerning castles, villages,
and other places abroad, which having only presbyters to teach
them and to minister unto them the sacraments, were resorted’
unto by bishops for the administration of that wherewith their
presbyters were not licensed to meddle. To note a difference
of that one church where the bishop hath his seat, and the rest
which depend upon it, that one hath usually been termed cat/e-
dral, according to the same sense wherein Ignatius speaking
of the Church of Antioch termeth it his throne; and Cyprian
making mention of Evaristus, who had been bishop and was
now deposed, termeth him cathedre extorrem 3, one that was
thrust besides his chair. The church where the bishop is set
with his college of presbyters about him we call @ sz, the local
compass of his authority we term a diocess®. Unto a bishop
within the compass of his own both see and diocess, it hath by
right of his place evermore appertained to ordain presbyters?,

11. 36. C. de Episc. et Cler.
[Cod. Just. i. 3. de Episc. et Cler.
36. p. 35. ed. Gothoft. 1688. Hooker
gives almost vérbatimthe Greek ver-
sion of Photius, (+890.) Nomocanon,
p. 85. ed. Paris. 1620.] ‘Exdary ndAes
Biov énigxomoy éxérw® Kal kdv did feias
dvriypadiis Tohpfon Tis dpelécbar
moAw Tob iBlov émokdmov  Ths mepc-
owkiBos adris fi Twds d\ov dikalov,
yvuvoirar Tév Svrov kal driuoirar.
Efnpnras 8¢ 1) Topéwy Zxvdias mwihes.

‘0 yap émloxomos abriis xai rév Aot
wédv  mpovoel. Kal 7 Aeovrdmoles
‘Iocavpias Owd Tov énlokomdéy éorw
"leavpordlews. Besides, Cypr. Ep.
52. [p. 73. ed. Baluz. al. 55. c. 14.]
“Cum jampridem per omnes pro-
“vincias et per urbes singulas or-
“dinati sunt episcopi.”

2« Ubi ecclesiastici ordinis non
“est consessus, et offert et tingit
“sacerdos qui est ibi solus.” Ter-
tull. Exhort, ad Castit. {c. 7.]

! Cypr. Ep. 25. [40. ed. Baluz
p. 53. “Cum semel placuerit tam
“nobis quam confessoribus et c/eri-
“cis urbicis, item universis episco-
“pis velin nostra provincia vel trans
“ mare constitutis,” &c.]

* Hieron. advers. Lucifer. [§ o.
“ Non quidem abnuo hanc ecclesi-
“arum esse consuetudinem, ut ad
“eos qui longe in minoribus urbi-
“bus per presbyteros et diaconos
“ baptizati sunt, episcopus ad invo-
“cationem Sancti Spiritus manum
“ impositurus excurrat.”]

®Cypr. Ep. 49. [al. 52. ¢ 1.
“ Didicimus, atque docere et in-
“struere caeteros ccepimus, Evari-
“stum de episcopo, jam nec laicum

“remansisse, cathedrze et plebis
‘“extorrem, et de ecclesia Christi
“exsulem.” p. 63. ed. Baluz.]

* [So Keble. Johnson quotes
Whitgift and Raleigh for this form.
So Gauden’s text 1676, but in ed.
1682 it is diocese.] 1886.
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Te kard Ty ékdote émBdiovoay b-
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BOOK VIL to make deacons, and with judgment to dispose of all things see ; in which churches they had also power to make subdea- Book viL.
Ch.vii & of weight. The apostle St. Paul had episcopal authority, but

cons, readers, and such like petty church officers. With which Ch. viii.s.

so at large that we cannot assign unto him any one certain
diocess. His?! positive orders and constitutions churches every
where did obey. Yea,“a charge and a care,” saith he? “I have
“even of all the churches.” The walks of Titus and Timothy
were limited within the bounds of a narrow precinct. As for
other bishops, that which Chrysostom hath concerning therr.l,
if they be evil, could not possibly agree unto them, unless their
authority had reached farther than to some one only congre-
gation. “The danger being so great as it is, to him that
“ scandalizeth one soul, what shall he,” saith Chrysostom3,
speaking of a bishop, “what shall he deserve, by whom so many
“souls, yea, even whole cities and peoples, men, women, and
« children, citizens, peasants, inhabitants, both of his own city,
“and of other towns subject unto it, are offended?” A thing
so unusual it was for a bishop not to have ample jurisdiction,
that Theophilus, patriarch of Alexandria, for making one a
bishop of a small town, is noted as a proud despiser of the
commendable orders of the Church with this censure*: “ Such
“ novelties Theophilus presumed every where to begin, taking
“upon him, as it had been, another Moses.” -

[4.] Whereby is discovered also their error, who think Fhat
such as in ecclesiastical writings they find termed Chorepisco-
pos were the same in the country which the bishop was in the
city: whereas the old Chorepiscopi are they that were ap-
pointed of the bishop® to have, as his vicegerents‘.’, some over-
sight of those churches abroad, which were subject unto his

power so stinted, they not contenting themselves, but adven-
turing at the length to ordain even deacons and presbyters
also, as the bishop himself did, their presumption herein was
controlled and stayed by the ancient edict of councils. For
example that of Antioch’, “It hath seemed good to the holy
“synod that such in towns and countries as are called Chor-
“episcopi do know their limits and govern the churches under
“them, contenting themselves with the charge thereof, and
“with authority to make readers, sub-deacons, exorcists, and
“to be leaders or guiders of them; but not to meddle with the
“ordination either of a presbyter or of a deacon, without the
“bishop of that city, whereunto the Chorepiscopus and his
“territory also is subject.” The same synod appointed like-
wise that those Chorepiscopi shall be made by none but the
bishop of that city under which they are. Much might here-
unto be added, if it were further needful to prove that the local
compass of a bishop’s authority and power was never so straitly
listed, as some men would have the world to imagine,

[5-] But to go forward; degrees there are and have been of
old even amongst bishops also themselves; one sort of bishops
being superiors unto presbyters only, another sort having pre-
eminence also above bishops. It cometh here to be considered
in what respect inequality of bishops was thought at the first
a thing expedient for the Church, and what odds there hath
been between them, by how much the power of one hath been

= bishops, Keble; so Gauden 1676.

Antioch. cap. 9. HA. D. 341 t i
597. ed. Harduin.] ‘Axdjrovs d¢
émokdmrovs Umép Oiolknoty pn €mi-
Balvew, ént xewporovig §f Tiow d\hats
oikavoplats éxkAnoiaorikais.  Conc.
Const. can. 2. [a. D. 381 t i
809.] Toire yip mpérepov did rovs
Swwypols éyivero ddiagpopws.  Socr.
lib. v. cap. 8. .

1« As I have ordained in the
“churches of Galatia, the same do
“ye also.” 1 Cor. xvi. I.

2 2 Cor. xi. 28. .

® Chrys. in i. ad Tit. [e 8¢ o
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ap. Chrys. ed. Bened. t. xiii. 22 F.]

larger, higher, and greater than of another. Touching the
causes for which it hath been esteemed meet that bishops
themselves should not every way be equals; they are the same
for which the wisdom both of God and man hath evermore
approved it as most requisite, that where many governors must
of necessity concur for the ordering of the same affairs, of what

! Concil. Antioch. A.D. 341.can. 10.
Tols év rais xdpais, § rais xopats, §
Tols kahovuévous ywpemiokdmovs, €l kai
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€3ofe 1 ayla owdde eldévar T éav-
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robrey dpxeicBas  mpoaywyj*  pire
mpeaSirepor, pire Sudkovov yetporo-
veiv rodpdv, dixa Tob év T moer
émirkonov, § Smékewrar adrés Te Kkal
7 xdpa® €l 8¢ rohpfoed Tis mapaSij-
vac T& Spiabévra, xabaipeiobar adrév
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Harduin. A.D. 341.]
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nature soever they be, one should have some kind of sway or
stroke more than all the residue. For where number is, there
must be order, or else of force there will be confusion. Let
there be divers agents, of whom each hath his private induce-
ments with resolute purpose to follow them (as each may
have); unless in this case some had preeminence above the
rest, a chance it were if ever any thing should be either begun,
proceeded in, or brought unto any conclusion by them ; deli-
berations and counsels would seldom go forward, their meet-
ings would always be in danger to break up with jars and
contradictions. In an army a number of captains, all of equal
power, without some higher to oversway them ; what good
would they do? In all nations where a number are to draw
any one way, there must be some one principal mover.

Let the practice of our very adversaries themselves herein
be considered; are the presbyters able to determine of church
affairs, unless their pastors do strike the chiefest stroke and
have power above the rest? Can their pastoral synod do any
thing, unless they have some president amongst them? In
synods they are forced to give one pastor preeminence and
superiority above the rest. But they answer, that he who
being a pastor according to the order of their discipline is for
the time some little deal mightier than his brethren, doth not
continue so longer than only during the synod!. Which
answer serveth not to help them out of the briers; for by their
practice they confirm our principle touching the necessity of
one man’s preeminence wheresoever a concurrency of many is
required unto any one solemn action: this nature teacheth,
and this they cannot choose but acknowledge. As for the
change of his person to whom they give this preeminence, if
they think it expedient to make for every synod a new supe-

T[T. C. i. 85. apud Whitgift. “brethren as well as others, if he
Def. 392. al. 110. “If any man ‘“be judged any way faulty. And

Practice ; tmplied in Councils, 189

rior, there is no law of God which bindeth them so to [do]¢;
neither any that telleth them that they might [not?] suffer
one and the same man being made president even to continue
so during life, and to leave his preeminence unto his successors
after him, as by the ancient order of the Church, archbishops,
presidents amongst bishops, have used to do.

[6.] The ground therefore of their preeminence above
bishops is the necessity of often concurrency of many bishops
about the public affairs of the Church, as consecrations of
bishops, consultations of remedy of general disorders, audience
judicial, when the actions of any bishop should be called in
question, or appeals are made from his sentence by such as
think themselves wronged. These and the like affairs usually
requiring that many bishops should orderly assemble, begin,
and conclude somewhat; it hath seemed in the eyes of
reverend antiquity a thing most requisite, that the Church
should not only have bishops, but even amongst bishops some
to be in authority chiefest?,

[7.] Unto which purpose, the very state of the whole world,
immediately before Christianity took place, doth seem by the
special providence of God to have been prepared. For we
must know, that the countries where the Gospel was first
planted, were for the most part subject to the Roman empire.
The Romans’ use was.commonly, when by war they had sub-
dued foreign nations, to make them provinces, that is, to place
over them Roman governors, such as might order them
according to the laws'and customs of Rome. And, to the end
that all things might be the more easily and orderly done, a
whole country being divided into sundry parts, there was in
each part some one city, whereinto they about did resort for
justice. Every such part was termed a diocess? Howbeit,
the name dzocess is sometime so generally taken, that it con-

“will call this a rule or president-
“ship, and him that executeth the
“ office a president or moderator, or
“a governor, we will not strive, so
‘“that it be with these cautions,
“that he be not called simply go-
“ vernor or moderator, but governor
“or moderator of that action and
“for that time, and subject to the
‘“ orders that others be, and to be
“censured by the company of the

“ that after that action ended and
“ meeting dissolved, he sit him down
“in his old place, and set himself in
“equal estate with the rest of the
“ministers.  Thirdly, that this go-
“vernment or presidentship, or
“ whatsoever like name you will give
‘“it, be not so tied unto that minis-
‘“ter, but that at the next meeting
‘it shall be lawful to take another
“if another be thought meeter.”]

¢ So ed. 1676, 1682.

! [Of Archbishops, see Admon.
ap. Whitg. Def. 298 ; Answ. ibid.
al. 95-103; T. C.i. 61. al. 82 ; Def.
297, &c.; T. C. ii. 453-514.] )

2 “Si quid habebis cum aliquo
“ Hellespontio controversiz, ut in
“illam 8coiknowy rejicias.” Cic, Fam.
E.;. 53. lib. xiii. = The suit which
T.l'y maketh was this, that the

partyin whose behalf he wrote to the
proprator, might have his causes
put over to that court which was
held in the diocess of Hellespont,
where the man did abide, and not to
his trouble be forced to follow them
at Ephesus, which was the chiefest
court in that province.

BOOK VIL
Ch. viii. 6,7.
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