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mentioned in a former page, that there were never lrse
than shree, that the judicatory might never be equally
divided.

Such were the arrangements for maintaining puvity
and order in the Synagogues, or parisi churches o
the old economy, anterior 10 the advent of the Messinh
It would seem to be impossible for any one to cou-
template this statement, so amply supported by al
sound auathority withour recognising a striking like-
ness to the arrangentents afterwards adopted in the
New Testament Church.  That this likeness is veal
and has heen maintained by some of the ailest writers
on the subject, the following short extracts will suffi-
ciently establish.

The first quotation shall be taken from Bishop Bur-
net.  “ Among the Jews,” says he, “ he who was the
chief of the Synugogue was caled Ciazan Hale
nazeth, that is, the Bishop of the Congregation, and
Shelinck Tsibbor, the Angel of the Chureh, And
the Chrisrian Cliurch bemg modelled as near the form
of the Synagngue us could be, as they retained many
of the rites, so the form of their government was
continu d, and the names remaned the san.e,” And
again; “ [n the Synagogues there was, first, one that
was called the Bishop of the Congregation. Next th
three Orders and Judg:sofvvery thing about the Syna-
ogue, who were cnlled T'selenim, and by the Grecks
Presbyteroi or Gerontes. Theseordered and determined
every thing that concerned the Sy nagogue,ar th2 persons
ir it, Next to them, were the three Parnassin or
Deucons, whaose charge was to gather the collections
of therich, and to distribute them to the poor. The
term E'der, was generally given to all their Judyes;
but chi fly to those of the great Sunhedrim.  Sa we
have it Mutt. 16, 21. Mk 8, 31. 4. 43. & 15. 1
and Acts23. 14”7 © A great deal miglht be suid to
prove that. the Apostles, in their first constitutions,
took things as they had been modelled to their hand
in the Synagogue.  And this they did, both because
it was not their desixn to innovate, except where the
nature of the Gospel dispensation o*liged them to do
it: As also, because, they took all neans possible to
gain the Jews, who we find were zealous adherers to
the traditions of their fathers, and not casily weancd
from those precests of Moses, which by Christ’s
death were evacuated.  And if the Apostles went so
great a length in complying with thew in  greuter
matters as circumcision and other legal obscrvances,
{ which appears from the Arts and Epistles,) we have
good grounds to suppose tha: they would have yielded
to them in what was more innocent and less import.
ant.  Bsides, there appears, both in our Lord him-
self, and in his Apasiles, a great inclination to sym-
bolize with them as fur as was possible. Now the na-
ture of the Christian worship shows evidently, that u
eame in the room of the Synagogue, which was ma-
ral, and notof the temple worsuip, which was typica
and ceremonial. Likewise this parity of customs
batwix: the Jews and Christians, was such that it
made them taken by the Romans, and other more
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overly observers, for one seet of religion. And, finally,
my that will impartially rrad the New Testament,
will find that when the forms of government or wor-
ship are treated of, it is not done with such architee-
anal exactness, as was necessary, if a new thing had
bren mstituced, which we finf practised by Mouses,
But the Apostles rather speak as thuse who give rul+s:
for the ordering and directing of what was already
w being.  From all which it seems well ground-d
and rational to assume, that the first constitution of
the Chyistian Churches was taken from the model of
the Synagogue, in which these Elders were separated,
for the discharge of their emplovwments, by an im-
position of hands, as all Jewish writers do clearly
witness.”

The second testimony shall be that of the Rev. Dr,
Thomas Godwin, an Enghshdivine of great erudition,
especially in oriental learning  In his well known
work, entitted  * Moses and Aaron,” we find the fol-
lowing passage :—There were in [srael distinct Courts,
consisting of distinct prisons; the oue principully for
Cnurch business; the other for »ffuirs in the common-
wealth :e—the one an ecclesiastical  Consistory ; the
other a civil Judicatory  The s-cular Causistory was
iamed a Sanhedrim, or Counail ; the spiriiuat, u Sy-
nagogue  The office of the ecclesiastienl court was
10 put a difference between things hoiy and unholy,
and to determine appeals in controversies of difficul-
ty. It was a represertative Church.  IIence is that,
Dic Feclesic ; Mau. 18, 16,

The next question shall be taken from Dr Light-
foot, another Episcopal divine, still more distinguished
for his oriental and rabbinical learning.  * The
Apostle,” says he, * calleth the minister Episcopus,
(or Bishop,) from the common and known title of the
Chazan or Overseer in the Synagague.” Aud again;
« Besides these, there was the public minister of the
Synagogue, who prayed publicly, and took care about
veading 1he law, and someimes preached, it there
were not some other to disehsrge this office.  This
person was calted Skeliach Tsibbor, the angel of the
Church, and t he Chazan Ecaucmetk, or Bishop
of thecongregation T e Aruck gives the reason of
the name. The Ciazan says he is Shetiack Tsibbor,
the angel of the Church, (or the public miuister,) and
the Targwm renders the word Aruck by the word
Huze, one that oversees. For it is incumbent oa
him tooversee how the reader reads, and whom he
may call out to read in the law. The public Minis-
tee of the Synazogzue hims-If read not the law pub-
licly ; but every Sabbath he calied out seven of the
Synagogue (on other dnys fewer) who he judged fit
o rcad. FHe stood by him that read, with great
care, observing that he read nothing vither falsely or
improperly, and called him back, and corrected
aim, if be had fnailed 0 any thing  And hence he
was called Ciazas, that is, Episcupus, Bishop, or
Overscer.  Cenainly the significauon of the. .words
Bishop and Angel.of the Church, hnd been determine
ed with less noisc, if recourse had been had to the



