bam Xvi. as to “ Koah and his mmpany."'\ﬂmn St Paul wrots,” p. 27, 28, Tho tea-
This, indeed, is not original; most high{der a8 requestsd Sirst s turn to v 40,
chutchmea exult in this example as death{50, 68, 07 end 77 of the Eesy.
o Presbhyterianism. 1t i an old saying,) what is said in the abuvo prgem especially,
that & man mav make “mcve Raste than|the two porats, 1sy, that in case of the pol.:
good sgeed®  The breathless haste with}lution of the high prieat, a e anmon priost
which wuch writers appear to run to llnniwungl\omtod tonfliciate for han, and,2nd,
pussago for weapons agmnst Prechetoriai.  that all the ordinstion he had wan necernm..

o, i.e, everything but high churv!mm.;niy by common priosta, we further re.uark,
]

tuay possibly be the reasan of their dhind.!that the above argument 1s really a fallacy. .
r.ess when thev arrive atit. ‘The rebellion The fallacy 18 found in putting a pare for,
of ¥ Korsh and his company * 1a annlogoua,lthe whole.  Wa dou oot build cur argmnent
say thero gentlemen, “to the rebellivn of upon any one passage of the New Tenta.
Preshyters agninst Bishope.'* — Indeed tyment, but upon the whele, wr say that
Now who were “Korah and his compa. there 18 no proof in the whels of the New,
ny." Whol—\Who! Yee, Mr. Perceval,, Testament, ot chat there are no more than,
were THEY priests or laymen?! What,two urders of minsstera of th: guapes, for,,
does this mean—*Seck yo the priesthood, by the Re. Lestament, Dea_ous, ac such,
Jso! If they were preests, how could are uot ministers of the ?(ullpcl at an, buy,
they seck the priesthood @ Dathan and, we aay, there is no proot .n the whole of|
Abiram were Reubenites, and could not be  the New Testament of more than one stand. |
vriests.  They none of them were pricsts a g order of ministers of the goepel. To,
« ! Fiet fio! ye Queen’s Chaplans aud , make the argumont abuat th> lugh priesy,,
Oxford Tract men, to tnfie thus with me'lhercfuro, a just une, i must be assumed
public mind! But your siolatiun of truth, that there 18 e allusion i th> whate of the,
w.ll return upon yuur own heads. ‘The,Scriptures to any other office than that of,
«ase is plain enough, it was the Levites priest i general. Let this be done, and,
and the people rebelling aganst the priests,,; we declare that, supposing the l"”"’""“
and not the pricsta amainnt the high priest. just, the cunclusion would i ¢. sably folluw,
Mr. Perceval has the same surt of egroe.|that, by dicine right, there was no rcnllﬁ,
g.ous trifling about the false Apostles men. and essentially distinct offico of the high,
toned 2 Cor. xi. 12, and abuut Diotrephes, | priest abuve that of the priests sn general.
p. 28. He professes 1o bring these as, L'here is, however, frequent menton of,
Scripture grounds for Presbyterramem.;the lugh priest i other parts of the Serip.,
Of course he would iusinuate that Presby. tures, thuugh not by Isaiah, Jeremab, and,
terians urge them as such. However cen.| Ezekiel. i
surable this conduct may be in steclf, yel‘ What Mr. Percoval says about the pro.,
poesibly it may bo excused in Mr. Perceval.| phets su unuformly neglecting, with very,
He can beheve things without cvidence,;fow exceptions, tu make any mention of
why should he not go a step further in hus|the high pricat, as distinguished from the,
opinion of Presby.criaus, as he calls then, other priests, o weil worth atieativa, The,
and persuade hunsclf that they are foulish, wnter has nv quarre: with episcupacy, snn.
enough to suppose that an argument from;ply as such, yet the toliwwing parucusars
Julse apostles and the musters of Satan,jare semathable.  Novne of the prophes,,
will be found grounds for Presbyteran, exceptiug Zechariab, it sccms, ever men.,
wenicters being truc apostles and mimsters ; tiun the high priest distaoctiy. How stribang
of God?! He just refers to the Angels of j the differeuce between the sacred waiters,
the Apocalypse. He does not, however,|and episcopalian writers ! In the word oty
need to prove that thewe angels were protu.y Gud, wo have a senes of aspired wniters,
types of high church Bishops . lus authority  addressiag buth church and state by they
unplying this is onough, and therefore he{anthority of Gud fur centuries, aod yet thoy
wisely spares all prouf-—prouls tu some|nrcocr mention the high pricsy, but vaty as,
people are truablesowe things. wicluded amwng the puests and Levites,
At p. 26, the supject of the names of) “enlst cp;swpﬁ.an wiiters, aduressing tbe:
Bishops and Presbyters being used 1n com. | church and state, selduin menuon presby-)
mon, 12 intrednced.  He acknowledges they jium and deacons ot all, but Buhups—,
were s0 “at the xrse, but iwve stnce becn.gB'smPs'fn'd}”PS5 No epscopahan dare,
by common usage, appropriated to d,s“nc”,.wleered.y Guth a highue authurty ove
offices.” Very well.  Are we then to cor- the vther priests, sei, 10 very deed, they
rect our Lord an his Aposties by common ¢ Jam cen times a hugher authurty,  Where,
usage smce those umes? ©But,” N,",B,lbc proplets tenteun the lugh priest owe,,
Mr. Perceval, *cur Lord himsclf is some-iu'?)' tuent v bishops a tagusand twes.;
t.mes uosignated as an Apostle, 1. Peter,j Wheun the hugh priest was ceremuinatly sa-,
1. 25, rometimes as 2 Deacon, Rom. xv.8.;Capable of duty, a cvmmun priest was con-,
‘The Aposties are no* only designated by )Sidered capable of pedlornung st for him. a,
that title, Luke vi. 13, but their office isihng unpussible fur a presbyter 2o do fur a,
called a deaconshup, Acts 1 18, 25, and ajBiskep, -'“"W“l‘"% whigh churchmen, The
Lusheprick, Acts 1. 20, and they themeclvesyconserainn f the high pacat was always |
frequentls  styled Presbyiors, 1 l'etcr,;b) ordinary pricsts, or by Mgacs, who was,
v.1l; 2 John 1., 3 John 1; and Dea-yno priest accordiag tv the law, vut shc
cons, I Cur a8, 2 Cor. 1.6, and vi. 7.jconsccration of a isnep by presdyicrsy o,
Agam, tne Pastors at Ephesus whom St thog whih the R formers mamcaimed io e

Bishops and Presbyters, Acts xx. 17 andjiuts coutides as destroyang Cinsaaany s

that they should take hesd to he Mnui:

sides: ditiea follow Mr Dercevat o interpretation. jeonforred i ¢
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a preveganes of their Apestioship.  Now,
to lue lordsiup Timothy.  But ather abwin (420 wo 1o & mx?m gins wére
¢ SRrase orf 96 Ny 1.
Fieety on this scheme. “ore sro the Bishops rine indmduale, (ae the Reefptores o
of Ephesus. thisthe saei .. peumansetiies they were) pnd that o etrineit gir (S0,
beyond dpute.  Recondiy, hers 1o Timae dual s# Tinothy sbould pot be fatdared
thy, a bisAep of sshope, ‘a2 thing utterly wth them? iv would be wtranpw
rewugnant to the first ages ol the chuarch. (sl think, thereture, that the pevalint AN
su Cyprian and oqzhtv-ssx othee Bishops i, of the pareage principally nfnpt:‘\oﬂﬂl g :
Councl doclare, * Neque enin gusrguam o (7ed  That all othwr ch o0 '
RSt UIR episc apum 30 £ 32 eprscoperum con- | of the Bpiet for the thintatry would sccazne
stituat—ncither does any one among us, pany of, we nead no smnovo dmbt than that
comstitute hunsell @ buchop of Busaops.*jothers, who had these mirscalons gifta
They account i tvranny to attempt il vere abso favoured with rich ypdowmedts
Thadly, here s an Aatle mahiog anecher of the Sput for the pervanal perfermancs
grads of mnieters. Now high chutchmen of every chostg duty.  Understanding”’
cuntead only for rhs-a mandiag ondern 1| the praesge in this manner, the exAnetstiog
tho church, snciuding Aposiies a2 onv, and han great beauty and forcy . “Rirr up e
Deacvus a8 anviner. [fuwever, Mr. Pein it of God that s in then by the Npiog ott
coval can muluply orlers with a dash ot b= jof m3 hands. '—1 as an Apoetle, baving
pen.  Herr, aceordaig to Me  Preeeval, ; been honuured as the mstrument in MT
would be, ety Deacons, 20d, Presbyters,  ring upon theo this “guft of God,' theve gifte
excrpt he fuuy grants, which he duos nut, ,of the Bpinit, presume 1 inay use some ate
that bishups au(r presbylers werg one acd thomnty in exhontng thee to exert theat To
the same office .o the Apostlen’ dayx, 3rd, .he uttermost 1 gmerirg the flock, in
Bishupa, 4:h, Tunothy, a Bishop o1 Bish..ausaculous operations, and m the whale
ups, and, Sth, Apostles. Five sianding service of the chareh. s
orders of munistera ot the gospol In hu fourth chapter, Ar. Poroaval ptoe
The Epsties of 8t Pau] to Tinothy, as cocds 2o oxamme the segumenta of Prese
glcaded by presbsteriana, noxt come under  bytermnmm frm scelesastical antfgulty:
fr. Percoval’s cxamnuation. 118 firet ar..  He first proporly aotxces tho wﬁmogz
gument takes Tiuwthy a bisbop of bshupe, of Clemens Homanus. In amwer to ¢
the absurdities ol wiich sinewe lave justjargument from the fact that Clemens only
been exhibited. mentions two ordere, (ruppose wé count
An to the presbyters who nrdaimed ‘Timo. { Deacons an order.) vir. Bug(opo and Dedsl
thy, all he has to say 1s, that cowmentators jcois, or Prestyters and Descone, he refers
of the foarthaud tollow ing centuries say they 1o what Do has saif about the proghere oty
wero bwhops. We say au too, lbecaiss speaking of pricsts and M?lw&mw
presbyters and bishops aere then one nnd!mmhon of the high priset, and fer
the same. Disoupe 213 their succossors;yte the answer to what he Bax therp wajd.
then a fuilows, that they are successors ofj Bt Le finds st comenrent to pass over
schplure birhups vusy, 20d got ol the tvetve (act that Clement czpressty says, that the
Apusaes.  Bat uus conclusa lus moresecition it the church wes agumnet the
mitiated bretnren would wrembie 10 beary™ Presdyirrss  Soct 47, that they wese
wentivaed. However Chrysosiom, the prn. . Prespyters * wio had “the xe.nk ovEx
apsl commeatator on whom bu depende, them,” Sect. 51, that he spoxke of “Praj.
sayes un thu sery place, “the difference fyters®’ as baving fimshed Tuzin spisces
between the Presbyter and tho Biuhop s wpscy, Soct. 41, and that 1n conclusxn he
aimoss autumxe.”  Admit the utmost, then, cxborts the couzrn w0 *be syBizct tothewr
that they sag, it Wui not do for Mr. Perce- Presbyters,”” Sect. 57, Jle never says w/
val's Episwpacy.  Bat we do oot admit 5o much aboxt Dichops.
them as awnorny, we admst nothing asy Clemens, 1adeed, does occassonally use
such bul the Sisieivaes, and the denp. the word Bwnop as synonymous with
tures cieatly shuw that tney who or@ained , Prestivter, for be never uscs thom togsther
Tumuthy were Prosbyters, and disuinctis , but all hie aathority and
“ Morcuver,” says M. Percesal, “ip the jexhortations aro apphed wo bring the chirsh
sccond Episiie, St Paal ascribes Tumu hy's o submut to the govesnment of the 'reslis-
vtdwauontobe hisywnac, 2Tim. . 6. Theters.  Ail these powta Me. Porcoval fozguts.
Presbyterians (the authur ot the Essay hejHowerer, libe a drowning mao, he catchés
tneaus) would repressut tns laae pasvagoat a straw.,  Ho ssgs, 4 The unsoundiwss
tu relate to nuraculuus gifts , but =8 there ,of the Presbytenan inferceee,” fromy Gles
w nothung o the cuntext o warrent suzh a meos in fasout of Prosbytenianism, 15 bes
suppuerivu, but the contrary. . cannot beyvnd redosmption, when we find St. Clemens
urzed,” p. 33, 3. The passage i, But jexpressly ascribiog to Divine appointinent,
sp the gift of Gud winch is in theo by the .alligatory i Asg time, tha Iriple order of
laying on of my hands™ Now aa Eognsn the mianty. ‘Fhese amtus woeds @ *I; wall
reader wiil perbaps be surpriod to hear i, behove ua, luokiag inta the depths of divine
sasd, that there is nothing selating to mura- tkounledge, to do all things w order what.
culvun g1fts in & passage the pith of winen socvet our Lord Aot commanded ws (6 o
s « Stz up the gife of God that 13 in thee.”  He has ordsined, by his vapreme wilb ond
w srpunise will be .ncreased when ho autroruy, both wheso and by whas pepaons
they {wre sacred serviecs and oblstions)

)

lcarus that the word “ @ft ** i this passage

iored writess use for muitaculous gine, sn 1 hae lue properscrvcor; and toihe Patkere

£ x4 9, 283,30, ). Tho phrase, the theit propor place 1= spirauzed ; and to the

Paul addresses, are called sndiscrumnatelydaufud by the 1wurd of Gody vat v igh dmhh-l‘3 the very word charsma, which the sa..aen to be performed. For the Cnisr Pritsy

“8, and the same ndiscriminate use ofjeclf!  Me. Perceval says thue oystemn is

tenms is observable 1 St Paui's Fitst Epis.jacoused of Judaizing, but the reader wan @ @t of Gud,” ncver @eans an office 1 the Lavrrss apportan thew pruper sninustpses s

tle to Timothy and w that to Titus.” Alljece, that, on these points, Judusur was.
this we grant'ss true : but then are deacors | midases itselfl cumpared wah sucl o s3a-,
as iNpiserpNATELY called Chinist 2—are | tem. i
Deacous as ind:scrumiaately called Apostles,,  His vbservativn wbout Timathy's beiag.
as Yresbyters are indiscrammarely calied,«d-u-il%‘d by the Apostles « thesr ua nondis,,
Bishope, und as Bishops mmscrun.natcly,p- 29, is completely refuied in sect. 3 aub-,
called Presbylers?  Mr. Porceval knows!sect. 4 of the Essay .* ue reler taeteivre o,
ihey are not.” Then what solemn tnfling 1sjthat place, end pass oo,
allthis! The reader will sce the subject]  Mi. Percevaltriestosar romething about s
jurther treated at g B0—82, of the Easay.:the Aposue Yaul’s address to the presbyters!
Tho nz2wes thus 1ndiscramnately commonjor Bishops of the church of Lphesuy, n
between Bishuos and Presbyters, inevitadly | Artx ax. 17, &e. s ominion s, that T
jrmve thit ther powers were L6m:med, y mothy was with PPzulat the tine; that Paw
that they were one and the same ofice. |« naa already commited tae supermten-

The follow.ng (s the best picee of reason. | dence of these vcry pastore to Timothy,”
ing i the whole touk, and therefere welamu that having Timethy with hum, Faul
wiil zive it sespestful attention.  Bat, sy i gase “this pastoral charge to the pestors
the Presbyterians, sn St Paul’s Epstle to)at (of) Ephesus, becaure ticir cluof pastor
the Philippians, he sends salutation (o the | Taeothy  was wath kim on his yourney, p.
Biskops and Deacows,. Phil. i 2 with no]39. All this s mere conjecture, and evi. |
allusion to auy other officer, theretore there  dently contrary to the acope of the whole
were oniy thesa twoinstituted by the Apus- |3ddress. “These presbyiers are charged to
Ues, and any thing beyond tins is of human /250 beed to the flock over which the Holy |
angm. Answer Ist. Sodo the prophets;Ghoet had made therm overscers orbishops :
Is2:281 and Jeromiah, and Ezekiel, trormly jtul, accordng to Mr. Perceval, thischarge
des:gnate the Jewith nunistry as Triests]obrht to heve been givent 1o Trunothy; and
and Levites, with no aliusion to any other| Pav. sliould have taught themo presbyters
offize; and = roan might as well argue, thatjtbat U wacthy was the hishop to whom
therelore, at that time, there was no supe.| Holy Gl ost had committed the governmem
gwr office, no high prnesthood among the jof the Fock, and of themselvss im0y awd

yaut Tuncth

Jews, asahat there was no soperior office, raforred
ro chief opiscopate, aming ihe CThristians ﬁ&ﬁ;m«ﬁ .sl:::::.," Nd&:‘:&”h

New Testament.  The expreswion, “sur and tho layman s contined within the
up,” 13 never appuod to an office, and bvands of what 1 camman led to layroda "
scoms incapable of such an application.(p- 38. Here Bie loaves the "48
Surupthy Bishopship.thy Prosbycrship,&e.  thoagh it proved hus poe without a dovlrs
would be almnfe phrassology. Al tnese I was peefocily anare ol toe passage whea
Jhyectious Would alsu apply to the ioterpro. I w.oute the Esaag, but tiaght it tog (ri-
1ation which would suppose the giit to mean fing Lo sucups space and sttention ; cxceﬁ
y'a office, but ke otdauon. one wished for maten. « to ke ug

‘The phrase, “the @it of God,* never,But Mr. Percoval shoeld have gone oa,
mears ordibation i the New Testament. Crempus prucoeds. “ Leteverz.one of yas,
To say v Str up thine ondioauon,” s as;thereforo, brothran, biere Giod 10 hus T
«bsurd 23 to say “ Bt ap thy Bohopship." statiou, neh g gund ciesence,

The passage, rherefore, cannot moan, by j2all gravdy, ot exceed.nz the yols of his
the “guift 0! God,” either Tunothy’s vifice, jservice that sappantad tobime  The desly
ur his ord:nation. It evadently tneans spi- ;saciinicis are nltufeted every whare; ner
r:tucl guts, Qits of the Holy Ghost, Ac.'the peece offerings, not the sacRifFices xp-
cocdingly, 3t mumediately fulluws—s For poiatod sur sins aud Teaxscresstones but
God hath not given unto ue 1he spit of nnh o Jerassiem—shev. thorafurs, who do
fear: but of power, dunomess, 204 of love, any tung whirh w not agresadlo Lo b wilh
end of a sutnd 1mind.”  TH:¢ phrase the !sre panmled with drath  Cons.der, bretk.
“Spirt of power—pnruma dumameos,” taost 'ren, that by Aose mu- £ the beticd the dtasc-
propezly mexnd tho “powor *’ of muracles; ledgps God has touekmaied uulo ve, by vo

{3g the word duramss, when referred to imMsh 1he greater dangws are wo cxprsod

sprritual maltors, wesliy ncans satceculous 0. Now Me., Percevs! codmuders, Uny,

power. Ch thue interprets the becanso Clewens rair, the Lord appoiniad
phirase, “the st of God,” n o, seys e, (the Jows 2 Ingh priewt, pricats 2ad Lovkee,
“the gift of the Livly Ghest which thou!ilis preers 1hat we A% 10 vo I ’

hanst recorved, Lo qualdy thoe for supetia- {Priesisy and Lsacone. Buot Clpmens |
tending the church, o wurting MIRACLRS, 'oays, thai the Jewah church had, by ding
and, for the whole service of te ‘ﬁ: * lapporntment, * daly sacxtices, poace dffer-
Ws lpye shown 1a the Eesay. p 96, shet , and socryfiecs for S5uy ead FEnEpPed.
Lbeﬁa_of‘woﬂoug.matdn was Gonl > Oy fon agsnonl, thareiove, Wi
by the laying cn of the Aposties” bands, as'must bavre “daily sacrifices, peace cifbnings,



