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àt wýiX Iot foUlow as a conseqîlencr tit Peter was Tiic *.dvocates or the hicrarchy wili ledi eqîîally
the .Bi.%lmop of Rome, miich lgc..s it ie popes derived dirsinclined Io admit eche; alternative. The fotrmer
front hM thesiîprene atitiiority, tu which tiîey aller- %vould subvert ilicir whole systeîn. 13y the !lter il
wards laid claim. appears, that the apoýiles inoik the saine lnhcrebti n

Tona bishop la comrnittcd fliccare of otpartirtdtar il sprtual proslk.rity of the chtirch of Raine, as
floclc. 'rThe cominmssiun, on rite contrai-v. w Iti whiehhir iCtcrstsly tiiey eutcrtairued fur ai the Chriý.
Ouir Lord intruited his disciples was 'Go throug- tati Socicties wliicî lhey planted.
ont ait the wurld," IlCunvert ail nations," IlPreici 137. The saine arguments, it nsay be idded, ljy
M~e gospel tu cvery Crcature." If nîy, titerce, tviili it Is attemptcd ta bie shown lhat Peter was
'yhoit this cotntntd sasi al ressed, .'houid undertake bis/top of lîatite, wutli prove hlm to have been bishop
g fixcd charge lie %vould, by the act, foricit tii chante- of oltier churches, particuiarly of that af Atitioch.
ter and office of an apossle. IlTo suppose that nle 138. "But," zl »ii- le objecled, "if Jamnes w.as
*who had reeved titis express commifissioni, a; i'tei blsiip ai Jerusalemn wlmy might not Peter btc bishop
lagt ard ers fi-oi tihe mout ai his malr $l'ouid bc of Roume 1" If tite promises ttcre certain, the po8nt.
confineil to ihe charge of a partictîlar hlork, is to solji. btlity af the tact fur- whieli Papisîs conîend, and nal
pose him eitlîcr volîînîariiy ta resign his important the certaint, aof il %%outl be esîahlislîed. But tîtat
commission, or ta bedeprived ai* it, and thus lu tunder- James thte Jus!, bishQp or Jerusaiem, %vas fin apostie,
,go a real degradatian. For besidles tite difrerence ttis b* no means ascertained. Thse ccîntrary vida held
respect of cxtent between ie two commlfis s -ions, tue *ii'Lsebitis, liegesipp)u.., Epipbaîîius, Jeromne, Grc-
department of an apoetie is clîieliy ainaîîg infiis, gory of Ny'sse, (Jhrysostorm aîîd altiers, aIl of whom
whom he is cotumatdcdf "te couvert," malheteuii considered te intidvidual lit quîestian ta bie one ai thse
thse departineuîtoci a bibiiop is ciifly amiong believer,b sevcit)y disciples. Wilien te preiniscs are iletermin.
whom hie is ajppinîedi di'laskein, Iltu tcaci."* cd, we shahl, wvithoît it estioî, admît the conclusion,

133. Thtat Peter cauid îlot hc btshop of Rame, may witici, htowever, svill bc lind altogether instîfi.
.bc eviiscedl from thse El;,tle to the Giatsiuts,t iti cictit fur dctcrtniniitg thse question nt isesue.
a'hich lie is terîned "lthse Apostle ofiltre circtîmci- 139. We have endeavourcd ta stiow that Peter was
slan," iu contradistiiîctioîi ta Patîl, %viio Sens Pre- ntîctier a biçtop, nor the b.iNlîop (if Rome; but even
etninently intrusteci wiih thc convers on of tise (en- conceding tiie,e points, it were îout diicuit ta refuIe
tMes. It izs incouiccivabie, tliieefore, limaI, appoilued lthe claiivit iei rite popes have I«ouiîdtcd open their
Ito etidcnvotr in.».çaivatinit aof Il s bretireit accordtin. supposed successions ta titat aposhie.
.to the flesli," Peter sitouid tînderiake flic fixed super- 'rtlp.,er was lînnottreil to, be thte pre.sident nf the
intendience ai a church, coiniposcd aimost entirciy of apustoltr coilege, appears e%-idenîiy- frutn tise epithet-
convertsfroi hcathettism. prolos, applieui ta tîtî by Maîthew.

134. lrenoeus in the second century, Rth'iu, Tiat this lutte did flot refer la the lime of fis con.
Epiphanius, Eusebiiîs, in lthe fouthl, and lte apoàtoiic verý.îon ts rendcred certain by the l'art, that Andrew
constitutions, refcrred Io tise bcgiiining of lte ilt wss caîled eoehm n hti a orfrnei

cenury cocti i stin tht tthPetr ad Prdthe oriter in which the mnies are enumerated, ap.
were founders ai flie Roman cltuyc, and titat Litons p tour rotlite word itseiif, whîch is not proton, but
was ordained by tiîem as-fi.rsbisiop. At tiseenctof erfP
the foui-ti century, riserefore, tiougis botu lte abcv prolos, au epilitet, "ltue fiist."
snentioned aposties were teg-.irded asfoIundcrs ot the Tu'le saine is also apparent troin the langiuage eut.
,ciiurch aI 1ame,.netîhter was believed la have beexi rluyed by Luke in the Acts ai the Aposties. "'Peter
.ifs bisltop. ato te eieven,> IlPeler and the i-est ai the aposlles,'

135. Thse argument founded an the applicatiotn ai IlPeter with lte rest," are expres;sions whtich appear
the epithel, Ilapostoite," la the sec, and ai "pope" 10 indicate thati, on sote ground or other, tbis apostie
la the bishop ai Raine, is conuued by tirte fier, thaI was con.sidiered the ~fi rat of lais oriler. This boueur
dnring the first îhree cenuries, tîtese ternis svere was doubiess cun';erred as a reward for lise import-
unapprapriaîed. Ail the chîtreles pianîed by the ant conflession lira trade by him.
.apostîle. were, for lthaI rejison, dentutiuated "a(iposta- 140. The obt;ervalians formerl' applielot the rela-

*tiiand papa or father, was cominon, perliapsl lo ive dig-nity ai bisisap and pre.shyter iii the carly
.al slp, certainly to ait inelropolians and patIn- rhurch, ma3 , withot ioepropriety, lie crnsferred to

.arche. Tise tilles as well as the power, whicitlîad lthe case now 1hiore us. Peler svas Ilthte jir.9t" af
.originally been vtsted tn many, were, by successive thse aposies; but neitiser in dignity nor auîbariîy
encroachments, finaily en.-rossed by lite Ponlîtis. superzor ta thein; thatigh the first lie was one of tise

136. Tise opinion witich wc are etideavouriti; ta order.
.refuite, seemns to have aieti front an inaccutrate ap. Ta prove that no power was possessedl by Peter,
.pication of the word Ilbishop." The saine itista- wiîh. which thse other apasties wère not. equaly in-
Mrans, amang atisers Epiphantus and Eubebins, who vesîed, il ntay nal lie impraper ta instance îhe very

.asserl, tisatI "Linus first exercised uit Rame the wor-ls irons shiel the papes, by a spéices af renson-
episcapal office." with wisich he was inîrusled during ing, the stnguiarily ai %vhicis has -beeui equalled only
thelir liCe-lujne by Peler and Pul, terîn these apostieb by its -succesýs,have deduced the'ir possession of' a] l
also "I bisisops ai the churcit ai Rome." Recourse poer, in iteaven and an earth. "!Thon art Peler,e'
mustIb li adt, thereiore, la ane af tise tco futlowing saO ur Lard, " and upan titis rock 1 wil huild mye
suppositions; eiîse.r there was a p!urality ai bisttapb churr.h," &c. But Paul iniormns the saints ait Ephe.
in the Ramisis ehurch, or îiîough Linus wus t/te Jxed sus , that îthey were Ilbuiît an thse fltudation of thte
,ovruer, thse aposîles Peter and Paul exercised, whtle apustles"t in general.
in the city, agetteral inispection over tisase who by 141 The powero ai &dn n esig h?3e
,their meaps .bad beçrs brouglit toa knowlcîlge of tihe dnadlosgw ier
eGospel. taeann we aîîach ta these wards, wns first confer-

Tits sppoilits s cnflmedlîytueNcwT~t red an Peter; but aur Lord sisortiy aller addirese
ThLqupostioi i cofimedby he.VewTc a- hefollowing langirage toaith disciples--" What.

ment, and is consistent with thse office of an aport C soever ye shafl bind on earth shall le bonnd in
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