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“The first Bishops in the Church of Christ were
His blessed Apostles.” ‘“In process of time
the Apostles gave Episcopal authority, and that
to continue always with them that had it.” ** The
Apostles were the first waich had such author-
ity, and all others who have it after them, in
ORDERLY SORT, are their lawful successors.”
“ All Bishops are the Apostles successors.” “The
Apostie- have now their snccessors upon earth,
their true successors, if mot in the largeness,
surely in the kind of that Episcopal function,
whereby they bad power tosit as spiritual or-
dinary judges, both over laity and over clergy.
where Churches Christian were established.”
And Hooker quotes with approbation Tortul-
lian's challenge to those who arrogated to them-
selves an anthority in the Church of God, un.
sustained by tactual succession, which runs thus
“ Lot them, therefore, shew the beginnings of
their churches—let them recite their Bishops one
by one, cach in such sort, succeeding other, that
the first bishop of them have had for his anthor
and predecessor some Apostle, or at least some
.apostolical person, who persevered with the
Apostles For so Apostolic Churches are wont
to bring forth the evidence of their estates.”
Hooker then proceeds to say: Catalogues of
Bishops in a number of other Churches (beside
the Church of Smyna) ; bsishops succeeding one
another from the very Apostles’ times, are by
Husebius and Socrates collected, whereby it ap-
peareth s0 clear, as nothing in the world more,
that under their, and by their appointment this
order began, which maketh many presbyters
subject unto the regime of some one bishop.”
Finally to the eternal discomfiture of the
traducers of Hooker and of the Church, which
he defended against fanatic Romanist or Pro-
testant, he writes, ‘““Wherefore let us not fear
to be herein bold and peremptory, that if any
thing in the Church’s government, surely the
first institution of Bishops, was from heaven, was
evenof God : the Holy Ghost was the author of it.”
Thus much for the testimony of Hooker upon
questions such as Unity, Episcopacy, and Apos-
tolic succession, which with all but the most
ignorant and factious have been settled cen-
turies ago, and for all ages. We might in like
manner adduce abounding testimony to the
barmony subsisting between the Apostolical
Fathers, and the giants of the Anglican Re-
formation, but one more must suffice,—Bishop
Pearson, the peerless expounder of the Apostles
Creed. Space permits butone quotation which
in ite unmutilated completeness, will be foand
the arrow of truth to confound the wilful and
false gain-sayer. Bishop Pearson wiites :*“There
is a necessity of believing the Catholic Church,
because excepta man be of that,he can be of none.
For being the Church,which is truly Catholie,con-
taineth within it all which are truly Churches.
‘Whosoever is not of the Catholic Church, cannot
be of the true Church. That Church alone,
which first began at Jerusalem on earth, will
bring us to the Jerusalem in heaven, and that
alone began there, which always embraceth
“the faith once delivered to the saints,” (Jude 3)
Whatsoever Church pretendeth to a new begin-
ning, pretendeth at the same timeto a new Church-
dom, and whatsoever is sonew isnone. So neces-
sary is it to believe in the Holy Catholic
Church. Having thus far explicated the first
part of this article, I conceive every person saf-
ficiently furnished with means of instruction,
what they ought to intend when they pro-
fess to believe the Holy Catholic Church.
For thereby every one is understood to de-
clare thus much. I am fully persuaded and
make a free confession of this, as of a necessary
and infallible truth, that Christ by the preach-
ing of llis Apostles did gather unto Himself a
Church, consisting of thousands of believing per-
sons and numerous congregations, to whizh he
daily addced such as should be saved, and will
successively and daily add to the same unto the
end of the world, so that by the virtune of his
all-sufficient promise, I am assured- that there
was, hath been hitherto, and now is, and here-
after shall be, so long as the Sun and Moon en-

dure, a Charch of Christ one and the same. This
Church, I believe, in general holy, in respect of
the author, and, institutions and administration
of it, particularly in the members, here I ac-
knowledge it really, and in the same hereafter,
perfectly holy. I look upon this Church not
like that of the Jews, limited to one people and
confined to one nation, bnt by the appointment
and command of Christ, and by the efficacy of
his assisting power, to be disseminated through
all nations, to be extended to all places, to be
propagated to all ages, to contain in it all trutha
necessary to be known, to exact absolute obe-
dience from all men to {he commands of Christ,
and to furnish us with all graces necessary to
make our persons acceptable, and our actions
well-plessing in the sight of God. And thusT
believe the Holy Catholic Chu-ech.”

thus asserts beyond cavil the uni Pearson
the unity of the Church of Christ, andso far
from reflecting in the most remote degree upon
Apostolical succession, or Episcopacy every-
where considers them asEcclesiastical and Serip-
tural axioms. He tells us ‘“that Church alono
which began at Jerusalem on earth, will bring
us to Jerusalem above,” and that “whatsoever
Church pretendeth to a new beginning, preten-
deth at the same to a new Churchdom is none.”
In these times of uuscrupulous, wicked falsifi-
cation, it is to be hoped that those who preach
another Gospel, and would deceive the unwary,
may be met by a new interest on the part of
every intelligent layman of the Church in the
perusal of the exhaustive works of Hooker,
Pearson, Hall and and others, in defence against
Romanist and Puritan alike of ‘“‘the faith once
delivered to the saints.”

GUILD INSTRUCTIONS, NO. VI

—

(From Church Bells.)

Having seen what were thedistinctive marks
¢ ruotes of the Church in its earliest stage, as
d escribed by St. Luke in the Acts and by St.
P aul in bis Epistles, wehave next to notice that
~vhenever any chauge has been made in any of
these essential features of the Chureh, either by
additions or subtractions, or by material alter-
ations, that change has either not stood the test
of time or it has proved itself to be wrong by
leading to manifest and grievous mischief. Men
cannot improve on God's arrangements, they
only mar what they meddle with. Take, for
an example, a deviation from the Apostolic
plan in the matter of the external constitution
of the Church. The Apostolic fellowship and
government was one of the essential features of
the Church’s life and organization. Now what
we see in the New Testament growing up asthe
proper form of the Church’s development is &
confederation of Churches, such as Corinth, or
Alexandria, or Antioch, or Ephesus, all on one
model, and on basis of equal and friendly com-
munion. As we come down through the sec-
ond and third centuries, that picture which we
cee growing in the New Testament is found in
full life in the actual working of the Church.
It is a picture of unity and of essential identity
in constitution and government. Now whathug
done more to damage the essential unity of the
Church, as & whole, than the assumption on the

art of one single Church—the Church of Rome
—of a right’of supremacy over all therest,instead
of taking a position of equality and amity?
Those who read history know that the first rup-
ture between East and West arose not so much
from differences of doctrine as from mutual
jealousy in connection with Rome’s assumption
of supremacy. The same assumption of supe-
riority has led Rome to think it impossible for
her to learn anything from any other Church,
or to modify her practices in deference to the
feelings and interests of other Churches, so that

both she and the Church at large have lost the

benefit of the services which Churches infriend-

ly communion may reuder to one another by
supplementing each other's defects and correct-
ing each other's errors indootrine or in practice.
All this was a plain departure from the Apos-
tolic pattern, and it has brought its own pun-
ishmont with it, as we see.

And yet,at first, persons might have thought,
and some did think, that the compaoctness of
such an arrangement as that of one Church be-
ing supreme might be of signal advantuge to
the cause of truth. And doubtless the strength
of Rome's claim really lay in the fuct that many
good and religious men honestly thought sach
a supremacy an advanisge. But now that wo
oan look back upon it some hundreds of years
after, we can seo that it was an unwarranted
departure from the Apostolic model, and how
badly it has worked in consequence. We sco
how, again and again, it has provented error
within the Church of Rome from being correc-
ted by sister Churchos. We seo also how, out,
side her boarders, it has led to mutnal antipa-
thies inatead of mutua! service. Wo see also
how it has led to giving a bad name to many
sound doctrines merely because thoy were hold,
in common with ourselves, by the Church of
Rome. Injudging thus we are not bringing
railing acousations. It is easy to understand
how good men, generation after gonersiion,
were tempted to regard Roman supremacy as a
thing to be stood by for the sake of the good it
scemed to bo doing in thoso troubled times.
Even a child can understand what force of at-
tractiveness and reason there would seem to be
in the idea of & great visible community, with
all its powers for good wielded by one head
under one centralised system. But an unpre-
judiced survey of history, and a thorough ac-
quaintance with facts, tell ue that this idea has
not answered. And why not? Beeause, taking
it at its best, it was a want of faith, it wus a
trying to gain by a hard-and-fust centralisation
—that is, by & humanly devised matorial unity
—that which God had intended to be obtained
by moans Jess human and more Divine, of which
the psttern had been given in the Apostolic age.
Short-cuts generally turn out to be delusions,
though they look tempting atfirst. So k..
unity is not Chureh unity. It isnot a growih
upon the old lines. It is not even a develop-
ment of the original germ. It was not in the
gorm. For the notion of the supremacy of St.
Petor and of his see of Rome is an afterthought,
strangely brought in to justify what at first had
never been dreamed of. Roman unity, instead
of being a growth from within, is something
stuck on from the outside—an abnormal ad-
dition; and the mischief it has worlked is incal-
culable.

In the other direction also mo less ovil has
been worked by Dissent. Just as ihe idol of
Roman supremacy was set up in place of Church
unity, so the license of individualism has boen
the idol to which Dissenters have sacrificed tho
duty of conformity to Christ’s own institutions
and loyalty tothe corporate idea of the Church.
Individurl minde possessed of no extrsordinary
powers (excepting of sell-conceit), but of nar-
row culture and experienco, ai.d ofton biased by
abnormal idiogyncracies of circumstances, have
taken their stand on their own self sufficiency,
and, casting aside or ignorant of the Church’s
interprotations and testimony, huve constructed
their own private theories of Christian doctrine
and Church goverment, and, virtually assuming
a Papul infallibility have pronounced the whole
Church in all previous ages to have gone wrong,
and have claimed for themselves the power of
understanding the mind and teaching of Christ
better than the inspired Apostles themselves did.
More puritac than Christ Himself, who did not
separate Himself from the Jowish Church not-
withstanding the orrors of its teachers and
leaders, the originators of the Dissenting sects
and their followers have mude it a matter of
duty and righteousness to commit, schism.

Thus, at the root, the error of Romanism and



