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80 much coveled and grasped at—but we say,
that the power would he bet:er exercised by the
Presbytery, that is, by all the Bishops of a dis-
trict, than by one man. The chief duty of a
Presbyter, is the preaching of the gosgel, and
who better fitted to judge of the qualifications
of a candidate, than men engaged in the work,
who know its difficulties, and the g.fts and gra-
ces it requires. 'T'o say they can preach and
administer the ordinances, but have no concern
in the matter of appeinting others to the same
work, savors of earihly wisdom—a device in-
vented by metropolitans, and their coadjutors,
to enhance their anthority. It may be said, that
in following out this line of argument, we are
reducmg charch government to simple expedi-
ency, without any regard to divine authority.
We replr, that we rest church government on
seripture, which reguires two o ders of men,
and only twe—which are, prezching elders, and
ruling elders, or deaccns—and seeing no foun-
dation in scriptuere for the ordeining bishop, we
say, that in the nature of things ihere can be
none. What doth the church require of the
candidate for ordination 7 Isit the Hebrew and
Greek tongues, to cnable him to peruse the ori-
ginal text of holy writ? or, is it the Latin
tongue, to enable him to read the writings of
the reformers and cthers? Is it a knowledge
of the saving traths of the gospel? Ts it an
aptitude for teaching—for rehuking the careless
and comferting the afflicted ? Then we say,
that all and each of these qualifica‘ions can be
tried and judged of by the Presbyters ; and not
only so, but inasmuch as the wisdom of two, in
matters of imporiance, is of more avail than onc,
we say, that the Presbyters are better qualified
for this work than the Bishop; and were a his-
tory of the episcopal ordinations, by the churches
of Rome and England, drawn up, we think it
would bear us ont in the assertion. “Who are
the men the Reman bishops, acting on the jus
divinum, ordain? They are men who uphold
the reign of idolatry, and will wership—who
suppress the scriptures, and teach the people
to bow to graven images. And who dces rot
know that the Bishops of the reformed church
of England have in general selected those men
on whom to lay their hands who have been most
forward in preaching the Arminian doctrincs,
which theiz own articles, honestly interpreted,
condemn. But it may be said, this is an abuse
of the power, on the part of the Bishop, for
which the doctrine is not responsible. We
grant the admission, and would concede these
evils to be of no weight, were it established to
be a doclrine taught in scriplure, that Bishops

only have the power of ordination ; but we say
it is an usurpation on their part, and in the mon-
strons progeny of evil which it has produced
for ages, we sce a confirmation of this truth.

On what ground do Episcopal’ans reject tho
Pope’s authority over the Bishops ? it is simply
on this ground, that there is no seriptural war-
rant for it ; and, therefore, however long stand-
ing it may be, the absence of such warrunt is
fatal to the claim. Ve apply to themselves
the same test.  We deny in toto the distinction
which they would draw between a Presbyter
2 d a Bishop—we deny the authority of the
f: rmer over the latter, it being unsupported by
tie word of God; and however long it may
have continned in the church, this can never
make good a claim which «b initio was of no
force and cficct. It was the riches and glory
of Rome, which led the Bishop of that city to
clim auihority over all Bishops. It was no
considerations of wisdom and spiritual advan-
tage. It was simply the love of power, which
his station, as Bishop in Rome, cnabled him at
first to malke, and afterwards to persist in. And
the claim of ordination by the Bishop, who
preachrs in the chief town of his diocese, we
trace to the same origin with the usurped do-
minien of the sovereign pontiff—the superior
riches of the congregation over which he pre-
sides. The conclusion, therefore, to which we
come is this, that episcopacy is unsupported by
the word of God ; and we may add, that the
Icarned ceny to it the authuri.y of the carliest
of the fathers. ¢ As to Bishops, distinet from
Presbyters, we have no evidence except that of
Ianatius, for the iwo first centuries.  Clement
and Polycirp most clewrly recognize but two
orders.  Barnabas and Ilermas have nothing
very distinct on the subject. Justin mentions
cnly two officers in the chureh, in his time,”
(from the year of ovr Lord 132 to 167,) whem
he calls “ president,” (provestos) the very word
which Paul applies to Presbyters, in 1 Tim. 5,
7, and ¢ Deacon.” Irenacus (A. D. 184,) uses
the terms Bishop and Presbyter indiscriminately.
Thus we see the weight of evidence during the
two first centuries, is against the three orders,
which may naturally create a suspicion that
those passages in Ignatius which refer to them
are interpolaticns ; for he stands alone in what
he states, for the two first centuries, and not
only alone, but opposed tothe strongest autho-
rities during that period.”*

* Letters on the Fathers, by Misopapisticus, p. 67,
quoted inthe Edinburgh Chiisiian Instrnctor, for June,
1839, p. 219.
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