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Under these circumstances the appearance of a
Theological series, edited as well as written by the
most distinguished luminaries of our Anglican
Church, gave the author hopes that some writer
of acknowledged learning and ability,\ would have
availed himself of so obvious a channel for con-
veying, in a cheap and compendious form, such
materials as would furnish ordinary readers with
means of reply, when exposed to insinuations or
arguments from the host of miscellaneous objec-
tors by whom our establishment is assailed. Dis-
appointed in these hopes, the author was led to
think, (on being invited to undertake some contri-
bution for the work just mentioned,) that the task
which he had expected to see fulfilled by others
had better be performed imperfectly by himself,
than remain unperformed altogether. He accord-
ingly prepared the present volume with a view to
its insertion in that valuable and well-timed mis-
cellany. When afterwards he ascertained from
the Editors that their plan necessarily restricted
each volume to one subject, and required that
doctrine and polity should be discussed in separate
publications ; he was apprehensive that whatever

might be the case with others who enjoy the
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enviable talent of giving popular interest to the
dryest subjects, he would not himself be able,
(throughout an entire volume of the description
required,) to fix the attention of the general reader
on Church polity alone. He has thought it there-
fore advisable, with the concurrence of his excel-
lent friends, the reverend Editors of the Theological
Library, to publish the following dissertations in
their present independent form.

The kind of publication which the author thinks
most likely to be useful is of such a rudimental and
familiar character, as may be perfectly intelligible
to ordinary understandings, and although, in these
pages, quotations in the original languages of Chris-
tian antiquity have been occasionally made, such
passages will not be found essential for comprehend-
ing his line of argument. They have rather been
introduced from a desire ‘to prove himself correct,
and to prevent the least suspicion of unfairness.
If in any instance his translations have been imper-
fect, the reader of education will have no difficulty
in discovering the error.

Writing as the author at first intended, for a work
published in London, and designed for members of

the English establishment, he assumed in general
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the language of an English clergyman ; though the
present sphere of his pi'ofessional labours is without
the territorial limits of the Anglican church. He
has been induced to continue this method of com-
munication, not merely as more conven\ient, but
also from the respect which he naturally entertains
for the establishment in Scotland ; the reputation
of whose ministers, for eloquence and talent, as
well as piety, forms a pure and sacred source of
honour to his native country.

In the first of the following dissertations on the
subject of Church polity, he has stated as suc-
cinctly as that extensive subject would permit, the
whole argument for Episcopacy, both from Serip-
ture and antiquity. Without referring to indivi-
duals, in the present day, who have written against
this important Apostolical institution, he has en-
deavoured to condense their objections, and to offer,
(in a manner impossible to be thought personally
offensive,) a satisfactory refutation.

Next to Church polity he considered forms of
Divine worship to require discussion. On this
topic he has confined himself at present to a general
view of Liturgies. Another treatise in continuation,

(for which he has already collected materials, and
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which bears a particular reference to the Church
of England liturgy,) may, he conceives, be more
advantageously laid before the public at some future
opportunity, after the doctrines have been vindi-
cated, of which that liturgy must be regarded as
an invaluable compendium.

As the chief weapon of assault in the hands
of the Romanist is the assumed authority of his
Church, the next subject introduced is Infallibility.
Under this title the author has enumerated the
various and insuperable difficulties which beset the
Romish assailant in his assertion of that lofty claim:
opportunity at the same time is taken of bringing
forward and exposing other not less dangerous pre-
tensions ; and of pointing out, from the canons of
the Church of England, a safe and Scriptural guide
for the attainment of religious truth.

The last dissertation here published’ is on the
doctrine of Mediation. The greater number of
heretical opinions at the present day, and, indeed,
at all times throughout Christendom have arisen
from regarding in a partial and confined view the
great principle of atonement ; and from limiting
attention to one only among the offices of Christ.
As the office of Mediator includes them all, a dis-
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cussion of his Mediatorial character is calculated
to repel on either side, the aggressions of our
Socinian and Antinomian adversaries. Throughout
the whole essay general expressions are systema-
tically employed, and all allusion to those articles
of belief respecting which the members of the
Church have adopted different explanations, is
carefully avoided.

Thus four subjects have been chosen for vindica-
tion in this volume. First, the form of Church
polity in the English establishment ; secondly, our
received mode of Divine worship; thirdly, the
rules for the attainment of sound doctrine; and
fourthly, the leading doctrines themselves, which
the observance of those rules has led the Church
‘to adopt and promulgate.

Other topics in addition to those just specified
might have been introduced ; but the author, besides
a natural dread, at his first appearance before the
public, of abusing unreasonably the patience of his
readers, feels desirous for the present to confine
himself to general and introductory branches of
ecclesiastical discipline. On one subject, however,
connected with establishments, he feels assured

that any efforts from him must be for ever super-















DISSERTATION 1.

ON EPISCOPACY.

CHAPTER 1.

“ The foul practices which have been used for the overthrow of Bishops, may,
perhaps, wax bold in process of time, to give the like assault even there, from
whence at this present they are most seconded. Nor let it over-dismay them
who suffer such things at the hands of this most unkind world, to see that
heavenly estate and dignity thus conculcated, in regard whereof so many their
predecessors were no less esteemed than if they had not been men, but angels
amongst men. With former Bishops it was as with Job, in the days of that
prosperity which at large he describeth, saying, ¢ Unto me men gave ear ; they
waited and held their tongue at my counsel; after my words they replied not ;
I appointed out their way, and did sit as chief: 1 dwelt as it had been a king in
anarmy.’—At this day the case is otherwise with them ; and yet no otherwise
than with the self-same Job at what time the alteration of his estate wrested
these contrary speeches from him; ¢But now they that are younger than I
mock at me ; the children of fools, and offspring of slaves, creatures more base
than the earth they tread on ; such as if they did shew their heads, young and
old would shout at them and chase them through the street with a cry, their
song 1 am, I am a theme for them to talk on.” An injury less grievous, if it
were not offered by them whom Satan had through his fraud and subtilty so
far beguiled, as to make them imagine herein they do unto God a part of most
faithful service. Whereas the Lord in truth, whom they serve herein, is, as
St. Cyprian telleth them, like not Christ (for he it is that doth appoint and
protect Bishops) but rather Christ’s adversary and enemy of his Church. A
thousand five hundred years and upwards the church of Christ hath now con-
tinued under the sacred regiment of Bishops. Neither for so long hath Christ-
ianity been ever planted in any kingdom throughout the world but with this
kind of government alone ; which to have been ordained of God, I am for mine
own part even as resolutely persuaded, as that any other kind of government in
the world whatsoever is of God.”—Hooker. Eccles. Polity.

Turee distinct ecclesiastical orders existed at the

period of the Reformation, throughout every part

of the Christian world, under the name of Bisliops,
B
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Priests, and Deacons. To each of these three

__ orders were allotted separate duties, and different

Apostoli-
cally insti-
tuted:

degrees of rank and power. Not only among all
the churches subject, in the west, to the Roman
Pontiff ; and in the east and south, to the Patri-
archs of Antioch, Byzantium, and Alexandria ;
but also among the numerous Christian societies
who rejected their doctrine and disowned their
authority, were the three orders in question estab-
lished and maintained. The polity of the Nesto-
rians, Monothelites, and Armenians, on one side
of Christendom, as well as of the Albigenses,
Waldenses, and Bohemians, on the other, was
uniformly episcopal : however widely most of these
numerous sectaries were opposed to the rest, and
to the great communities from which they sepa-
rated. The most industrious explorer of Church
antiquity, searching from the shores of the Atlantic,
to those of the Indian Ocean, from Abyssinia to
Scandinavia, has never yet distinctly traced a
single Church, in which a hierarchy possessed of
diocesan rights and privileges did not, at the
period here referred to, prevail *.

As the Christian hierarchy were in actual and
universal possession of these peculiar rights and

_privileges, so they claimed them also for their

ancient and undisputed inheritance; an inherit-
ance transmitted and held, by the venerable title
of prescription, during fifteen centuries; and by

1 See note (A), at the end of the volume. See also in con-
firmation of this assertion, Hooker and Charles Leslie.
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the still more venerable and sacred tenure of apos-
tolical institution.

Nor is this all.  For when the general adherence
of the episcopal order to the errors and corruptions
of the Romish creed, presented, in some countries,
formidable obstacles against the progress of Re-
formation ; those pious Presbyters who had en-
gaged in that great work, and who were thus re-
duced to the necessity of abandoning their design,
or of contriving a new system of Church govern-
ment and discipline, adopted this latter alternative
with reluctance. They deplored as a calamity, the
necessity for this innovation. They regarded it as
defensible mainly on the ground of political expe-
diency. They appear to have been overborne
equally by the governors and the governed ; by
the jealousy and cupidity of rulers, as well as by
the prejudices and clamours of the multitude,
whom the obstinacy and mismanagement of their
spiritual superiors had goaded almost to frenzy.
In that celebrated symbol of faith, the earliest de-
claration of doctrine among Protestants, entitled
the ‘“ Augsburg Confession,” these conscientious
and reluctant innovators, express openly their sor-
row that the canonical form of Church govern-
ment which they earnestly desired to maintain,
should, in some places, have been dissolved *. In
another passage of the same important record they
thus express themselves:—‘“ Now here again we

' Quam nos magnopere conscrvare cupiebamus.—See Bishop
Hall’s * Episcopacy by Divine Right,” p. 11.
B2

DiSS. L
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Augsburg
confession.
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desire to testify to the world that we would wil-
lingly preserve the ecclesiastical and canonical
government, if the Bishops would only cease to
exercise cruelty upon our churches. This our
desire will excuse us before God, before all the
world, and unto all posterity ; that it"may not be
Jjustly imputed unto us that the authority of Bishops
is impaired amongst us; when men shall hear
and read that we, earnestly deprecating the unjust
cruelty of the Bishops, could obtain noequal measure
at their hands’.” The venerable Melancthon, by
whom this Confession was drawn up, thus expresses
in an epistle to Luther the congruity of his own
private sentiments with those of this public docu-
ment. ‘I know not,” he says, ‘“ with what face
we can refuse Bishops, if they will suffer us to
have purity of doctrine®.” And he elsewhere
quotes his illustrious correspondent as maintaining
the same opinion. His words are (in. allusion to
this question), ¢ Luther did always judge as
Idod”

The sentiments of allegiance to the episcopal
system of Church polity, here expressed by the
original Protestants in Germany, were promulgated
with equal earnestness byother eminent Reformers,

.who, under the pressure of the same necessity,

departed from ua system which they revered.—
Calvin reports himself to have subseribed willingly.

' Ibid. p. 11.
? See Brett ¢ on Church Government,” p. 121.
* Ibid. in L .
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and heartily to the confession above quoted!. DIss. L

¢ Bishops,” says he, in another passage of his
writings, ¢ have invented no other form of govern-
ing the Church but such as the Lord hath pre-
scribed by his ‘own word.” Again, in another
place, after describing the character of a truly
Christian Bishop, he subjoins (in that strong lan-
guage for which he was remarkable), 1 should
account those men deserving of every the severest
anathema, who do not submit themselves reverently
and with all obedience to such a hierarchy?®.”
This great man was by no means adverse to a con-
siderable variety of grades in the Church. Speak-
ing of Metropolitans or Primates, he observes that
their appointment was of primitive institution,  to
the end that the Bishops might, by reason of this
bond of concord, preserve a closer union among
themselves *.””  And lest the supremacy of the

' The words of Calvin are,—cui pridem volens ac libens sub-
scripsi.—Vid. Epist. ad Martin Schaling, quoted by Barbon in
the Preface to his work on Liturgies. 3

* Talem si nobis hierarchiam exhibeant in qud sic emineant
episcopi ut Christo subesse non recusent, ut ab illo tanquam unico
capite pendeant, et ad ipsum referantur,—tum vero nullo non ana-
themate dignos fatear, si qui erunt qui mon eam reverenter sum-
mdque obedientid observant.—Tractat. de Reform. Eccles.

* Vetus ecclesia Patriarchas instituit, et singulis etiam provinciis
quosdam attribuit primatus ut hoc concordie vinculo melius inter
se devincti manerent episcopi. Quemadmodum si hodie illus-
trissimo Polonice regno unus praeesset Archiepiscopus, non qui
dominaret in reliquos, vel jus ab illis ereptum arrogaret, sed qui
ordinis causd in Synodis primum teneret locum, et sanctam inter
collegas suos et fratres unitatem foverct. Essent denique provin-

CHAP. L.
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EPISCOPACY.

2

Roman Pontiff should be inferred from this conces-

_ slon, he makes the following distinction. ¢“To

bear a moderate rule is a very different thing
from comprehending under one vast dominion,
the whole circuit of the world!.” The same
favourable view of episcopacy was entertained
by other celebrated fathers of the Genevan church.
Bucer on all occasions expressed his anxiety, that
those churches which enjoyed an episcopal con-
stitution, should not, without sufficient reason, re-
linquish this advantage ; nor obliterate, by excessive
change, their resemblance to the Christian com-
munities founded by the Apostles. In his book,
De Regno Christi, he writes to this effect. “ We
see by the constant practice of the Church, even
from the time of the Apostles, how it hath pleased
the Holy Ghost, that among the ministers to whom
the government of the Church is especially com-
mitted, one individual should have the chief ma-
nagement both of the churches and of the whole
ministry, and should, in that management, take pre-
cedence of all his brethren. For which reason the
title of Bishop is employed to designate a chief
spiritual governor.” * Beza, the friend likewise of
Calvin, and one among the most learned and in-
defatigable commentators upon Scripture, writing

ciales .vel urbani Episcopi, §c.—Calvin, Seren™ Regi Polon.
p. 190.
! Aliud est moderatum gerere honorem, quam totum terrarum
orbem immenso imperio complecti.—Vid. Epist. cxc.
? See also Brett on Church Government. Chap. v. page 85.
10
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to the English Primate in the name of the Genevan
Church, warmly eulogizes the church polity of
England. He elsewhere refers emphatically to
the authority of Bishops and Archbishops in our
English establishment, and pronounces what we
may consider his benediction. ¢‘Let England en-
joy, by all means, that special benefit of God, and
God grant that it may be perpetual unto her'.”
In another passage he describes it as a thing
incredible, that the episcopal order should be re-
jected. ‘“If,” says he, ¢ there be any who reject
altogether episcopal jurisdiction (a thing I can
hardly be persuaded of), God forbid that any one
in his senses should give way to the madness of
such men2.”

Passing from Geneva to the East of Europe, we
find the same attachment for the primitive con-
stitution of the Church. In the book of ecclesias-
tical canons agreed upon by the Reformers of
Poland, and Hungary, anno 1623, the following
oath of canonical obedience was required of every
candidate for admission to Deacon’s orders.—
‘1. N.N. swear before the living God, the Father,
the Son, and the Holy Ghost, and before his
Holy Angels, that I shall yield unto the Bishop

! See Durel’s view of the Reformed Churches, 4to. 1662,
p- 280.

? 8% qui sunt (quod sane mihi non facile persuaseris ) qui omnem
episcoporum ordinem rejiciant, absit ut quisquam sane mentis
Juroribus illorum assentiatur. Theod. Beza ad tractat. de minist.
Ev. gradibus ad Hadr. Sarav. Belge editam,

7
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and Presbyters (senioribus) all due obedience,

~as unto my superiors. So help me God'.” In

another canon of the same church and synod, after
enumerating the several authorities from Scripture
for different ranks in the ministry, the assembled
Fathers make a declaration as follows. ¢ We also
do acknowledge in our churches the orders and
degrees aforementioned, insomuch that we have
certain Bishops, as also Presbyters eminently so
called, or Seniors, who ought to govern, according
to established rules, the other persons termed in
Scripture Ministers of God, and Pastors of the
Churches 2.”

Among the Reformers of Italy, there was the
same respect for episcopacy as among those already
noticed of Germany and Switzerland. Jerome
Zanchius, a very learned native of the Venetian
territory, in his thesis on the true method of Reform-
ing the Church?®, makes this strong protestation.

' Ego N.N. juro coram Deo vivo, &c. Episcopo et senioribus
tanquam superioribus meis debitam obedientiam preestiturus. Sic
me Deus adjuvet.—Canon. Eccl. Synod. Comiathinz in Hungaria.
Class iii. Can. 8.

? Nos quoque in ecclesiis nostris hos ordines vel gradus ita
agnoscimus, ut certos habeamus Episcopos, Presbyteros item emi-
nenter sic dictos, seu seniores, qui ceteros Dei ministros et ecclesi-
arum pastores scripturce phrasi sic vocatos, certis legibus regere
debeant.—Ibid. Can. 2.

® His Treatise is entitled, * De verd Reformandarum Eccle-
siarum Ratione.,” He was by some reputed among the most
learned of Calvin’s contemporaries. He succeeded Peter Martyr
at Strasburg, when the latter, in 1549, was called over by King
Edward the Sixth to be Professor of Divinity at Oxford.
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] profess before God, that in my conscience, I DIss. L.

repute them no other than schismatics who make
it a part of Reformation of the Church to have no
Bishops, who should preside over their Presbyters
in degree of authority, where this may be had.
Furthermore,with Mr. Calvin, I deem them worthy
of all manner of anathemas, as many as will not be
subject to that Hierarchy which submits itself to the
Lord Jesus'.” In another work he argues the same
point at greater length. Speaking of the different
orders established in the Church, ‘I believe,” he
says, ‘‘thatsuch things as have been decreed and
received by the holy Fathers, assembled in the
name of the Lord with a general consent of all,
without any contradiction of holy writ; I say, I
believe that such things (although they be not of
the same authority with the Holy Scripture) are
also of the Holy Ghost. Hence it is, that I neither
can, nor dare disapprove, with a good conscience,
things of that nature. Now, what is more certain
out of histories, councils, and all the writings of
the Fathers, than those orders of ministers of which
we have said, that they were established and re-
ceived in the Church by the common consent of
the whole Christian commonwealth? And who

am I that I should disapprove what the whole
Church hath approved?®?”

! Ibid.—And see also his Tract de Necessitate Reformandee

Ecclesize,” quoted by Barbon.
Credo enim quee a piis Patribus, in nomine Domini congre-

gatis, communi omnium consensu, citra ullam sacrarum literarum

CHAP. I.
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Respecting the Lutheran churches of the North,
throughout Sweden, Norway, and Denmark, we
need here observe no more than that they adopted
and acted upon the episcopalian principles of the
Augsburgh confession already quoted.

Proceeding to Scotland, we find that even Knox,
the uncompromising reformer of that country, had
no desire to introduce a needless innovation ; but
adopting the ecclesiastical axiom of Calvin, that
¢¢ parity breedeth confusion,” was desirous to have
maintained a form of Church Polity more agree-
able to the primitive model than the prejudices of
the Scottish people would allow. Indeed, the
superintendents or Bishops (for the latter term is a
translation of the former) whom Knox contributed
to establish in Scotland, were invested with such
ample powers, that many Prelates, in later times,
publicly declared their perfect readiness to be satis-
fied with the same jurisdiction’. Knox in his own

contradictionem definita et recepta fuerunt: ea etiam (quanquam
haud ejusdem cum sacris literis auctoritatis), a Spiritu Sancto
esse; ea ego improbare, nec velim, nec audeam bond conscientid.
Zanch. in Observ. ad suam ipsius confessionem in cap. 25, ad
Aphor. 10 et 11, quoted by Durel, p. 252, and referred to by
Hooker, Ecc. Pol. book vii. §. 11.

! Among various authorities, we may specify the three follow-
ing: Archbishop Spottiswood, in his ¢ Refutatio Libelli,” A.Dp.
1620°; Lindsay Bishop of Brechin, in his ¢ True Narrative,”
A.D. 1618 ; and Maxwell first Bishop of Ross, and afterwards
Archbishop of Tuam, in his ¢ Episcopacy not abjured in Scotland.”
—=See Bishop Sage’s Vindication, Chapter IV.

Knox refused a bishoprick offered him by Edward V1., and his
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life describes himself as having been for some
years an officiating minister of the Church of Eng-
land, both at Berwick and at Newcastle. He is
stated by his biographers to have been chaplain to
King Edward the Sixth, at a time when, as now,
the common prayer-book contained in the intro-
duction to the ordinal for consecration the following
declaration : ¢ Itis evident unto all men diligently
reading holy Scriptures and ancient authors, that
from the Apostles’ times there have been these
orders of ministers in Christ’s Church, Bishops,
Priests, and Deacons.” The family of this great
Scotch reformer gave hereditary proof of episcopal
partiality by becoming members and ministers of
the English establishment .

To the above testimonies might be added others
to an unlimited extent. We have only selected

refusal has been interpreted into an evidence of his aversion to
Episcopal government. But he himself assigns a different reason
for that act of self-denial. In a private letter to Mrs. Bowes
(his mother-in-law), he ascribes his forbearance to ¢ the foresight
of trouble to come,” alluding to the anticipated persecutions under
Mary. He elsewhere complains that Bishops did not oftener come
forward as preachers, and that no minister had authority, by the
existing laws of England, to prevent the unworthy from partici-
pating the Sacrament, which he pronounces to be * a chief part”
of the ministerial office.—See Knox’s Historie. Fol.

! His two sons, Nathaniel and Eleazer, were sent for their edu-
cation to England. Both of them were matriculated at St. John’s
College, Cambridge, 4. p. 1572, and both became Fellows of that
Society : the former remained till his death, A.p. 1580; the
latter was instituted to the living of Clacton Magna, and dying
A.D. 1591, was buried at St. John's College.

11
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the most prominent out of the different countries of
Christian Europe. We must not conclude, how-
ever, without some notice of one further eminent
individual, and of one other remarkable Synod
connected with a distinguished seat of theological
learning.  Grotius, the celebrated l?uvyer and
statesman, the acute metaphysician and divine,
well known to all the Christian world as an able
¢ defender of the Faith,” thus sums up the argu-
ment between the Episcopalian writers and their
adversaries in his time. ¢ So light and foolish is
what the latter have put forth in answer to the
former, that to have read the one is to have already
refuted the other : especially touching the angels
of the Churches, concerning whom, that which the
disturbers of ecclesiastical order bring, is so absurd
and contrary to the sacred text itself, that it de-
serves mnot confutation'.” In another work he
remarks that ¢¢ Episcopacy had its beginning in the
apostolic times.”—*‘ The Bishop is of approved Di-
vine right.  For this assertion the Divine apocalypse
affords an irrefragable argument.”—¢¢ The histories
of all times manifest the vast advantages that have
accrued to the Church by Episcopacy.”—¢¢ Those
who think Episcopacy repugnant to God’s will,
must condemn the whole primitive Church of folly

2 »

and impiety *.
! Discussio de Primatu Papze.
* Grot. de imper. Summ. Potest. circa sacra. Cap. XI. sect.5;

also Brett on Church Government, and note (B) atthe end of the
volume.
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To quote, as was proposed, one more authority
from the same quarter—namely, Holland—and to
end as we began, with the judgment of an Assem-
bly of Divines: the Presbyterian Synod of Dort,
called together for the establishment of Calvin-
ism in that country, bear the same testimony with
Grotius, who belonged to the Arminian party,
their opposers. The Synod, on being urged by the
English Church respecting the necessity of Epis-
copal government on the Apostolic plan, replied,
that ¢ they-had a great honour for the Church of
England, and heartily wished that they could
establish themselves upon this model; lamenting
that they had no prospect of such a happiness ;
and since the civil government had made their
desires impracticable, they hoped God would be
merciful to them'.”

The reader may perhaps imagine that we have

! Collier’s Eccles. Hist. Vol. II. p. 718.

The testimonies in the text have reference principally to the
subject of Episcopacy, but I cannot forbear subjoining an eulogium
from the celebrated M. Daill¢, on the entire polity of the Anglican
Church. ‘ As to the Church of England, purged from foreign
wicked superstitious worships and errors, either impious or
dangerous, by the rule'of the Divine Scripture ; approved of by
many and illustrious martyrs ; abounding with piety towards God,
and charity towards men, and with most frequent examples of
good works ; flourishing with an increase of most learned and
wise men from the beginning of the reformation to this time: I
have always had it in true and just esteem, and till T die, I shall
continue in the same due veneration of it.”—De Confess. advers.
H. Hammond, c. i. p. 97. 98.

13
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adduced supernumerary evidences for establishing
this point ; but it is important for the purposes of
this essay to ascertain the opinions of the principal
reformers, while their minds were as yet neither
biassed by party spirit, nor heated in the struggles
of controversy. =

The veneration for Episcopacy entertained at
first by persons whom necessity compelled to the
adoption of a different system, could not be ex-
pected to continue long. Hostility to the Church
of Rome would naturally be increased by opposition
and persecution. It would seem desirable, in the
tumultuous conflict, not only of words, but fre-
quently of the sword ; when strife not only raged
in the polemic theatre, but in the field of blood ;
and when, to a multitude of sufferers by inquisi-
torial torture, in the dungeon, on the scaffold,
or at the stake, were added the victims of open war ;
to remove as far as possible, both in doctrine and
in discipline, from that detested communion. It
would also be thought expedient, by persons thus
severely tried, to stand on higher ground, with
respect to Church polity, than the ground of mere
necessity ; and to make some show of argument
from Scripture, or from primitive antiquity, in
behalf of the new constitution which had been
devised. Accordingly, many of those very persons
whdse writings have been quoted, spoke afterwards
with far less favour of the ancient system for which
they originally professed and felt so much esteem.
The enmity of their disciples grew more and more
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decided and unequivocal. The anthority of Bishops
was represented as a presumptuous encroachment
on the rights and privileges conveyed to Presby-
ters by the apostles. Popery and Prelacy were
declared to be so closely in alliance, as even to be
virtually synonymous. For the space of above two
centuries and a half, up to our present times, a
regular system of aggressive warfare has been main-
tained by the scholars and successors of Calvin,
against that very form of Church government,
respecting which we have seen their great master
declaring, that the man was worthy of all condem-
nation, who should not reverently and with the
utmost deference receive it.

The question then proposed for examination in
this essay is, whether the opinions on the subject of
Episcopacy entertained by the founders of the anti-
episcopalian system, or the opinions entertained by
their successors, were more correct : in other words,
whether an ecclesiastical constitution prevailing, as
we have seen, at the period of the reformation,
throughout the whole Christian world ; handed
down from remote antiquity as an apostolical insti-
tution ; and nowhere departed from but by neces-
sity : did possess, in reality, the high origin which
it claimed, and was actually entitled to the uni-
versal reverence which it received.

But before examining the question, there are
three particulars necessary to be premised, in re-
ference to the kind and degree of proof in this case
to be expected ; that the examiner may be pro-
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perly prepared to enter on the discussion. For

___ though the subject is not necessarily obscure, yet

First preli-
minary.

from inattention to the meaning of ancient words
and phrases, from the introduction of irrelevant
inquiries, and from the frequent demand of evidence
which could not possibly be afforded, and which,
in corresponding instances, is not required, conti-
nual sources of confusion and perplexity have
been opened.

1. We may begin by premising, that on the sub-
ject of Church polity, we cannot reasonably look
in Holy Scripture for any regular discussion, or
explicit statements. =~ What has often been re-
marked with respect to doctrine, and to morals,
is also true with respect to discipline and to go-
vernment. As the New Testament contains no
systematic treatise on Christian doctrine, nor any
formal digest of Christian morals, but leaves the
teacher or the disciple to construct his moral and
theological system by a diligent comparison of text
with text, and of precept with precept: so we see
also in the case of discipline and of polity, a similar
disregard of scholastic arrangement. The Apostles
and Evangelists, not addressing themselves to the
learned, but writing more immediately for the
use of ordinary persons, all of whom were well
acquainted with the existing constitution of the
Church, rather make allusion to things with
which the persons addressed were familiar, than
afford explanation for the satisfaction of others.
It is, therefore, not only necessary, but a proper
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exercise of candour and fairness, to compare one
with another the various scriptural passages con-
nected with the subject; to consult the authority
of history and the analogies of language; and to
use the various aids to interpretation which, in
common cases, are thought desirable, nay, indis-
pensable. And the conclusion would be unwar-
ranted, that because Church polity is not fully and
systematically treated of, the question, therefore,
must be unimportant, or must remain obscure in
spite of all examination.

There is, in this respect, a striking contrast be-
tween the Jewish and the Christian revelation.
The law of Moses, being written in the wilderness
before the Israclites had effected the conquest of
the promised land, and before their system of
Church polity could be fully brought into operation;
is minutely accurate in prescribing the regnlations,
ceremonial and civil, which were to be afterwards
established. Without some such distinct previous
delineation in a regular code, it would have been
impossible for the intended scheme of ecclesiastical
polity among the Jews to have been putin practice.
The Christian dispensation on the contrary was
already complete; the great sacrifice for sin offered ;
the Holy Ghost sent ; the Church constituted ; and
its ministers in their various grades appointed and
ordained, before the Gospels and Epistles were
composed. It seems, therefore, idle to expect in
those writings any formally digested rules for
Church government. Allusion, indeed, is often

c
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made by those writers to ordinances already exist-
ing, and to circumstances which required the exer-
cise of apostolical authority; and from these allu-
sions, a system may be clearly gathered or infer-
red, although no system be didactically enlarged
upon’. ‘ =
2.—Again, we must not imagine it an infringe-
ment of sound protestant Principles, to consult, on
the question now before us, ecclesiastical as well as
scriptural antiquity ; to consult the records of the
Church as well as the Bible itself. The maxim
that < the Bible, and the Bible only, is the religion
of Protestants,” has been sometimes supposed to
signify that no appeal to the primitive Fathers on
any point, whether of doctrine or of discipline, is
allowable in a true Protestant; but that all points
must be decided by Scripture, and by Scripture
alone. How far this rigid and unbending applica-

! “When they farther dispute, that if any such thing” (as
Episcopal government) * were needful, Christ would in Scripture
have set down particular statutes and laws, appointing that
Bishops should be made, and prescribing in what order, even as
the law doth, for all kind of officers which were needful in the
Jewish regiment ; might not a man, that would bend his wit to
maintain the fury of the Petrobrusian heretics, in pulling down
oratories, use the self-same argument with as much countenance

- of reason? If it were needful that we should assemble ourselves

in Churches, would that God, which taught the Jews so exactly
the frame of their sumptuous temple, leave us no particular in-
structions in writing, no, not so much as which way to lay any one
stone ? Surely such kind of argumentation doth not so strengthen
the sinews of their cause, as weaken the credit of their judgment
which are led therewith.”—Hooker’s Eccles. Pol. B. vii. Sec. 13.
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tion of Chillingworth’s maxim would be approved
by that pious author himself', and how far Protest-
ants ought to support their interpretation of the
word of God from the writings of the Fathers during
the three first centuries, it is not our purpose here
to inquire. The ablest, however, and most learned
impugners of Romish errors, we may remark, have
always endeavoured to show, that those errors are
of comparatively recent origin ; that the testimony
of the early Fathers is favourable to Protestantism ;
and that the Protestant views of Scripture truth
have the sanction of antiquity. But we are not now
concerned to maintain the authority of the Fathers
on points of doctrine, however easy might be the
task. Without insisting on the importance of their

! Chillingworth himself published a short treatise on Episco-
pacy, the main argument of which is drawn from universal tra-
dition. He concludes somewhat singularly in a syllogistic form,
as follows:

¢ Episcopacy is acknowledged to have been universally re-
ceived in the Church presently after the Apostles’ times.”

Between the Apostles’ times and this ¢ presently after,” there
was not time enough for, nor possibility of, so great an alteration.

And, therefore, there was no such alteration as is pretended: and,
therefore, Episcopacy being confessed to be so ancient and Catholie,
must be granted also to be Apostolic. Quod erat demonstrandum.”

The writer of the present essay would have introduced Chil-
lingworth’s treatise in a note at the end of the volume, did he not
conceive that his readers must have already seen the same quota-
tion, if not in the original, at least in a recent and very able pub-
lication by Mr. Rose, on the Christian ministry. The brief argu-
ment, however, of Bishop Stillingfleet, will be found quoted in
note (C) at the end of the volume.

c 2
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opinion with respect to doctriﬁe, we are only here
obliged to state, what cannot but be universally
admitted, the value of their testimony with regard
to facts. We only wish to ascertain from them
whether, in the apostolic times, Bishops did or did
not exist. 7

The advocate of Presbytery, who would deter-
mine all questions of Church polity by Scripture
alone; who would allow no voice whatever to
antiquity ; and who depreciates, for that purpose,
the character, both moral and intellectual, of the
Christian Fathers : proceeds on very dangerous
ground. Is it not on their testimony, that we re-
ceive the most important of all facts, the genuine-
ness and authenticity of the sacred canons? Do
we mnot believe the fact, that the Gospels and
Epistles were written by the inspired persons whose
names they bear, because the Fathers, as credible
and competent witnesses, have attested it? Isit
not to the weight of their evidence that, in our dis-
putes with unbelievers, we constantly and uniformly
appeal ? And the fact that Episcopacy was or was
not the form of church government established by
the Apostles, is a fact to which the Fathers are as
competent witnesses as to any other whatsoever.
It is, as Bishop Hoadley somewhere tersely ex-
presses it, “a fact plain and simple: perfectly
within their knowledge : not dependent on length-
ened investigations or subtilty of reasoning, but
perfectly level to all capacities : a fact in which
they might very easily have been contradicted, had
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they represented it falsely ; and a fact in respect to
which they could not, in the first ages, be biassed
by self-interest.” When, under such circum-
stances, the anti-Episcopalian advocate denies the
Fathers to be good and sufficient witnesses, does
he not invalidate and virtually call in question their
testimony in every other instance? Does he not,
in his indiscreet and foolish zeal to extol the Serip-
tures, at the expense of antiquity, go far to de-
molish altogether that authority which he pretends
to uphold ?

3.—The other circumstance remaining to be
premised is, that the same precision in the use of
terms to denote the different offices in the Church,
must not be looked for in the Holy Scriptures as
may be found in the writings of later ages. When
Christianity was originally promulgated, the offices,
as well as rites and ceremonies belonging to the
newly modelled religion, could not at once possess
appropriate designations. For, as Hooker notices,
““Things are ancienter than the names whereby
they are called’.” To supply a deficiency of this
kind, either new terms must be invented to express
the new ideas; or a new appropriation must be
made, of terms in previous use. The'latter method
was the easier and the more natural, and seemed to
offer less violence to language: the latter method,

' And out of the ground the Lord God formed every beast of
the field, and every fowl of the air, and brought them unto Adam,
to see what he would call them : and whatever Adam called every
living creature, that was the name thereof, Gen. ii. 19.
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therefore, was uniformly adopted. Words used
before in a general acceptation, were set apart to be
employed henceforward in a peculiar and restricted
sense. One considerable disadvantage would at-
tend this arrangement. The restricted sense of
the word would not for some time be thoroughly
established : and confusion might occasionally arise
from the employment of a term in .the old signi-
fication interchangeably with the new. Thus the
word éxkAnoia, which had previously meant an
assembly of any kind, and which came to signify in
Scripture language an assembly of Christians re-
ligiously employed ; is yet, without scruple, applied
by St. Luke in its previous unrestricted sense, to a
concourse of Heathens unlawfully and riotously met
together’. Again. the word Banrwopuoc, or baptism,
which denotes the initiatory rite of Christianity,
meant originally nothing more than an ordinary
cleansing by water, and is employed by St. Mark, in
its old signification, to express the washing of com-
mon furniture and utensils .

In like manner the term émiskomoc, or Bishop,
equivalent in the Greek language to overseer or
superintendant, and now restricted to the highest
order of Christian ministers, is employed, sometimes

! He dismissed the assembly (ékxAnotar.) Acts. xix. 41.

? And when they (the Pharisees) come from market, except
they wash (Barricwyrad) they eat not. And many other things
there be which they have received to hold: as the washing
(Baxriopove) of cups and pots, brazen vessels and of tables. Mark
vil. 4.
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to denote an overseer of the laity, and at other times
an overseer of the clergy; sometimes a Bishop
properly so called, and at other times the pastor of
a congregation. Even the dignity of the apostle-
ship is occasionally termed an Episcopal office’.
So also the word wpeofirepoc, appropriated, in a
modern sense, to the second order of Church officers,
was formerly expressive, in general, of advanced
age, or of high dignity. Inthe New Testament the
word is applied sometimes to the Apostles; and
sometimes to the persons whom the Apostles or-
dained, and over whom they exercised authority.
St. John more especially terms himself presbyter
or elder®. And lastly, the title Suikovoc or dea-
con, which is now peculiar to the third order of
Church officers, meant originally a servant or minis-
ter ; and is used by the sacred writers with so much
latitude of signification, that even the apostolic
office is expressed by the word diaconate (Suxovia)?,
and our blessed Lord himself is styled a Deacon *.
It is therefore evident, that the Scriptural mean-
ing of these three terms, referring to the three
elders in the Christian ministry, can only be ascer-
tained by strict attention to the passage where these

! Acts i. 20. It is remarkably illustrative of our present state-
ment, that in the 25th verse of this chapter, the same office should
be termed at the same time a ministry (Stakovia) and an apostle~
ship (dmoaroi).)

? 2 Johni. 1. 3Johni. 1.

* Actsi. 25.

* Matt. xx. 28. Mark x. 45. Luke xxii. 27.
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terms occur, and to the general tenor of the writer’s
argument. We must not expect words and phrases
to be used with the same precision on their first
appropriation to ecclesiastical things and persons,
as we find them in later ages; when their peculiar
and restricted meaning was established, and when
familiarity with their new interpretation had dis-
solved ancient associations.

Having thus far cleared the way for a full dis-
cussion of this question, I shall proceed to state

‘some arguments in favour of Episcopacy, both

drawn from Secripture and from ecclesiastical anti-
quity. I shall afterwards examine the validity of
popular objections alleged against Episcopacy by
the advocates of other systems.

The Founder of the Christian Church is Jesus
Christ the Son of God, and Saviour of the world.
This Divine person ordained twelve Apostles, whom,
previously to his ascension into heaven, he autho-
rized to form in his name, a spiritual society, by
virtue of a commission conveyed in the amplest and
most authoritative terms. ‘“ As my Father hath
sent me, even so send I you. And when he had
said this, he breathed on them, and saith unto them,
Receive ye the Holy Ghost : whose soever sins ye
remit, they areremitted untothem, and whose soever
sins ye retain, they are retained'. All Power is
given unto me in heaven and in earth. Go ye,
therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in

' John xx. 21, 22,
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the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the
Holy Ghost, teaching them to observe all things
whatsoever I command you, and lo, [ am with you
alway, even unto the end of the world '.”

Invested with these high powers, both for them-
selves and for their successors unto the end of the
world ; and inspired with wisdom from above by
the descent of the Holy Ghost : the Apostles pro-
ceeded to the formation of a religious community,
which, under the protecting care of Heaven, should
gradually extend itself throughout the earth, and
should continue till the consummation of all things.
This spiritual society at first consisted of a single
company or congregation. The members all re-
sided in the same city. They performed their
sacred rites together. They even had their pro-
perty in common ; and their whole affairs, both
temporal and spiritual, were managed by their
divinely constituted overseers. _

In proportion to the increase of members in the
Church, by the conversion and baptism of many
thousands both in Jeusalem and in adjoining dis-
tricts ; the charge of all ecclesiastical affairs became
burdensome and oppressive for so small a number
as the apostolic college. A new order, therefore,
of Church oflicers was introduced under the name
of Deacons, that is, of ministers or servants, to
whom the care of the sick and the poor was en-
trusted ; with authority to supply the wants of

! Matt. xxviii. 18, 19, 20.
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both, out of the common funds of the Church'.
These Deacons were permitted also (at least in some
instances) to baptize, to preach, and to assist at
the administration of the Lord’s supper.

This arrangement seems to have continued for
some time ; but afterwards, when the Apostles, by
Divine command, beginning from Jerusalem, made
converts throughout Judea, Samaria, and the
various provinces of the Roman empire, (not only
among the Jews in those countries, but also among
the Gentiles,) another order of Church officers was
appointed. This order was found necessary to
govern and direct, in different towns and confined
districts, certain small communities placed under
their charge; to preside also in their religious
meetings; to administer the sacraments ; and to
superintend the conduct of the Deacons. On this
superior rank of ministers was bestowed the name
of Presbyters, Elders, Pastors, or sometimes even
of Bishops, in the sense of overseers of the people.

At the same time that the Presbyters and Dea-
cons took the charge of single congregations, the
Apostles exercised over the whole Church a general
control. They retained in their own hands the
exclusive power of ordination : they gave directions
to the inferior ministers for the administration of
Divine service ; they instituted forms of worship ;
they prescribed rules of discipline ; they silenced
erroneous teachers; they inflicted censures on

! Acts vi.
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notorious offenders; they expelled the contuma-
cious from the society. As, however, congrega-
tions in various quarters of the earth continued to
increase and multiply, the care of all the Churches
became too great a labour for the small number of
Apostles originally ordained ; which number had,
from the first, been diminished by the apostacy and
death of Judas, and afterwards by the martyrdom
of James. Accordingly St. Matthias, St. Barna-
bas', and St. Paul were added by our Lord himself
to the apostolic or episcopal college?, and invested
with the same powers as the original members.

But even this addition was at last inadequate to
the Increasing exigencies of the Church: besides
that the advancing years of the apostles, and their
prospect of removal from the sphere of their earthly
labours, made it necessary to provide for the spiritual
wants of future generations. They, therefore, under
the direction of the Holy Ghost, consecrated other
persons, to be invested with powers somewhat
similar to their own ; butwho, deriving those powers
not immediately from Divine, but from human
election, would in some respect be inferior and
subordinate.

! “Which” (design to offer them sacrifice) “ when the Apostles,
Barnabas and Paunl heard of, they rent their clothes.” Aects
xiv. 14,

* ¢ The first Bishops in the Church of Christ were the blessed
Apostles. For the office whereunto Matthias was chosen, the
sacred history doth term Zmwoxomjv an episcopal office, which
being expressly spoken of onme, agrceth not less nnto all, than
unto him.”—Hooker’s Ecc. Pol. Book vii. Sec. 4.
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Thus St. Paul, in the prospect that he might not
be able, in his own person, to visit the Church of
Ephesus for some time, and never perhaps again ;
appointed Timothy to preside over it with apostoli-
cal or episcopal authority. In his first epistle to
this beloved disciple, whom he calls ¢ his own son
in the Faith,” he instructs the newly consecrated
bishop ‘“how to behave himself in the house of
God,” and expresses his apprehensions of being
‘“ constrained to tarry long” away from his Ephe-
sian friends and converts. And in his second
epistle, written in the last year of his life, he incul-
cates diligence on the Ephesian bishop, from the
consideration that his own ministry was now about
to close. “Preach the word,” says the Apostle
to his youthful representative and successor; ‘“ be
instant in season, out of season, reprove, rebuke,
exhort, with all long suffering and doctrine : for
I am now ready to be offered, and the time of my
departure is at hand'.”

That the powers entrusted to Timothy were the
same with those which have been assigned by all
churches to bishops ever since, will be abundantly
evident from the following instructions :—“ 1 be-
sought thee to abide still at Ephesus, when I went
into Macedonia, that thou mightest charge some
that they teach no other doctrine, neither give
heed to fables and endless genealogies. Let the
Presbyters that rule well be counted worthy of

' 2 Tim. iv. 2. 6.
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double honour; especially they who labour in the
word and doctrine. Against a Presbyter receive
not an accusation but before two or three witnesses.
Them that sin rebuke before all, that others also
may fear. Lay hands suddenly on no man, neither
be partaker of other men’s sins. Keep thyself
pure'.” In these words we see the power of grant-
ing ordination, together with the peculiar rights of
jurisdiction and coercion to be exercised not only
over the laity, but also over the two subordinate
ranks of clergy, conveyed in the amplest form.
Another example of a Church officer elevated to
episcopal authority is Titus, whom St. Paul ap-
pointed over the Presbyters and Deacons of Crete,
investing him with the same powers which he gave
to Timothy over those of Ephesus. Titus is directed
to ¢‘ ordain Elders (Presbyters) in every city,” after
due inquiry into the character and qualifications of
each candidate : hc is instructed ‘¢ to set in order
things that were wanting,” by providing rules of
discipline, and formularies of public worship: he
is required to ‘‘ exhort and to convince the gain-
sayers;” to ‘‘ stop the mouths of unruly and vain
talkers and deceivers;” to ‘‘rebuke” the Cretans
‘‘sharply, that they might be sound in the faith :”
he is empowered and enjoined to *‘ rebuke with all
authority ;” to ‘‘admonish heretics,” and if they
continued contumacious ‘¢ after a first and second
admonition,” to ‘‘ reject” or excommunicate them.

! See 1 Tim. & 2 Tim. passim.
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More extensive powers than the;e, or more unequi-
vocally expressive of episcopal pre-eminence could
not easily be devised.

It has sometimes been conjectured that Timothy
and Titus may have held the government of the
Ephesian and Cretan Churches, under the title
and character of Evangelists. This office of Evan-
gelist is imagined to have been superior in rank to
that of Presbyter, though inferior to the Apostle-
ship : and to have been intended only for occasional
purposes and for temporary duration. The original
notion of an Evangelist is that of a person bringing
glad tidings, (ebayyé\wa,) or to speak more strictly,
the glad tidings of salvation through Jesus Christ.
Sometimes the term is applied to a person miracu-
lously inspired to write a gospel, (evangelium,) in
which latter sense two of the Apostles, St. Matthew
and St. John, were Evangelists ; as well as St.
Mark, who, in the capacity of Deacon, accompanied
Paul and Barnabas in their apostolic journey’.
St. Luke, the remaining Evangelist, seems to have
held the same rank of Deacon. The other sense in
which we find the word Evangelist employed is to
designate a preacher among unbelievers ; or, as we
should call him in modern diction, a missionary.
Philip the Deacon is on this account termed an
Evangelist®.

These ancient missionaries, like missionaries of
the modern Church, might be of various orders in

b Acts xiii. 5. 2 Acts xxi. 8.
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the ministry. Eusebius informs us, that ¢ who-
ever planted the Gospel first in any country was
entitled an Evangelist’,” and another ancient but
somewhat later authority, seems to intimate, that
Evangelists generally held the station of Deacons.
‘“ Evangelists,” he says, ¢ are Deacons, as was
Philip®.”

When, therefore, St. Paul gives a charge to
Timothy, ¢ Do the work of an Evangelist®,” he could
not mean that the Ephesian Bishop was to exer-
cise his episcopal functions in the character of a
missionary : more especially as the Apostle subjoins
immediately afterwards, in the very same verse,
‘““make full proof of thy ministry or deaconship,”
(Suakoviav,) from which expression we might as well
infer that Timothy governed the Church of Ephe-
sus, in the capacity of a Deacon ; as we might infer
from the previous title given him, that he exercised
his authority in the character of an Evangelist.

What St. Paul meant by “* the work of an Evan-
gelist,” may be sufficiently gathered from a preced-
ing verse already quoted from the same chapter :
““ Preach the word: be instant in season, out of
season: reprove, rebuke, exhort with all long suffer-
ing and doctrine*.” These duties cannot surely

' Prima apud eos fundamenta evangelii collocantes EVANGELIST-
ARUM fungebantur officio.—Euseb. Hist. eccl. lib. iii. c. 37.
* Evangeliste Diaconi sunt sicut fuit Philippus..—Ambros. in
Ephes. iv. 11.
* 2 Tim. iv. 5.
‘ See Bishop Taylor on Episcopacy, sec. xiv. p. 61. Potter
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piss.1. be pronounced incompatible with the episcopal
CIIAP. L. Oﬁice.

Timothy To prove that Timothy resided constantly at
and Titus, . 0 o

why not a.. Ephesus, or Titus in Crete, is not necessary to our
dene " argument. Both of these distinguished individuals

derived, without question, episcopal powers, imme-
diately from the hands of an Apostle : and this fact
is all that our case demands. If, therefore, it
should be alleged that Timothy and Titus were
not constantly resident, each in his own diocese,
we are not, on this account, warranted in supposing
that they discharged a merely transient or tempo-
rary function : or that their occasional departure
from Ephesus, or from Crete, dissolved their eccle-
siastical connexion with the Presbyters and Deacons
over whom they were appointed. For, as the
Apostles themselves could not but be generally
absent from many churches over which they re-
tained episcopal authority ; and which they con-
tinued to regulate by means of such visitations and
correspondence as circumstances rendered needful :
so also when they delegated that authority to
Bishops, it would happen that those Bishops,
though holding a permanent jurisdiction, might,
from time to time, be indispensably called away
to other districts, by the exigencies of the infant
Church’. The probability is, that Timothy and

on Church Government, c. iii. and note (D) at the end of the
volume.

! It has been insinuated that the occasional absence of Timothy
and Titus from Ephesus and Crete respectively, would be a dan-
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Titus did in the end reside permanently, each in
his own diocese. They are denominated Bishops
of Crete and of Ephesus, respectively, by the una-
nimous voice of all Chrristian antiquity ; by no less
than twenty distinct authorities, which mention
the one as holding the Episcopate of Ephesus; and
by eighteen equally plain authorities, which allude
to the other as enjoying the episcopate of Crete’.
So that we might almost as reasonably call in
question the fact, that Epistles were ever written by
St. Paul to either of these distinguished overseers of
the Church, or deny that they ever were at Ephe-
sus or Crete, as doubt the fact that they were actual
Diocesans of those places.

It was before observed, that the Apostles, when
they appointed Presbyters, and bestowed on them
the honourable privilege of ministering in the con-
gregation, reserved to themselves exclusively the
power of granting ordination. This is evident from
the circumstance, that, on this subject, there is not
a single precept in Holy Scripture addressed to
Elders ; nor any passage in which they are repre-
sented otherwise than as assistants merely to their

gerous precedent for episcopal non-residence. But the difference
must be obvious between the case of an infant church and of an
ancient establishment : between the absence of a primitive bishop,
called from his own peculiar see to other places of laborious exer-
tion ; and the absence of a modern prelate from his only sphere of
diocesan labour.

! See for the list of these authorities Taylor on Episcopacy,
sects. xiv. & xv.
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P

Bishop or their Apostle, in the performance of this
solemnity. We find their other duties in other
parts of the New Testament, clearly and fully
pointed out, but not one direction, not one injunc-
tion with respect to their laying on of hands. All
regulations on this point are addressed to persons
of a higher order. This total silence of the word of
God, on the subject of non-Episcopal ordination,
is calculated to leave the deepest impression and
conviction on every candid mind.

As an exception to this rule respecting ordina-
tion, the only case which can with any plausibility
be urged, is that of Timothy, alluded to by St. Paul
in the following injunction :—* Neglect not the
gift that is in thee, which was given thee by pro-
phecy, with the laying on of the hands of the Pres-
bytery'.” From this passage it has been contended,
that, at the time of Timothy’s admission to the
priesthood, the right of conferring orders belonged
to certain colleges of Presbyters, by whom it was
regularly exercised : but there are several decisive
reasons why this allusion of St. Paul will not bear
out the hypothesis in behalf of which this text is
adduced.

1. For first of all the learned Calvin affirms, that
the word Presbytery does not, in this passage, refer
to any college or assembly of Presbyters as confer-
ring the gift on Timothy; but to the gift itself,
namely, the function of a Presbyter, which Timothy

1 Tim. iv. 14.
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reccived. According to that able interpreter the
passage should be thus translated : ¢ Neglect not
the gift (or honour) whick by prophecy, with the
laying on of hands, was conferred upon thee, of
priesthood :” and he alleges that this is the only
interpretation compatible with the Apostle’s lan-
guage elsewhere on the same subject '.

2. Again, supposing that, contrary to the opinion
of Calvin, the word translated Presbytery, should
mean a College of Presbyters; a question imme-
diately arises as to the rank of those Presbyters in
the Church : for, as we have already noticed, and
as the adversaries of Episcopacy are continually
reminding us, the highest officers of the Church
arc often spoken of under the denomination of
Presbyters ; oftener, perhaps, than those of lower
degrees®. It would consequently be unwarrantable
to conclude, because a company of Apostles, in
other words an assembly of the highest Church
officers, acting in solemn synod, laid their hands on
Timothy ; that therefore a company of inferior
officers, in other words an assembly of Presbyters,
properly so called, might have done the same, and
might, unsanctioned by the presence and co-ope-
ration of their Diocesan, have conferred the same
orders.

LS TimRIeN 67

? ¢ I betook myself,” says St. Ignatius, ¢ to the Apostles, as to
the Presbytery of the Church.”—Ignat. Epist. ad. Philadelph.
Coteler. ed. sect. v.—See also the Apostolic Constitutions, lib. ii.
cap. 28,

D 2
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;

piss. .. 3. Further, granting all that the anti-Episcopa-

" lian advocate can contend for; granting him that

Awirdar- the word translated Presbytery meant a college of

sment Presbyters; and granting that those Presbyters

were merely Elders or Pastors of congregations ;

what would these concessions amount to? No

more than this, that Presbyters, in subordination to

an Apostle, possess the power of conferring orders :

for to this effect we find St. Paul elsewhere declar-

ing, that he himself was the person by whom

Timothy was ordained. ¢ Stir up,” says he, ‘“ the

gift of God which is in thee, by the putting on of

my hands.” In conformity with this high example,

ordination by a Bishop, and his assistant Presby-

ters, is the very form appointed in the Church of
England.

S hdies Among the examples from Holy Scripture of

Bishop of 2 church officer fixed by Apostolical appointment

in a local Episcopate, none is more important than

that of St. James, the brother of our Lord. This

Apostle seems to have enjoyed a pre-eminence,

and to have exercised an authority in the parent

Church at Jerusalem, not otherwise to be accounted

for than by admitting, in conformity to the suffrages

of all antiquity, that he was constituted Bishop of

that city. Proofs are frequent, both in the Book

of Acts and in the Apostolical Epistles, of the pecu-

liar influence possessed by St. James at Jerusalem ;

as well as of his constant residence in that metro-

politan see. Thus the first direction given by St.

Pecter, when delivered out of prison, was ‘“ Go
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shew these things unto James, and to the bre-
thren’.” Again St. Paul declares to the Galatians,
that on his first arrival at Jerusalem, after his con-
version, he saw, besides Peter, ‘“ none other of the
Apostles save James the Lord’s brother®.” At a
later period, when the same Apostle returned to the
holy city, he mentions ¢‘James, Peter, (Cephas),”
and ‘“John,” as the acknowledged ¢ pillars of the
Church,” assigning the priority to James?®. St.
Luke, also, recording the journey in which he
accompanied St. Paul to Jerusalem, gives this
account :—¢‘ The brethren received us gladly, and
the day following Paul went in with us unto James,
and all the Elders were present*.” On this passage
St. Chrysostom observes, that St. James deter-
mined nothing by his sole authority as a Bishop
(oﬁx ¢ émlokomoc avSevTik@e 310)\£yerm) with regard
to the important question then in debate; but, in
conjunction with his assistant Presbyters, took Paul
into council with him. The learned Father adds,
that the Presbyters conducted themselves, on this
occasion, with all due reverence (ueS" vmosrolic)
towards their ecclesiastical superior °.

It is further very remarkable respecting the
local Episcopate of St. James, that in the celebrated
assembly, entitled the first general council held by
the whole Apostolic college, together with the
Elders and Brethren of the Church in Jerusalem,

! Acts xii. 17. * Gal.i. 19. * Gal. ii. 9.
* Aects xxi. 18. * Chrys. Comm. in Act. xxi.
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piss. . St. James, the resident local Bishop, presided in

mar- b the conclave. We read that there was much ear-
nest discussion : that St. Peter first addressed the
assembly : that Paul and Barnabas next expressed
their opinion, contending for the exemption of the
Gentiles from the Mosaic law: and that finally,
St. James, as president, summed up the arguments
and the evidences advanced on all sides, and de-
livered his sentiments in authoritative terms as
follows :—¢“ My sentence is, that we trouble not
them, who from among the Gentiles are turned to
God '.” In this sentence the whole council unani-
mously concurred : and yet it is remarkable that
the other members, even those of Apostolic dignity,
are passed over in silence; and that when messen-
gers were sent to notify this decree among the
Churches, they are reported by St. Paul as having
‘“come from James2.” On this peculiar expression
of the Apostle, St. Augustin has observed that the
‘““coming” of the messengers ¢ from James” de-
noted their being sent by the Church of Jerusalem,
over which James presided.

Another conclusion has been very appositely
drawn from Secripture, that because St. James ad-
dresses his canonical epistle ‘‘ to the twelve tribes
scattered abroad *;”’ he must have conceived those
Hebrew Christians, who came up annually fromn
varipus quarters and worshipped at Jerusalem, to
be under his peculiar charge as Bishop in the

! Acts xv. 19, ? Gal. ii. 12. 3 James i. 1.
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city and neighbourhood to which they annually
resorted.

The fact, however, that St. James was Bishop of
Jerusalem, must be admitted by every person at all
conversant with scriptural or ecclesiastical authori-
ties. It is a fact to which, as Heylyn remarks,
¢ there is almost no ancient writer but bears wit-
ness'.” Ignatius, a contemporary of St. James,
mentions the proto-martyr Stephen as Deacon under
the latter Bishop®. Hegesippus, the earliest of
uninspired ecclesiastical historians *; Clement of
Alexandria*, Eusebius of Cesarea®, Theophylact®,
Epiphanius’, Ocumenius®, Ambrose Bishop of
Milan®, St. Jerome”, St. Chrysostom *, St. Augus-
tine , (to whom we may subjoin the assembled
Fathers, to the number of two hundred and eighty-
nine, in the sixth general council (A.D. 680) held
at Constantinople ;) all unite in affirming James,
the brother of our Lord, to have been Bishop of
Jerusalem. St. Cyril himself, Bishop of that city
(A.D. 351,) speaks of James as the first of his

! Peter Heylyn's Reformation Justified, parti. c. 2. p. 199.
? Ignat. Epist. ad Trall.
* Heges. in Hieron. vid. etiam apud Euseb. Hist. lib. iv.

cap. 21.
* Apud Euseb. lib. ii. cap. 1. * Euseb, lib. vii. cap. 14.
® Comment. in Gal. ii. " Advers. Haeres. xxix. n. 3.
* Comm. in Gal. ii. ® In Gal. i.
* De Scriptor. eccles. "' Hom. ult. in Joann.

" Advers. Cresconium, lib. ii.
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predecessors ' : Epiphanius not bnly describes him

— as the earliest of Bishops, but as occupant of ¢ the

Whether
James
Bishop of
Jerusalem
was one of
the twelve.

Lord’s own throne by the Lord’s own appoint-
ment ?:” and lastly, Eusebius even particularizes
the chair or seat (cathedra episcopalis) on which
St. James sat as Bishop, to have been carefully
preserved as an interesting memorial, and readily
shown to all visitors (rotc masw).

Whether the person whom we have now proved
to have filled the Episcopal chair in Jerusalem, and
who was certainly our Lord’s kinsman, was or was
not one of the twelve Apostles, is a fact much dis-
puted. But this fact is not essentially connected
with our argument. For, in either case, we have a
Church officer placed over Presbyters, and fixed
in a local Episcopate. If, however, St. James was
not one of the twelve Apostles originally chosen by
Christ himself, the circumstance would be still
more decisively in our favour. The elevation of a
disciple of inferior rank to a station so dignified,
that he pronounced sentence as the local, and,
therefore, presiding Bishop, in an assembly of
Apostles; would not only be remarkable, but
would show the weight and importance attached
to Episcopacy, locally, fixedly, and regularly esta-
blished.

There were two of this name in the number of
the- ‘“ twelve.” James, the son of Zebedee, and

I' Catech. iv. cap. de cibis, & catech. xiv.
2 Epiph. advers. Heeres. 78, n. 7.
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James, the son of Alpheus. The son of Zebedee
was martyred soon after our Lord’s ascension ', and
could not, therefore, have been the Bishop of
Jerusalem. If the son of Alpheus held that office,
we must suppose Alpheus to be another name for
Cleophas. Cleophas was, we know, the father of
that James, who, under the appellation of ¢ the
Lord’s brother,” held the Episcopate of Jerusalem.
But, that Cleophas and Alpheus were the same per-
son, there are several good reasons for disputing,
drawn both from Seripture and from ancient unin-
spired writers *.

Passing over other less important proofs from
Scripture in favour of Episcopacy, we shall termi-
nate this part of our discussion, with an argument
arising from the book of Revelations ; where we find

! Aects xii. 2. “And he (Herod) killed J ames the hrother of
John with the sword.”

? See note (E) at the end of the volume, for Bishop Taylor’s
enumeration of them. We may add to their testimony the con-
cessions of the more modern authorities, Salmasius and Calvin,
held in the greatest reverence by our opponents. Salmasius,
speaking of James, says: “ Certum est, non fuisse unum ex duo-
decim.” It is certain that James was not one of the twelve, v.
Wal. Messalin, p. 20. Calvin’s words are ‘“Non nego alium,
(alium scilicet, non Apostolum) fuisse ecclesize Hierosolymitanae
praefectum et quidam ex discipulorum collegio. Nam Apostolos
non oportuit certo loco alligari.” 7 do not deny that some person,
and that person not an Apostle, but merely one of the Disciples,
presided over the Church at Jerusalem ; for no Apostle could be
Sfized to one definite place.—Vide Prof. ad comm. in Jacobi
Epist.
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our blessed Saviour sending messages or epistles by
the Apostle John, to the Angels of the Seven
Churches of Asia’. Who these Angels were, is a
point for careful consideration. That they were, in
our popular sense, Angels, that is heavenly spirits, is
too absurd to be maintained. A second supposition
might be, which is equally unreasonable, that the
Angels of the Churches were the Churches them-
selves : for, in the explanation of St. John’s vision,
at the conclusion of his first chapter, the candle-
sticks, which represent the seven Churches, are
clearly distinguished from the seven stars, which
are emblems of the angels. Nor, thirdly, would it
be a satisfactory hypothesis to explain the term in
question, as meaning a collective body or Presby-
tery. These Angels are always addressed as in-
dividuals and not as colleges. For each of them
is always addressed in the singular number. There
isnoexample, under similar circumstances, through-
out the sacred volume, of the same mode of ex-
pression being used towards a collective body *.

! Rev. i. 20.

? A respectable and learned anti-Episcopalian authority, Pro-
fessor Campbell, considers the supposition (we are here opposing)
untenable, and rejects it for the reasons we have stated. “ With

_ this interpretation,” says he, “I am dissatisfied. Though we

have instances, especially in precepts and denunciations, wherein
a community is addressed by the singular thou and thee, I do not
recollect such an use of an appellative as the application of the
word angel here would be on the hypotheses of these interpre-
ters.”—Lectures on Ecc. Hist. vol. i. p. 1569, For further infor-
mation on this point, see note (F) at the end of the volume.
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After ascertaining that the Angels in the Apo-
calypse were individual persons, our next inquiry
is with respect to their rank and jurisdiction in the
Church. That they were important persons, and
occupied a high official station, appears from our
Lord’s selection of them, before all others, to
receive and communicate his divine messages.
Indeed, the word angel is frequently used in the
sacred writings as an appellation necessarily im-
plying distinction and authority. Among the Jews
the High Priest was often termed angel, from the
idea that he was God’s messenger®: as also were
the Rulers of the synagogue, who were often termed
angels of the congregation. And the Angel of the
congregation had under him inferior ministers,
corresponding to the Presbyters and Deacons of the
Christian Church’. In the prophecies of Malachi,
our Lord himself is termed the Angel of the cove-
nant ®>. And as the titles Angel and Apostle are
very nearly synonymous*, we find the Apostles
actually called Angels in the very book now before
us®.

! Vide Diodor. Sicul. apud Photium Bibliothec. cod. 244.

? Sec Dr. Russell’s sermon on Episcopacy, with whose views
of the subject the author very much coincides, and who, on all
questions connected with Jewish antiquity, must be acknowledged
of the highest authority. ® Mal. iii. 1.

* Potter with very curious accuracy remarks this nice gram-
matical distinction, that an Apostle means a person empowered
to deliver a message, and an 4ngel a person who actually delivers
it. On Church government, p. 149. So small a differcnce is
equivalent to identity. °* Rev. xxi. 12. 14.
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The high prerogatives belonging to these Apo-

_ calyptic Angels, or as we should term them,

Bishops, of the seven Churches, are remarkably
apparent from the language of our Saviour himself,
addressed to them in his divine epistles. He makes
them responsible for their respective Churches. He
ascribes to them the powers of jurisdiction and
coercion. He blames some of them, for not exert-
ing these powers with suflicient vigour : he bestows
praise on others for their energy and faithfulness.
And it was not merely over the laity that this
spiritual jurisdiction was exercised ; for Presbyters
and Deacons undoubtedly existed at that time in
the Asiatic Churches. We read of St. Paul, many
years before, sending from Miletus to Ephesus,
¢ to call the Presbyters of the Church'.” To com-
plete this argument, it may be noticed that the
very names, in some cases, of these Asiatic Bishops,
are still preserved in ancient Church writers’.
We are, therefore, warranted to affirm, (agreeably
to the concurring testimony of all ecclesiastical
antiquity,) that the Angels of the seven Churches
of Asia were Bishops, appointed by the Apostles,
and recognised by our blessed Lord himself, as

! Acts xx. 17.

2 For several of their names see Potter on Church Government,
chap. iv. p. 151, Tertullian mentions an example; * Sicut
Smyrnzorum ecclesize Polycarpum ab Joanne conlocatum refert.”
As the Church of Smyrna relates that Polycarp mas installed by
St. John, c. xxxii.—In Thorndike on Religious Assemblies, p. 81.
-—See also Blondel. Apol. pro sent. Hieron. pref. p. 6.
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CHAPTER II

AN

ARGUMENT FROM ANTIQUITY.

TuE reader has already been prepared to find the
preceding arguments from Scripture supported by
the authority of antiquity ; and, therefore, without
repeating what has been already stated, we shall
at once bring forward ancient testimonies to the
fact, that Episcopacy was the original and apos-
tolical constitution of the Church.

As witnesses in every cause are valuable propor-
tionably to their means of information, we shall
begin with those venerable writers, who have re-
ceived the name of Apostolic Fathers, because they
not only lived in the days of the Apostles, and en-
joyed the benefit of their instructions and conver-
sation; but also were by them ordained to the
ministry. Living at that early period, and emi-
nently distinguished for zeal and piety in the purest
and most pious age, these holy men can neither
be suspected of falsehood, nor of ignorance ; neither
of ‘deceiving others, nor of being themselves de-
ceived.

The first of these authors to be quoted is St.
Clement, of whom we read in Scripture, that he

10



EPISCOPACY.

was a ‘fellow labourer” with the Apostle Paul,
and that his ““name was written in the book of
life'.” This excellent person was afterwards ap-
pointed to the Bishoprick of Rome, and wrote an
Epistle in the name of that Church, to the Church
at Corinth, with the benevolent view of quieting
some dissensions among the Corinthian converts,
with respect to their spiritual guides.

Near the opening of his epistle, Clement eulo-
gises the Corinthians for their previous obedience
to ecclesiastical authority, before these jealousies
and seelusions had arisen among them. ¢ Ye
walked,” he says ‘‘according to the law of God,
being subject to your supreme rulers, and yielding
due honour to the Presbyters®.” He afterwards
subjoins an exhortation: ¢ Let us venerate our
supreme rulers, and let us reverence our Presby-
ters®. The term #yovuévor which we have here
translated supreme ruler; in Latin, prepositus, was,
in later times, among the ordinary designations of
a Bishop ; just as in our own times we hear every
day the words Prelate, Bishop, and Diocesan, used
interchangeably in our own language *.

! Phil. iv. 3.

? Imoracaduevor Toic fyovpévore Yuay, kai ryumy Ty kadikovoay

amovépovree 71oic wap' Vpiv wpeafuréporg.  Epist. Clem. ad
Corinth.

* wponyovpévove fuwy aidesBiper, Tove mpeaPurépove NpoY Te-
phowpey.  Ibid.

* Cyprian applies the word prepositus (in Greek §yoduevoc.)
even to the Apostles. ¢ The Lord himself,” he says, ‘“ chose the
Apostles, that is the Bishops and Rulers of the Church.” Quoniam
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This pious Father declares farther in the same
epistle, that the constitution of the Church, and
the succession of Church officers, were determined
and arranged under the express sanction of the
Divine Founder himself. ¢ The Apostles™ he says,
““knowing of the Lord Jesus, that contests would
arise concerning the Episcopal name (or order) and
for this cause, having a perfect fore-knowledge”
(of these things) ¢‘ordained those ministers before
mentioned ; and, moreover, established a rule of
succession, that when they should die, other ap-
proved persons should succeed to their ministry'.”
The same apostolic writer elsewhere traces a cor-
respondence between the Christian and the Jewish
polity. He observes, that ¢‘ the High Priest had his
proper services ‘'to perform : that the Priests had
their proper place appointed : that to the Levites
appertained their proper ministries: and that the
layman was confined to the proper bounds of what
was prescribed to laymen?’” The exhortation

Apostolos, id est episcopos et prapositos, Dominus elegit. Cyp.
lib. iii. ep. 9.
1 \ e e s ¢~ v “ - , R ) =
kal ol dwGoroot U@y Eyvweay dua Tov kvpiov Npey 'Inyood
Xptorod i Epic Eorac émlTob Ovduarog Tijc Emonowict it TavTyy

k4 L s * 4 I ’ \
ody mjv airiay wpoyvwotv e\npotec Telsiav, KkaréoTnoav Tovg

- ’ \ A4 ¥ r ” b33 -
wpostpnuévove, kal peralv éxwounyy cedwraoy orwe éav xotunbaoty,
P n ]

Sradélwyran Erepot 3(30mpaapévoz &v@psg ™y Aawrovpyiay avrov.—
S. Clement. Epist. ad Corinth. cap. 44, ad init. *

* Ty yap dpytepel 10iar Newrovpyiar delopévar eiol, kai roic
[4 - v * 3 ’ \ £ #E 3 . 3
iepevowy boc 6 Toémoc wpoorérakrar, xai Nevirais idiar daxoviat
13 ’ . -\ o - .- -~ r ’
éxicewrrar’ 6 Aaikog dvBpwroc roic Aaikoic poordypasty 0é0erar—

Cotel. Ed. cap. 40.
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which St. Clement grounds on this analogy, is ex-
pressed immediately afterwards as follows : ¢ Let,
therefore, every one of you, my brethren, bless God
in his proper station, keeping a good conscience,
in all honesty not exceeding his appointed rule of
service'.”  He proceeds to dissuade from irregular
and schismatical proceedings, by instancing the
case of those offenders, who, under the Jewish dis-
pensation, received the punishment of death.
‘“ Consider, brethren,” he adds, ¢ that the greater
our knowledge, the more fearful our responsi-
bility 2.”

The next in order of the Apostolic Fathers is
Ie~artus, Bishop of Antioch, in Syria. He was
appointed to that see within thirty-six years of our
Saviour's crucifixion ; presided over the Church of
Antioch during a period of forty years ; and at last
suffered martyrdom in the cause of truth. He was
torn in pieces at Rome by wild beasts, A. D. 110.
“ He was personally intimate with the Apostles,”
says St. Chrysostom ; ¢ was perfectly acquainted
with their doctrine ; and had their hands laid upon
him.” Eusebius states of him that he received con-
secration (& riic Tob peyddov Iérpov Sefidc) imme-
diately from St. Peter, whom he here styles ¢ the
great.” No witness could be imagined less liable
to exception than Ignatius, either in point of
character, or of information: and happily, his
evidence, with respect to the constitution of the

! Cotel. ed. cap. 41. ? Ibid.
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Church, 1s as clear and as explicit, as his authority
is important and decisive. He wrote to various
churches, after the example of the Apostles, letters
much admired by antiquity ; which are quoted by
various writers, and which tend peculiarly to in-
terest the reader, from the affecting consideration
that the writer of them was a prisoner, on his way
to Rome, anticipating a cruel death. His feelings
on this subject, combine the courage of a hero with
the piety of a Christian: ¢ Nothing,” says he,
““shall move me, that I may attain to Jesus Christ ;
let fire and the cross; let hordes of wild beasts ;
let breaking of bones, and tearing of members ; let
the scattering in pieces of the whole body, and all
the wicked torments of the Devil come upon me,—
only let me enjoy Jesus Christ.”

To quote all the passages from this intrepid asser-
tor of divine truth, which have reference to our
present argument, is unnecessary, and might even
be tedious. We shall confine ourselves to a few
statements directly to our purpose out of various
epistles. Writing to the Trallian Church, ¢ Let
all men,” he says, ““ reverence the Deacons as Jesus
Christ, and the Bishop, as Him who is the Son
of God ; the Presbyters as the sanhedrim of God,
and college of the Apostles. Without these there
isno Church.” In the same epistle, having ex-

! "Opoiwe wdvree EvrpeméoBuwoay rove Sraxdvove, w¢ 'Inoodv

~ » AY

Xpworéy: @c¢ xal rov émiokomov, bvra vidy Tob warpde' Tove Of
0 5

wpeofurépove, d¢ alvieauov dmoorérwy: Xwpic TovTwy ExKAnoia

ob kakeirai.—Cotel. ed. cap. 3.
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horted the Trallians to ¢ continue inseparable from
Jesus Christ,” he proceeds, ¢ He that is within the
altar is pure : but he who is without, (that is, who
does any thing without the Bishop, and the Pres-
byters, and the Deacons,) is not pure in his con-
science'.” In his epistle to the Philadelphians,
having saluted them in the blood of Jesus Christ,
‘“which,” says he, ‘‘is an eternal and enduring
joy, especially to all who are at unity with the
Bishop and the Presbyters who are with him, and
the Deacons ; whom, established by the determina-
tion of Jesus Christ, he has firmly settled, accord-
ing to his own will, by his Holy Spirit®.” To the
Church at Smyrna, having exhorted the members
of it to unity and concord, he thus describes the
only method, in his opinion, of preventing schism.
‘“See that ye follow, all of you, your Bishop, as
Jesus Christ follows the Father. Follow your
Presbytery as Apostles. Reverence, moreover,
your Deacons, as you would the mandate of God.
Let nothing be done without the Bishop, in matters
pertaining to the Church. Let that eucharist be
considered duly constituted, which is either offered
by the Bishop, or by him whom the Bishop has

10 évroc Ovowaarnpiov dv rabapde éorwv, 6 xwpic émiorémov
xal rpeaﬁvrep[ov kai &akévov Tpdoswy T, obrog ob kalapdc éoriy
y ovvelhoer.—Cotel. ed. cap. 7.
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authorized. Wherever the Biéhop is, there let

_ the people be : as, where Jesus Christ is, there is

the Catholic Church. It is not lawful without the
Bishop’s license, either to baptize, or to celebrate
the holy communion : but whatever he shall approve
of, is also pleasing to God ; that thus, whatever is
done may be done safely and correctly’.”” One pas-
sage more may suffice from the writings of this
illustrious martyr. In his Epistle to St. Polycarp,
who, like himself, was an immediate Disciple of
the Apostles, he thus exhorts the people through
their spiritual head : ¢ Do all things to the glory
of God ; hearken unto your Bishop, that God may
also hearken unto you : my soul be surety for them
that submit to their Bishop, with their Presby-
ters and Deacons ; and let my portion be with them
in God 2!”

So very clear and decided are the passages
now quoted, and so competent is the author, hoth
in point of character and of knowledge, as a wit-
ness to the Apostolical institution of Episcopacy ;
that those opponents who reject this institution
have no resource but to impugn the authority of
the writings ascribed to Ignatius. There is some

' Mavrec 1§ émordmy drolovleire, d¢ ‘Inooic Xptorde ¢
7 -~ -~ \
marpi* xai o wpeofureply, d¢ roic dmooréhoig Tove E€ diaxdvovg
g I
évrpémeale, dc Ocob évrohfy® «. 7. \.—Cotel. ed. cap. 8.
e - -
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.. N e e e, I ke , -3 /
kat 0 Oeoc VuIv: avriYvyov éyd rov vmoracoouévey e Emiokime
X Y H ¢ o5
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plausibility in the arguments by which this attack
has been supported : and the controversy has called
forth, on both sides, more learning and ability than
almost any other disputed fact in ecclesiastical
literature. At the same time we are fairly entitled
to remark, that Bishop Pearson’s powerful vindica-
tion of the well known Seven Ignatian Epistles,
from some of which we have quoted, appears so far
to have settled the question, that no theological
disputant of any reputation has ventured to come
forward with a regular and systematic reply. That
we may, however, afford the general reader some
acquaintance with a controversy intimately, (though
not altogether essentially) connected with our sub-
ject, we shall suppose the anti-episcopalian objector
to express his thoughts in something like the fol-
lowing manner :—‘“ You claim authority for an
author, whose works, as your own divines acknow-
ledge, are some of them interpolated, and others
spurious. I, therefore, discredit the whole. To
determine how far forgery has been carried, when
once forgery has been proved, is impossible. I
cannot enter into all your niceties of criticism ; nor
fill my eyes with the dust of antiquity to ascertain
which of these alleged writings are genuine, and
which spurious. All must stand or fall together.
Besides, Ignatius was too good a man to make so
much parade of his fortitude, as is expressed in
these Epistles. The eagerness for martyrdom with
which you inflate him, implies forgetfulness of his
Master’s precept, ¢ when persecuted in one city, flee
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to another.” To this moral ground of dislike I add
critical objections. The style is unnatural, and
unsuitable to his circumstances. A martyr on his
way to the scene of torture would have written
with simpler diction. He would not have used the
grandiloquent and hyperbolical phraseslogy you
ascribe to him. His compound epithets are inter-
minable. Moreover, I deny the system of Church
government for which you make him a voucher,
to have existed in his time : Ignatius would have
known that the constitution of the Church was not
Episcopal but Presbyterian in his day. Again,
your testimonies are unsatisfactory and insuflicient :
and even if you could prove the genuineness and
authenticity of any portion of these writings to have
been allowed by the Fathers, I attach but little
value to that argument. The Fathers were plain,
inartificial, simple men ; having neither sufficient
caution to suspect, nor sufficient sagacity to dis-
cover imposition '.”

Such is an outline of the argument by which the

! A recent anti-episcopalian writer dates the Ignatian Epistles
no older than the fourth or fifth century; and makes a general
appeal to ‘““learned men’’ as his authorities for this opinion. But
he is contradicted by Salmasius and Blondel, the two most learned
of the writers on that side, who both unite in placing the Epistles
in question two or three centuries earlier. Blondel dates them at
the ond of the second century ; and Salmasius at least fifty yecars
before. Epistole ille natce et supposite videntur, circa initium,
aut medium seculi secundi, quo tempore primus singularis Epis-
copatus supra Presbyteratum introductus est. Vide Walo.
Messalin. p. 253.
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assailant of the Ignatian Epistles would overthrow
their authority. Let us now try the force of these
objections. The introductory assertion that the
writings of any author must stand or fall together,
and that, when partial forgery has been proved,
there is no necessity for laborious inquiry how far
it has proceeded ; would be fatal to all history, as
well as to all literature. Spurious compositions
have been attributed to the most approved histo-
rians, theologians, philosophers, and poets, both
in ancient and modern times. Sacred and pro-
fane writers have equally been liable to this objec-
tion. Among the latter every scholar is familiar
with doubtful or confessedly forged writings ascribed
to Hippocrates, Aristotle, Plato, Cicero, Taci-
tus, and Quinctilian’. In like manner spurious
documents have been imputed to Apostles and
Evangelists. St. Paul, in particular, warns the
Thessalonians to this effect. ¢ Be notsoon shaken
in mind” says he, ‘ by letter as from us;” and
concludes with alluding to the discrimination that
was expedient in ascertaining the identity of his
letters : ‘“ The salutation of me Paul with mine
own hand, which is the token in every Epistle.
So I write.” These are his concluding words.

' Among these it is curious to notice, that two-thirds of Hip-
pocrates are disallowed by the learned: and that a work (De
Oratoribus) ascribed by some to Tacitus, by others to Quincti-
lian, gives sufficient reason, on the principle we are now con-
demning, for the rejection of all the works of both those admir-
able authors.
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This Apostle, therefore, was far from sanctioning
the idea, that the writings ascribed to any author
were to be accepted or rejected, without deliberate
and judicious scrutiny’. "

Respecting the works of Ignatius, the case is
this. There are eight Epistles, three in Latin and
five in Greek ascribed to him, which were unknown
to the ancients, and are undoubtedly spurious. Of
the remaining seven Epistles, two editions are ex-
tant ; one comprising what are called the longer,
the other, the shorter Epistles. The longer are so

denominated from their containing interpolations

and paraphrases of the shorter, evidently intro-
duced in later times by some opponent of the
Trinity, in support of the Arian heresy. The
eight spurious Epistles, are, by the best critics,
ascribed to the same hand as the interpolations ;
and were forged for the same heretical purpose 2.
It is remarkable, in proof of this Arian tendency,
that these interpolated writings have been received
as the true Epistles by Arian writers of recent
times (and by Whiston in particular), while the

! Among inspired writers to whom spurious Gospels have
been attributed, we may enumerate St. Peter, St. Thomas, St.
Matthias, St. Bartholomew, and St. Philip. There is a Gospel
mentioned by St. Jerome, as having been attributed to the twelve
Apostles. So also were the Apostolic canons and constitutions.
1n short the whole authority of Apostolic Seripture, would, if this
most absurd mode of reasoning were admitted, be set aside.

* See Dupin Biblioth. des auteurs ecclesiastiques art. Ignatius,
and Cotell’s dissert. ad. fen. tom. ii.

10
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shorter and more orthodox edition has been re-
jected by them as containing doctrines, which, in
their judgment, could not, in the age of Ignatius,
have prevailed in the Church.

The inordinate display of courage, and the am-
bition of martyrdom expressed in the Epistles which
we contend for, and alleged as incompatible with
the moral character of Ignatius, are unimportant
in this question. Granting the language to be as
boastful as is pretended, it might, nevertheless, be
very genuine. Such language, all historians are
agreed, was in perfect accordance with the spirit
of the times, when the crown of martyrdom was
aspired to with an eagerness which modern apathy
may well disbelieve .

' Vide Pearsoni Vind. Ignat. cap. 9.— As many persons,
from the zeal with which they have been accustomed to hear the
Ignatian Epistles reprobated, may imagine there is something in
them morally shocking, it may be useful to state a few out of
numerous authorities distinguished for learning, talents, and
piety, who have received and admired these much calumniated
writings. Not to mention estimable Roman Catholic divines,
we may refer the most scrupulous inquirer to Vossius, Casaubon,
and Le Clerc, among foreigners ; and to our own Pearson, Usher,
and Hammond : we are tempted to add a reference, with which some
of our readers may be surprised, and others gratified, namely,
John Owen, whom Dr. South, in his peculiar language, stigma-
tizes as the ¢ great Coryphoeus of rebellion:” John Owen was,
however, respectable for his piety as well as erudition, and though
a zealous anti-episcopalian, is thus quoted by Pearson. “In
earum (scil. epistolarum) aliquibus suavem et gratiosum—ut nos-
trates loquuntur, fidei delectionis sanctitates, et zeli Dei spiritum
spirantem et operantem agnoscit (Owenus scil.)”’—Vide Pearson’s
Vind. Ignat. cap. 5.
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With respect to criticism on inflation of style, it

_ is enough to say, that there is nothing very high-

flown in these writings: and if there was, an oriental
style would not be inconsistent with the thoughts
and habits of an Asiatic author. The Bishop of
Antioch might very naturally express himself in
Antiochian Greek. It would even be surprising
if he did otherwise. Instead of an objection, this
is an internal proof of authenticity.

To affirm that the Church polity described in the
Epistles of Ignatius could not have existence in
his time, is to beg the question. It is to take for
granted the very thing to be proved. Bishop
Pearson shows, and we shall ourselves hereafter
demonstrate in the progress of our present argu-
ment drawn from antiquity, that the language of
other writers, both in that and the succeeding age,
is conformable to the doctrines and principles of
this martyr, as expressed in these writings. Even
on the supposition, that the high Church senti-
ments ascribed to him were somewhat higher than
those of many others among the Fathers; this
would, in no respect, be contrary to the common
course of things. Some Churchman in every age
may very well be allowed to be a higher Church-
man than his neighbours; more zealous on the
subject of order and ecclesiastical discipline than
the' greater number of his brethren, who never-
theless entertain, upon the whole, the same senti-
ments with himself'.

! Many phrases which have been objected to in Ignatius, refer
to circumstances not likely now to be generally understood. Thus
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Respecting paucity and insufficiency objected to
in our testimonies, no assertion can be more mis-
placed. The authenticity of the Epistles we con-
tend for is supported by a long chain of authorities,
extending from the very period when they were
written, down to the fifteenth century when they
were first impugned. Nowhere is this chain
broken, but every century produces separate wit-
nesses, some of whom have transcribed whole
passages : others have given catalogues, specifying
the very seven Epistles which we now receive, and
naming each by its appropriate title. These refer-
ences are not confined to one language or country.
They are introduced by writers of opposite per-
suasions, Catholic and Heretic throughout the three
continents—in Greek, in Arabie, and in Latin.
No records of the same period are supported by a
greater weight of evidence. The most formidable
and most learned of what we may be allowed to
call the anti-Ignatian school, admit readily that
the seven Epistles for which we are contending
were received with implicit confidence by the
ancient Church?.

his expression, ‘The Bishop sitting in the plaece of God,”
(wpookadnpévov roi émoxémov elg Témov Seot) which has been
impeached as an impiety, seems to mean only, that the place
where the Bishop sat in the assembly of his elergy, was the same
occupied by our Saviour, God the Son, at the eelebration of the
Lord’s Supper. See further on this subjeet—Thorndike on Reli-
gious Assemblies, p. 73.

! The reluctant concessions of Daille and Blondel, together
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Nothing now remains for the objector but to call

" in question the competency of the Fathers to pro-

nounce upon the authenticity of documents before
them. It is not true however that they were easily
imposed upon, or admitted writings of ecclesiastical
importance without due examination. They did
inquire and digest and scrutinize with the utmost
care and accuracy. In fixing the canon of Scrip
ture they were more particularly careful to sift the
pretensions of different works claiming apostolical
authority ; and after diligent investigation, argued
themselves into unanimity. And finally, in respect
to uninspired monuments, (such as the Epistles now
before us,) it is important to add, that no ancient
writings have been ever questioned by modern
inquirers, which were not either unknown to, or
held in doubt by the Fathers. In this important
particular the Epistles of Ignatius stand alone '.
On a review of the whole preceding argument,
there are three reflections which the reader may
have in some degree anticipated. The first is, that
the Ignatian Epistles, in being received by the
Fathers, were received by persons who, from their
situation and circumstances as ancients, were pe-

.with the numerous testimonics from antiquity, will be found in

Note (G) at the end of the volume.

! Vide Pearsoni Vind. Ignat. cap. iii. p. 29. Hammond has
observed that Salmasius, who, with characteristic contempt for the
Fathers, rejected the Ignatian Epistles, proceeded afterwards,
not inconsistently, to reject a part of the sacred canon, supported
by the same authority : namely, onc of the Epistles of St. Peter.



EPISCOPACY.

culiarly competent to try and decide the question
respecting genuineness and authenticity. Secondly,
that there is no foundation whatever on which to
build the often repeated allegation, that these
Epistles were forged for the purpose of assisting the
Episcopalian cause ; since that cause called for no
such assistance. With the exception of one obscure
individual, whom we shall hereafter notice, there
was no disputer throughout the primitive ages,
who opposed the established Episcopalian views of
Church polity. The spurious letters and inter-
polations we have mentioned, were forged, as we
have seen, in a later age, and for a different pur-
pose ; namely, to insinuate, on the authority of
Ignatius, that the orthodox creed on the subject of
the Trinity was un-apostolical !, &c. Thirdly, it
must be obvious that the ancient Fathers, by re-
newing these Epistles as authentic records of apos-
tolic times, decided that the views of Church
polity which they contain are conformable to
apostolic usage. -
Before we leave the subject of Ignatius, it will
be right to notice, that a very ancient work, called

! It is curious to trace, throughout the forged as well as the inter-
polated Epistles, the anxiety betrayed by the Arian interpolator in
his overwrought imitation of the phraseology and turn of sentiment
peculiar to Ignatius. Every Ignatian phrase is studiously and
usque ad nauseam artificially reiterated ; many opinions, those on
Church polity in particular, are injudiciously, nay even absurdly
exaggerated : while in the midst of this heightened picture the
doctrine of the Trinity is obviously lowered.
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a ¢ Relation of his Martyrdom,”\and purporting to
be written by eye-witnesses, holds the same lan-
guage with the martyr himself, in reference to the
division of Church officers into three different
ranks. On his arrival at Smyrna, in his way to
Rome the scene of his sufferings, he is described
hastening to visit Polycarp ¢ Bishop of that city,
formerly his fellow Disciple (for both of them had
been Disciples of St. John).” Ignatius ¢ being
brought to him,” continues the narrative, ‘“ com-
municating spiritual gifts, and glorying in his
bonds, entreated the whole Church, and particu-
larly Polycarp, to pray for him ; for the cities and
churches of Asia were assembled in honour of this
holy man, in the persons of their Bishops, Presby-
ters, and Deacons’.”

We have spoken of St. PoLycarp as the fellow
Disciple of Ignatius, and Bishop of Smyrna. He
wrote an Epistle to the Philippians, which com-
mences in these words : ‘‘ Polycarp, and the Pres-
byters which are with him, unto the Church of God
which is at Philippi.”” This style corresponds with
the usual introductory salutation addressed by St.
Paul to the Churches ; and must be looked upon
as an intimation from the writer, of his own

! Honorabant enim sanctum per episcopos, presbyteros, et
diaconos, Asiz civitates et ecclesiz. Vide Coteler. Patres, in
Martyrio sancti Ignat. pp. 159. 166. 176.—There are three
manuscripts of this work, one in Latin, and two in Greek ; they
differ much in other respects, but all of them contain the passage
we have quoted.
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superiority in rank over the persons whom he men-
tions as being ‘“with him.” For, supposing him
of equal rank with them, such a form of expression,
to say the least, would savour of presumption. And
accordingly we find, that in the succeeding historic
records which refer to that period, the Presbyters
are omitted ; and the succession of Church officers
is deduced from Polycarp alone.

This distinguished Father, in the Epistle to which
we now allude, refers to the writings of his illus-
trious cotemporary Ignatius, in the following terms
of high commendation. ¢ We transmit to you,
according to your desire, the Epistle of Ignatius,
which he addressed to us, and such others also of
his writing, as have come into our possession. They
are subjoined to this Epistle, and by them ye may
be greatly profited ; for they are expressive of faith,
of patience, and of all things that pertain to edifi-
cation in the Lord Jesus'.”

The only two of those Apostolic authors, to whose
writings we have not yet adverted are Barnabas
and Hermas. The works of the former contain
no allusion to the subject of Church Government ;
we may, therefore, pass on to the latter. This
writer is usually ranked among the Apostolic

! Epistolas sane Ignatii quae transmisse sunt nobis ab eo et
alias quantascumque apud nos habuimus, transmisimus vobis,
secundum quod mandastis; quae sunt subjectse huie epistole :
ex quibus magnus vobis erit profectus. Continent enim fidem,
patientiam, et omnem zdificationem ad Dominum nostrum perti-
nentem. Vide Cotel. Patres. tom. ii. p. 191,
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Fathers, though his works are sometimes referred
to a somewhat later age; namely, towards the
middle of the second century, or about forty years
after the death of the Apostle John. Without
determining this question, we may observe, that in
either case his testimony is valuable; though cer-
tainly still more. so, if (as the best authorities, an-
cient and modern, oblige us to suppose) he be
really the Hermas honourably saluted in the con-
cluding chapter of St. Paul’s Epistle to the Romans.
Hermas wrote a work in the form of an allegory,
entitled the Pastor or Shepherd, which was much
esteemed by antiquity, and was even read in
some churches. In what he terms his third vision,
he alludes to the constitution of the Church ; and
poetically describes himself as beholding a splendid
edifice, constructed by angels, and composed of
square white stones, admirably cemented. In the
interpretation of this sacred allegory, he takes
occasion to enumerate the different orders in the
Christian ministry. ¢ These stones, square and
white, exactly fitted at their joinings, these are
the Apostles, and the Bishops, and the Doctors,
and the Ministers : who by the mercy of God have
come in, and have held the Episcopal office, and
have taught, and have ministered to the elect of
God; in all meekness and holiness, both to those
who have fallen asleep, and to those who still sur-

19

vive 1.” Here are three distinct offices, discharged

' Lapides quidem illi quadrati et albi convenientes in commis-
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by three distinct classes of Church officers: the
Episcopal office, or superintendency, confined exclu-
sively to the Apostle, or to the Bishop; that of
teaching, performed by the Doctor or Presbyter ;
and that of ministering, allotted to the Minister or
Deacon .

The divine institution of Episcopacy might seem
sufficiently established, by the testimony we have
quoted out of those very early writers; who re-
ceived the title of Apostolic Fathers, from the very
circumstance of their consecration by the Apostles,
and their perfect acquaintance with the original
polity of the Church. But at the hazard of being
tedious, we proceed to adduce later evidence from
the works of their successors : and we shall begin
with such authorities as flourished at the close of
the first, or at the commencement of the second
century.

Among these we may begin with Prus, Bishop of
Rome, who suffered martyrdom about the year 150 :
and who, in his Epistle addressed to Justus of
Vienna, gives the latter his proper title of Bishop,
and enjoins submission to his authority upon the

suris suis ii sunt Apostoli, et Episcopi, et doctores, et ministri,
qui ingressi sunt in clementid Dei; et Episcopatum gesserunt, et
docuerunt, et ministraverunt, sancté et modesté electis Dei qui
dormierunt, quique adhuc sunt.—Vide Hermz Pastor, cap. 5.
Cotel. in loc.

! For proof that the term Doctor is equivalent to Presbyter,
see Pearson’s Vindication, e. 13. p. 171.

F

65

DISS. I.
CHAP. II.

Further
testimonies
since the
Apostolic
age.

Pius.



66

DISS. 1.

CHAP. II
Hegesip-
pus.

EPISCOPACY.

Presbyters and Deacons. Pr;zsbyteri, says he, et
Diaconi, te observent®.

Our next authority is Hecesippus, the earliest
uninspired historian of the Church. He wrote
about 70 years after the death of the Apostle John,
or A.p. 170, a work in five books, entitled, ¢ A
History of the Preaching of the Apostles.” The
greater part of it has perished, though some frag-
ments have been preserved by later writers. He
is stated by St. Jerome? to have written ‘“ in a style
plain and simple, like the characters which he
described ;” and by Eusebius he is recorded to
have been not a little instrumental, through his
labours as an author, to the advancement of Christ-
ianity. Hegesippus mentions that he made it his
business, in the course of a long journey, to visit
the Bishops of the Church ; that he ‘“conversed with
a very great number; that he found them all
unanimous in their faith ; and that, in every line
of Episcopal succession, and in every city, the same
doctrine was received, which was taught by the
law, by the prophets, and by our Lord himself?.”

! Pii epist. 2 ad Just. Vien. quoted by Bingham, in his
Origines Ecclesiasticee, Book 2. chap. 1. p. 53.

? De Scrip. Eccles. Hegesip.

3 Aoty G wheloroie dmakdmois suppibeey, dmodnpiay oreda-
pevoe péxpt ‘Poune, ral oc¢ ™y abrjy mapa wavrev wapei\npe
dibackaNlay—'Ev éxdory 0€ Craloxd, kai éxdory wohey, olitwe Exet,
dc 6 vépoc knpvacet, kal of wpodiiras, kat & kvpwe.—Frag., Comm.
Heges. apud Euseb. Eccles. Hist. lib. iv. cap. 21.
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This venerable writer further informs us that, after
the martyrdom of James the Just, Simeon (who
was also the son of Cleophas, the uncle of our Lord,)
was unanimously appointed Bishop of Jerusalem ;
which long continued a virgin church, pure from
any heresy, till one Thebulis, disappointed that he
was not elected Bishop, devised some strange
doctrine .

We may next adduce the evidence of IRENZEUS,
an important witness in this cause, from the clear-
ness of his testimony ; from the undoubted authen-
ticity of his works; and from the intimacy of his
acquaintance with the distinguished Fathers of the
preceding age. He was born in Greece, .and de-
rived his instruction in Christianity from Papias
and Polycarp, (both of them disciples of St. John,)
and is understood to have accompanied St. Poly-
carp to Rome about the year 157. Anicetas, the
Roman Pontiff, prevailed upon him to visit France,
and proceed to Marseilles, where numbers of his
countrymen the Greeks were at that time settled.
In his journey, arriving at Lyons, he was persuaded
to settle there by Pothirus, Bishop of that city,
under whom he performed the duties, for some time,
of a Presbyter; and on whose martyrdom he suc-
cecded to the Bishopric, a post of no small danger
during that period of persecution. To this danger
Irenzeus, as he probably anticipated, afterwards fell
a victim. He was put to the torture, under the

! Tbid.
¥ 2
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Emperor Severus, about the yéar 202, and after-
wards beheaded. His diligence and ability have
been generally admired and applauded, Tertullian
in particular calls him omniwin doctrinarum curiosis-
simus explorator ; *‘ a most diligent searcher into
all points of doctrine.” We may express the oppor-
tunities of information which Irenzus enjoyed in
his own language ; I have often seen Polycarp,”
he says, ““and I very well remember his person
and behaviour when discoursing to the multitude ;
as well as his habits of familiar intercourse with
St. John, and with the rest of the Apostles, who
had seen our Lord.” This very competent witness
distinctly speaks of Bishops as possessed of diocesan
authority ; and describes Presbyters as a separate
order, exercising an inferior office, and invested
with inferior powers. His evidence to this point
is decisive. Even the adversaries of Episcopacy
admit that about the middle of the second century
an episcopal order, vested with peculiar powers of
ordination and jurisdiction, existed and was fully
established. It should however be observed that
the testimony of this ancient Father goes still far-
ther; not only proving that Bishops actually existed
in his time, but that they unquestionably had ex-
isted from the beginning, and were snccessors to
the Apostles. In a work against heretics, * We
can reckon up,” he says, ¢ those Bishops who have
been constituted by the Apostles and their suc-
cessors all along to our times. And if the Apostles
knew hidden mysteries, they would have comnmuni-
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cated them espccially to those in whose hands they
placed even the care of the Churches, and whom
they left for their own successors, delivering to
them the same office of government which they had
occupied themselves.” In another place he says,
““We have a list of the Bishops in succession to
whom the Apostolic Church in every place was com-
mitted.” And again, ‘¢ All these,” he says, (speak-
ing of heretics) ¢“ are much later than the Bishops,
to whom the Apostles delivered the Churches'.”
Titus Flavius Clemens, commonly called Cre-
MENT of Alexandria, to whom we next refer, flou-
rished towards the close of the second century. He
was brought up in the school of Pantenus, an emi-
nent Stoie philosopher, who had been converted to
Christianity, and who had taught the principles of
the Christian Faith to the Alexandrian Church
ever since the episcopate of St. Mark, its founder.
When his master Pantenus quitted Alexandria on
a missionary enterprise to Ethiopia, Clement suc-
ceeded him in the catechetical chair, and taught
numerous disciples with distinguished success.

! Habemus numerare qui ab Apostolis instituti sunt episcopi in
ecclesiis et successores eorum usque ad nos. Et si recondita
mysteria scissent apostoli, vel his maxime traderent ea, quibus
etiam ipsas ecclesias committebant ; quos et successores relinque-
bant, suum ipsorum locum Magisterii tradentes—Habemus succes-
siones episcoporum quibus Apostolicam, quee in unoquogue loco est,
ecclesiam tradiderunt—Omnes enim ii (Heeretici) valdé posteriores
sunt, quam episcopi, quibus Apostoli tradiderunt ecclesias.
Irenzeus advers. Heeres. lib. iil. cap. 3. lib. iv. cap. 63. lib. v.
cap. 20.
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The work from which we are about to quote he
entitled Stromata, from the variety of material
which it contains. It must have been a kind of
common-place book, composed of miscellaneous
articles, to serve him in his old age, as he said,
when his memory should fail him. <

This ancient Father not only places the Bishop,
the Presbyter, and the Deacon, each in a separate
class; but describes the removal from one class to
another as a promotion or advancement. So that
a Presbyter on being made a Bishop was preferred
in the same degree as a Deacon would be when
made a Presbyter. To give a livelier impression
of these gradations in the Church, he deduces them
from corresponding preferments in the celestial
hierarchy. ‘¢ For here also in the Church,” says
he, ¢ the promotions of Bishops, of Presbyters, and
of Deacons, are imitations, as I conceive, of the
angelic glory '.”

The distinction manifest in these words, is given
still more plainly in those which follow. For hav-
ing declared these preferments analogous to those
which good men ¢ walking in the footsteps of the

' "Emel kaiai évraifa cara miy ékkAnoiay mpokomal émokdmwy,
wpeafurépwy, Cuakdvwy, ppipara olpar rijc dyye\wijc 0dknc.—
Strom. lib. vi. p. 667.

The word mpororai or gradations clearly intimates that it was
the same advancement for a Presbyter to be made a Bishop, as
for a Deacon to be made a Presbyter. For to have described
promotion or advancement from one order to the very same order
would have been absurd.
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Apostles, and conforming to the perfect rules of
righteousness in the Gospel, look for in heaven ;”
the venerable Father proceeds to give his notion,
“ that those who, as the Apostle writes, were
caught up into the clouds, should first be in the
order of Deacons ; and then advance to the Presby-
terate by an accession of glory—for glory differs
from glory—until they increase unto the perfect
man':” meaning by the ‘ perfect man” the
Bishop, whom he conceives placed in the highest
or most glorious station. We must here under-
stand Clement to distinguish, in heaven, three orders
or degrees of glory ; (for glory, he says, differs from
glory, ) and to consider the three orders of Bishops,
Priests, and Deacons to be on earth an imitation of
that celestial economy. The first or lowest he
represents as occupying the place of Deacons ; the
second or intermediate, the place of Presbyters ;
and the highest or most perfect, the place of
Bishops. The conjecture certainly of this pious
man with respect to the heavenly regions need not
be maintained ; but his testimony with respect to
different orders in the Church on earth, of which
he was eye witness, is unexceptionable *.

In another passage of his works, he mentions

! "Ev vepéarg rovrove dpbévrac ypaper 6 'Ambarolec dwakovi~
oey pév Ta mpara, imera dykararayijvar r§ wpeofurepiy rard
mpoxomiy Sokne doka yap Cokne Oragéper, dxpic dv i TéNetoy
avépa abéfowory.—Ibid.

? See Bishop Beveridge’s Codex Canonum Eccles. prim.
illustratus, cap. xi. De Episcopis.
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James, the kinsman of our Lord, as being consti-

cmar it tuted by St. Peter, and the two sons of Zebedee,

Tertullia-
nus.

Bishop of Jerusalem ; and observes that Peter,
James, and John, who were held in highest estima-
tion with our Redeemer, did not contend among
themselves, after his ascension, for the highest
place ; but rather made choice of James the Just, to
occupy the Episcopal chair in the holy city *.

To make one further quotation from this author :
he elsewhere informs us, that the Apostle John
“when he settled at Ephesus, went about the
neighbouring regions, ordaining Bishops; and
setting apart such persons for the clergy, as were
signified to him by the Holy Ghost?.”

Quintus Septimius Floreus Tertullianus, more
familiarly styled TErTULLIAN, and generally sup-
posed to be the most ancient of the Latin Fathers
now extant, was born at Carthage, the metropolis
of Africa, about the middle of the second century.
His ability and learning called forth the deserved
eulogy from St. Jerome—uvir erat acris et vehementis
wngenii— Quid Tertulliano eruditius, quid acutius®?
He devoted all the powers of his mind to the defence
of Christianity against Infidels; and presented to
the governors of the Roman empire his most cele-
brated work, called “ An Apology for the Christian
Faith,” written about the year 200. He also for
some time directed his talents to the support of the

! Clem. Alex. apud Euseb. lib. ii. eap. 1.
? Clem. Alex. Strom. lib. vi. p. 667.  * Hieron. de Scriptor. c. 53.



EPISCOPACY.

Church against heretics ; but in the latter part of
his life, he separated himself from the Catholic
communion, and joined the followers of Montanus,
to whose ascetic principles the austerity of his own
habits had predisposed him. He attained to an
advanced age, and died about a.p. 220, but the
precise date of his death is unknown.

This learned and eloquent writer affirms dis-
tinctly the institution of the Episcopal order by
the Apostles. ¢“The order of Bishops,” he says,
‘“when traced up to its foundation, had certainly
John (the Apostle) for one of its authors'.” He
elsewhere gives this challenge to the heretics of
his time : ¢ Let them show us the origin of their
Churches, let them unrol a catalogue of their
Bishops, from the earliest to the latest; by which
their first Bishop may appear to have had for his
founder and immediate predecessor, either some
Apostle, or some Apostolic person, living in the
time of the Apostles. TFor this is the established
mode in which the Apostolic Churches count up
their pedigree. The Church of Smyrna, for ex-
ample, counts up to Polycarp, appointed by St.
John ; the Church of Rome to Clement, ordained
by St. Peter : so in like manner the other Churches
produce their first Bishops apostolically constituted,
that by them the Apostolic succession might be
propagated and continued >.” In his treatise on

! Ordo tamen episcoporum ad originem recensus, in Joannem
stabit auctorem.—Tertull. adv. Marcion. lib. iv. cap. 5.
* Edant ergo origines ecclesiarum suarum; evolvant ordinem
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baptism our author declares, “The right of bap-
tizing belongs to the chief Priest, who is the Bishop ;
and after him to Presbyters and Deacons, yet not
without the authority of the Bishop. Thus is the
dignity of the Church preserved ; on the preserva-

12

tion of which depends the preservation of-peace '.
‘““ Reckon up,” he says, in another work, the
Apostolic Churches, where the very chairs of the
Apostles yet preside, each in its own place; at
Corinth, at Philippi, at Ephesus, at Thessalonica ®.”

Among the writers of the third century, no one is
more celebrated than OrIGEN, a native of Egypt,
born about the year 185, of whom Vincentius
Lirinensis, says, that ¢ he was among ‘the Greeks,
what Tertullian was among the Latins, incom-
parably their best writer®.” He was carefully

cpiscoporum suorum ita per successiones ab initio decurrentem, ut
primus ille episcopus aliquem ex Apostolis vel Apostolicis viris
(quitamencum Apostolis perseveraverit ) habuerit auctorem, et ante-
cessorem. Hoc enim modo ecclesice Apostolice census suos defe-
runt.  Sicut Smyrneorum ecclesia Polycarpum ab Joanne conlo-
catum refert; sicut Romanorum Clementem a Petro ordinatum
itidem ; perinde utique et ceterce exhibent, quos Apostolis in Epis-
copatum constitutos Apostolic: seminis traduces habeant.—Tertull.
De Prascrip. cap. 32.

! Dandi (baptismum) quidem habet jus swmmus Sacerdos, qui
est episcopus ; dehinc Presbyteri et Diaconi, non tamen sine epis-
copi auctoritate ; propter ecclesie honorem ; quo salvo, salva pax
est.—Tertull. lib. de Baptis. cap. 17.

* Percurre ccclesias Apostolicas apud quas ipse adhuc Cathe-
dre Apostolorum suis locis preesident; habes Corinthum, Philip-
pos, Lphesum, Thessalonicenses, §c.—Tertull. de Prascrip. c. 36.

* Sicut ille (Origines) apud Greecos, ita hic (Tertullianus) apud
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educated by his father, Leonides, in Christian prin- bpiss. 1.

CHAP, II.

ciples ; and when the latter was in prison, expect-
ing to suffer death for his religion, the youth, at
that time seventeen, wrote an affecting letter to his
parent, exhorting him to stedfastness : *‘Take heed,
my father, that you do not change your mind for
our sakes.” Leonides was beheaded, and his goods
confiscated. In the state of poverty to which Origen
was now reduced, he had recourse to the employ-
ment of teaching grammar, by which he supported
his mother, his six brothers, and himself. He was
afterwards appointed catechist or professor of
theology, in the celebrated school of Alexandria,
his native city. He became remarkable not only
for his proficiency in sacred literature, but also for
the number of his scholars, whom he so effectually
instructed in the faith, that they submitted to the
pains of martyrdom. His austere mode of life, his
extrordinary eloquence and erudition, together with
the number of his works, amounting, as is alleged,
to six thousand volumes ', procured him the greatest
weight and influence in the Church: though his
independence of mind, and some opinions of a
novel and unscriptural character which he adopted,
exposed him afterwards to obloquy and persecu-
tion. Being excommunicated by Demetrius, Bishop
of Alexandria, he retired to Antioch, where, already

Latinos, nostrorum omnium facile princeps judicandus est.—
Vincen. Lirinens. Commonit. cap. 24. p. 345.

! It is hardly necessary to remark that a volume in those days
coutained a small quantity of material, rolled up, as the name
implies.
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suffering exile as a heretic, he was racked and tor-
tured as a Christian, by the Roman Governor, who
caused his feet to be stretched for several days in
the stocks beyond their natural dimensions. He
died at Tyre, aged 69.

This voluminous authority in no lessthan ten
instances' mentions the distinction, in point of
order and degree, between Bishops, Presbyters, and
Deacons. Notwithstanding his heretical theories on
other subjects, with which we have here no concern,
the writings of Origen bear unquestionable testi-
mony to the fact that Episcopacy was received by
himself, and by all the Church as an apostolical
institution. Not only does he distinguish three
several ranks or orders, but also notices, like St.
Clement, the degree of preferment from one order
to another. ¢ In the Church of Christ,” says he,
¢ there are some men who do not only follow feasts
and them that make them; but also love the chiefest
places, and labour much first to be made Deacons,
not such as the Seripture describeth, but such as
under pretence of long prayers devour widows’
houses. And having thus been made Deacons, they
very greedily aspire to the chairs of those who are
called Presbyters; and some, not therewithal con-
tent, practise many ways to have the place or
name of Bishops, which is as much to say as
Rabbi2.”

In his commentaries upon St. Luke, written when

! See Pearson, parti. chap. 11.
? Origen. Tract. xxiv. in Matt. cap. 23, quoted by Heylyn in
his * Reformation Justified,” part ii. chap. 4. p. 293.
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he was a layman, he discourses upon second
marriages, and observes that they exclude from all
ecclesiastical dignities. ¢“ For one that is twice
married can neither be a Bishop, a Presbyter, a
Deacon, nor a Deaconess'. In a homily on
Ezekiel, speaking of the different penalties incurred
by different ranks of offenders for the same offence,
““ Every one,” he says, ‘‘shall be punished accord-
ing to his rank ; if the supreme Governor of the
Church offends, he shall receive the greater punish-
ment ; a Layman will deserve lenity in comparison
of a Deacon ; a Deacon in comparison of a Pres-
byter’.”

The authority of Bishops over Presbyters is fur-
ther apparent at this early period, from the fol-
lowing anecdote related by Dionvsius, Bishop of
Alexandria, called the Great, who was a scholar of
Origen; and who in those times of much difficulty,
caused by controversies within the Church, and
persecutions without, distinguished himself by learn-
ing, zeal, moderation, and prudence. An old man
at Alexandria, Serapion by name, who from dread
of torture or of death, had abjured Christianity,

! Ab ecclesiasticis dignitatibus non solum fornicatio sed et
nuptize repellunt: Neque enim episcopus, nec presbyter, nec
diaconus, nec vidua, possunt esse digami.—Hom. 17. in Luc.—
Origen alludes to the distinction between Bishops, Presbyters,
and Deacons, no less than ten times, as remarked by. Bishop
Pearson, in whose Vindiciz all the passages may be found.—
Vide pars. i. eap. 11. p. 320.

? Pro modo graduum unusquisque torquebitur, &ec.—Hom. v.
in Ezek.
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repented on his death bed, and desired his grand-
son to call a Presbyter, that he might receive
absolution, and the sacrament. The boy hastened
with his message, but night had come on, and the
Presbyter was disabled by sickn