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Presby‘erians ntterly unworthy of the canse, and worthless as evidence. Bat
perhaps some weak brother may teel relief, when he knows that the exclusive
definition of Episcopacy even does not cut off from the pale of the Church,
the historical Presbyterian Church, and it ought certainly to stop the pre-
tentions mouthing of our Episcoplian brethren, who are for ever pratisg in
their ignorance about # & line of descent unbroken from the Apostie Peter
‘¢ who ulsa was a Presbyter”—I1 Peter 5-1.

A proger interpretation of Matt. 16: 16—19, tha passage so persistently
claimed by Romanists and Puseyite Controvisialists, settles the whole gquestion.
Nor is it necessary to refute their erronecus interpretation, as to give the cor-
rect interpretation is{o settle the matter.

Two views, apparently antagonistic have principally bsen dwelt on. We
dismiss as untenable on grammatical or commodn s3nse principles, the in-
zerpretation which makes Christ the ‘Rock,’ of this passage. Then we
1ave,— .

1 The Popish view—viz. The rock on which the Church is built, is Peter
and his successors—that is, say they, * The Pcpe and the priesthood.’

2. The common Raformed view—viz. The rock is the docirine of the
Deity-of our Lord Jesus Christ ; or the coafession of that doetrine,

The true interpratation however seems %o embrace and require both these
ideas, and to exclude neither,

Peter wes declared to be the rock, und to him the promise is given. Bat
was it to Peter as a private individua} ? Certamly not, as be was not to live
for ever. It was made to Peter then ¢/ as a_representative’” ; and it remains
to enquire, whom did Peter represent ? And to whom as thus represented in
all time to come is the promise made ? -

1. Peter was o living man, a person, who represented living men or per.
sons. Hespoke thus for the Apostles, who also were persons. )

2. Peter was tanght by God—Oar Lord lays particular stress on this, verse
17. Ha was taught by the Holy Ghost.

3. Peter was confessing Christ, a3 the Son of the living God. These three
ideas geem to counstitute Poter’s represvatative character; a living man;
taught by God ; confessing the God-man Redeemer, and he represents the
apostles, and all others who like the aposties are living men, taught by God
and confessing Christ the Son of God. Un Peter, in this representative chara-
ctery.the Church is built, and to him, as such, the promise iz 12ade.

Hence in like manpner, on those in all ages who weie represerted by him
the church is built, and to themthe promise izgiven. In other words Livixe
Mex, taught by God, confessing and pooclaiming th: Gospel of .he Incarnate
Sozn of God, are the Rock on which the Church is built. :

This view of the repregentative character of Peter a3 contrasted with hig
private individual character finds coroboration irom verse 23. There Peter
18 called Satan. Was then Peter anl are all those who succeed him in
Peter’s chair Satan? No, butPeter and all who like him * savour the
things thatbe of men,” und oppose Christ, are Satap, 30 far as they ave.led
by Satan and do his work. Just so, Peter, and all, in all ages, who like him
?{e f{aught of God, and do God's work in confessing the Son of God, are the

ock.

Taking this view of the passags we have therein, . . .

1. An answer totne dogma of Apostolic Succession—viz, That there hag
always been a living ministry, God tanght, and orthodox—the true snccessors
of the Apostles—who in tbe darkest ages of ignorange and superstition
saved God’s Church. They may have been priests of Rome, or Waldensian

Barbs, but through thes, as instruments, God maintained his Church and pre-



