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These opinions were unknown in the Chur<:h of England, during the

earlier part of her existence as a Reformed Church ; and the most pious

and distinguished of her Divines, from the Reformation downward*?,

have always cordially acknowledged the Church of Scotland and the

other Presbyterian churches of the Reformation, as true churches of

Christ, and their Ministers as huvfuUy and validly ordained. For

example, I make the following extracts from Profeasor Miller's work

on the Christian Ministr}', page 29, where he is arranging Episcopalians

in classes according to their several opinions with regard to church

government :
—<'The first consists of those who believe that neither

Christ nor his Apostles laid down any particular form of ecclesiastical

government to which the church is bound to adhere in all ages.

That every church is free, consistently with Divine will, to frame

her constitution agreeably to her own views, to the state of society, and

to the exigencies of particular times. These prefer the Episcopal

government, and some of them believe that it was the primitive form; but

they consider it as resting on the ground of human expediency alone, and

not of Divine appointment. This is well known to have been the opinion

of Archbishops Cranraer and Grindul ; of Bishop Leighton, of Bishop

Jewel, of Dr. Whitaker, of T^ishop Reynolds, of Archbishop Tillotson,

of Bishop Burnet, of Bishop Croft, of Dr. Stillingfleet, and of a long list

of the most learned and pious Divines of the Church of England, from

the Reformation down to the present day." * * * a Another class

of Episcopalians go further. They suppose that the government of the

church by Bishops, as a superior order to Presbyters was sanctioned by

Apostolic example, and that it is the duty of all churches to imitate this

example. But, while they consider Episcopacy as necessary to the

perfection of the church, they grant that it is by no means necessary to

her existence ; and accordingly, without hesitation, acknowledged as true

Churches of Christ, many in which the Episcopal doctrine is rejected, and

Presbyterian principles made the basis of ecclesiastical government.

The advocates of this opinion, also, have been numerous and respectable,

both among the clerical and lay members of the Episcopal Churches in

England and the United States. In this list appear the venerable names

of Bishop Hall, Bishop Downham, Bishop Bancroft, Bishop Andrews,

Archbishop Usher, Bishop Forbes, the learned Chillingworth, Archbishop

Wake, Bishop Hoadley, and and many more."

As an instance of the same Chrstian spirit, and its practical effects in

leading to charity and Christian fellowship between the different branches,

of the Church of Christ, it may be mentioned that Dr. Carleton, Bishop

of Llandaff, and several other English Divines, some of whom were

afterwards Bishops, as, for instance. Bishop Hall and Bishop Davenant, sat

as members in the Synod of Dort, which, with the exception of themselves,
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