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To hum be all the praiso.

Rice Lake, October, 1811,
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JUDGMENT QI OUR REFORMERS 0N ATUSTO-
LICAL 81 CCESSION,
{From tho Lundou Record)

In our jormer notice of thix subject, we
sad, that to rrevonl mstake, the term,
% Epiacopaly”” ehould be here used, and naot
# Apostohical ** for the successton of orders, |
and not of doctrine, is what 19 mtended
Whatever may be thought of sacerdotal)
ruccession, it cannot be viewed ax iwmpor-!
tant as the suiccesgion of truth, except \vo!
adopt the strange notion that the suceess;
and efficacy of truth is made dependent on
certan orders of mmgters 3 than which no. |
thing can be more groundless, as 1t hax;
neither Scripture, nor reason, nor expe.
rience 1n it favour; but it s what avagrant
unagination alone has discovered while
under the guidance of spiritual amtation.

Bishop Jewel, both in lus Apology and
Defence, wholly concurs in opinon, on ths
pomnty, with Archdeacon Phdpot and our
other martyred Reformers. e objoe's not
to succession, but mmmtains that true reh.
gion is not confined to 1t; on the contrary,
that false religion has often been found
connected with it. e does not therefore
make it an essential pomt n the constitu-;
tion of a Christian Church.  Inlus Apolery
he says:

“'Fhe grace of God is pronused toa pons
mind and one that fearcth Gody—not to
chairs and successions~—If the placg and
designation of isolf sutlice, then Managsel
seconded David, and Cauaphas Asron; and;
an idel hath often stood m the temple ot
God.”—P. 191,

Of singular unport are the followings ex-
tracts from the Defence:

“ Lawful succession standeth not only in
posseseion of place, but alvo, and mveh ra.
ther, in doctrme and diigence~If 1t were
certain, that the rehigion and truth of God
passeth evermore orderly by sugcession,
and none otherwise, then were succession
a very ﬁood substantial argument of the
truth.  But Christ saith:—In cathedra Mo-
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sis sedent scrsbae el Pharisar; by order of!
succession, * The Scribes and Pharnsees si, !
m Moses’s chaw’ Ann s and Canaphas,!
toucling succession, were as well priests’
as Aaron and Eleazar. Of successon Puul
saith to the fasthful at Ephesus -—* ¥ know |
that after my departure, ravemng wolves,
shall enter and succeed me: and out ot
your own sgelves there shall (by succes-,
si0n) &pring up wen, epeakng porvcrscly.':

without them. They are no apostates, Mr.!
Harding : that ix rather your name, and of,
gl right belopgeth ta you. They are, for

_a great part, learned amd grave godly men,

tand ire much axhamed to ree your toiles..
+ Notwithstanduye, of there 1a not one, neither,
“of them nor of we left alne, yet would nut
theretore the' whole Chareh ot England fiee
o Lomaine.  Tertulltan sasth,—* And we
being lavmen, are we not prostat ]«

dom and prieats unte God his Father. The
arthority of the church, and the honour by
the as<embly or council ot arder ranctitied
by Ge', hath made a difference between
the clergy and lnty.  Where there i« no
axsembly of ecclosantical order, the prieat
bemyg there alone (without the compauy ot
other priests), dath both numster the wbls.
tion and also baptize. Yea, and be there
but three together, and though they be lay.
men, yot 18 there a Church: for every une
hiveth ot lug own swth.' "—I" L

The brmmgmg forward of this passage
from Tertulhan, in connection with Episco-
pacy, can leave no doubt in our mands res.
pecting Jewel's views.  Like our other Re-
tormers, he regarded Hpiscopacy as the
best forin, but not essential. ~ Nor can we
be surpnised at this: fory like Rradford,
and, we believe, alt our martyred Reformers,
Jewel did not think that there is any scrip.
tural authority for Epscopacy as a distinet
order from Presbytery.  Had he, therefore
been a ~trong adv ocate for succession, whnch
he was not, he could not have held the
ndispensable neceesity of Episcopal suc-
cession.  His thoughts on this subject will
be seen from the following quotations :—

 Mr. Harding saith,—¢The Primates hd
authority over other inferior bishops. 1
grant they had so. IHowbeit they had by
agrreament and custom, but neither by Christ,
nor by Peter, or 'aul, nor by any right ot
God's word.  St. Jerome saith, (In Ep. ad
Tut. ¢. 1.)—*Let bishops understand, thit
they are above the priests, rather of custom
than auny truth or nght of Chnist's institu.
tion 5 and that they ought to rule the Church
altorether.’ And again, (In cod. loco )—
*Therefore a pricst and a bishoup are bath
ane thing ; and before that, by the mflannng
of the devil, parts were taken m rel:gion,
and these words were uttered by the penple,
+1 hold of Paul, I hold of Apollos, 1 huld m
Peter,’ tho Churches were governed by the
common advice of the priests.” St Augus.
tine saith, (Ep. 19.)—The office ot'a bishop
1= above the office of a priest (not by “the
anthonty of Seripture,” Jewel adds, “ but”)
after the aumes of honour, which the cestom
of the Church hath now obtained.”” (.
111.) Agam, i another place, Jewel says:

“ What meant Mr. Harding here to come

thesr en, stherwise mnat hely and orthe.
dox ! but,’ he save agaw, *Une answer 1
not to be borne!  RBut | shall proae that
thin i not enly to he borne, hut that @ wt,
be peeterred 1o all other an<wers 1t in
advocated by Eraonus, who says— Ant.
quity mkes na dulerence hetween a pree.
hyter and a bishop, an Jetuue teaien®
1 advorated by phensae v Casiei, wha
“doclares, *Jorome was of such an oo,

fwnitten, Chest hath made us both a ng.:lh.ﬂ ho believed a Wishep and a presinter

“to be of the same ordee aned anthonty *
| Behold even another, even Bellarong —
*Jerome,’ he wave, tserme i 1ery dord o
have been of that opunen®  Amd was he
alone? s Anselm mu‘ Seduliue,’ abds Bel.
“latunne, ¢ acconnadated their own vpimpen
fto that ot Jerome;' which «ame opiion
_vour M. dina hus ascribed to 1l the Fathiers
alike "=Puar. 1, ¢ 2

We shall alko pefer on i peint to n,
work ot Biehop Stlling b et, the Irrnicr m;
it which Lie gives an aceount of the calte !
tents ot a manuscrpt of Archbishop Cran.
mer, Whelt he had mn lus possession. 1t
was a document that contamed the procend.
tngs of an assenhly ot divines, which mnt-
at Windsor Castle by the onler of Kuy
Bdward the Sith, about the begmmug of
s rern. There were certam guestions
proposed, which eaecl of thexe diviaes an.
aswered m wntng.  “The Archinshop'’s an.
swers to some ol them are given by Sul.
lingfleet from the manuxeript. One of the
questions was coneeriing the orunal diffe. |
rence between bishops and priests.  Cran-,
mer's atvwer was this t— i

“The bishops and priests were at one
time, and were af treo things, but both ene
affice, m the begrnmng ot Christ’s rehgon’
—P, 300 .

“ Another quertion was about consecra.
twn; to which ¢ ranmer gave this ansuer:!

“In the New Textament, Le that i ap.:
puitited to lie 2 ishop or a priest needeth ne
congecration by the Senpture | t‘nrv!ucn--n!
or appointing thereto was sufficient.” Aad?
Cranmer gane this alse 28 s oprion t—|
“Che peaple, before Christian princes were, |
commonly dul elect their tushops - amd’
priests.” Then Sullingfleet proceeds thus:

“Iu the same manuxcript it appeare, that
the Bishop of S, Asaph, Thirleby, Redman,
and Cor, were all of the same opimon with
the Archtushop, that at first Jashops and

expressdy aite the opmon of Jerome with
approbation. Thus we see by the tesn.
wmony, chiefly of him who v.28 wstrumenta)

BEpiscopacy as a distinet order from Pres-
bytery or Divine right, but only as a pru.

better goverming in the Church.” —P. 03

‘

presbytersicere the sume , and the twe latter,

in our Keformation, that he owned not:
i thetn s dretheen.
dent conatitution of the civil magistrate for!
{

diferonces uf opinion on this sabjectbetween
our Refurmers sad theee on the Continent,
B held, that the fiem of Uhureh gorerns
ment 18 pot specifically  datuled of ¥Xs
presaly enponed 1a Renpture, and that ibe
teeat guveenment s that which 1a bewt selind
mthre rigenmataneens of the nmes  Henco 1t
was that v Refirmer did not make any
serime ubjeetion to the ecclevmatieal onlet
wl thinte wn the Cuntinent . noe dil the
Contmentdl divines, not excepung Calmw,
nppose rf"“"'l“"" av woch, hal manly tte
abingers The conmon opmeh was, (0 nee
the worde of Riskop Sidingfleer, *that mo
vie form of U hurh govermneat 1s w0 becoss
%21y 1o the ez of a Church, bhat that &
god and peaceable Uhnaton may and onght
to contorm hunse!f ta the guvernment of the
plae wheee heliven ‘The extrancdinary
vitlurs wWlich are caid by [ractanans ta be
copureted with Epvveopal successian, are
heeeby completely negatived And indeed
they never have bad any existenee except

‘i the fantastic imagmmtions of men stabls

tion of poestly doavratin,
Whai has been »ttid respecting our Res
formers cannnt be rraan thly dputed; but

‘& chawge of vpimion gradualfy oo place in

many ol theyr »suecesaite \What was view.
o] by oor [leformors av comperatively iadif-
terent, béing not preserbed i the word of*
God, becatie by dereen imporiany, and
teoin being importat, it grew 10 ho ewvential,

,Such has been the progrese of erronsous

views un thie savjeet  Sowe, holding the
last opinion, wen an the Churel as earle an
the reign ot Chatles the First, of not eaclier
Su goun did Popeh eorraption ereep in
amanyg s memhers ' Harter 1ntny Trealiee
on Church Gorernmen!, published dening
the Prutectarate, cxpressly refers 10 heo
rlaszes of Fpncopalua &t that time 5 akd
the samp are ex.sting at preaent. * Of lato
vears,” he says, “a oo stran of Bisho
werg antreduced, diffrong muck from the
old, and yet pretendiny to adhere fo the
Articles and ilmmh--- v (Ree Dinserte.
fumg, prer, [ 6. And he cally them, the
ute, *the vls Fperopal pany,” and the
other “the ncw EFpiseopal party.,”  Ande
the difference between them ha states in -
these worls 1=

“The old Tipireopal divines dil teke

.

“‘Lpist‘opnt)’ to be Arsfer Vhan Vroshyterian
j equality, but nat n. . rssary to the being of 8

H

ut tho noe prelatical diviawe of
both sof uncliurel thise rhutches thei are
aot prelatical.  The old Epicopal Sivives
did lld the foreiga Protestant Chorehes ia
Irauce, Saves, Holland, Gengva, Helvetis, -
&e¢., that haa ns prelates, as true Churehes,

churel

anu thor posors as the true mutisfers

of Chast, and lughly valued and lionoured A
Bt the newe sort do djs-
oun them all as pa churches, though they -
acknowledge the Chureh of Rame 10 be a
itrue Chureh, - and thetr ordinatzon valid."—

‘I'herefore St. Jerone saith :—Nan sancfo- 1n with the difference between priests and{  Stilingflect then goes on to show that ; Pp. 7.8
rum filu sunt, qui tenent iocc sanctorwm. hishops! Thinketh he that priests aud,our Reformers in Queen Ehzabeth’s e “Ihere was here certamnly 2 consistency-—
(Ihst. 40.)— They be ot always the chu- lyshops hold only by tradition ! Or is 1t solwere of the same opunen, that they dud nol i 1o discanl the furcign Churches, and toown
dren of holy men, that (by succession) have 'hornble « heresy as he maketh 1, to say,: consider Episcopacy as “absolutely pre<.ihe Church of Rome.—tu deny the right-
the places of holy men. "—Pp. 38, 127, "that by the Scnptures of God the blshopicnbcd and deternuped in Scriptare as the | hand of foliowship to Churches haolding the
And having refersed to the notorwusand pricsts are all one? Or knoweth helonly necessary form to be abserved in the grath, asd to extend it to a Church awfull
heterodoxy and palpable vices of many of how fur and unto whom he reacheth the; Church.”” \We shall add the remarks which ' sunk in apostacy ! "The one cannot be weil
the Biehops of Roine, Jotwel speaks thus of 'name of an heretic? Venly, Chryscstom!tollow :— idone without the vther  There 1 no hating
the Popish succession, and the same may 'saith,—(Inter Epmscopum el Presbyterum 'T'he first who =olemnly appeared iniof hght. without luovaug tarkaess. ‘The
be said of the Lractarian :— “onterest ferme mbid.  (In 1 Tim. Hom. i) vindication of the Eughsh Juerarchy was!same thing, the very ssng thing, 18 done at
“ This is Mr. Harding’s holy ruccession! —s Between « bishop and a priest there 1} Archbishop Wiatzaft, s sage and prudent the peescut day.
Though faith fail, yet succession musi in a wauner no difference” St Jerome man, whom we cannot zuppose either igno-”  Now, what we complan of, and, ws
hold : for. unto such succession God hath saith, somewhat in a rougher sort,—*Ihear, rant, or utrad, or unwillmg to defend it ; thnk, justly, 18 shis,~that the church of
bound the Holy Ghost! But 3t Paul saith. ' say, there ia one become so peevish that he i vet he fre inently agamst Cartieright asserts England stoakd be represenisd as counte-
* Fanh cometh,’ not by succes: pn, but *by wetteth deacons before priests, that i1s to-that ‘the fimn of dirciphine 18 nat plrhcu.'nam-mg what 1t dues nut countenance ; as
hearing ; and hearing cometh’ net by legacy say, before bishops ;- whereas the Apastle larly xet down m Senipture.”  And agam, 'holding what the Chusel of Rome holds,
or wheritance from bishop to bishop, but’ planly teaches us, that priests and bishops ¢ No kend of governmont 16 expressed inthe wanieh gt dors not, and as sepadinting what
of the word of God.” They are not always be ali one! St Augustine saith—*What word, or can be necessanly concluded fromn aur Reformets did not repudiate. i is
godly which succeed the godly. By suc-)is a bishop but the first priest, that is, the ! thence i’ which he repeats aver agam, * No whiliy unjust, and beirays cliher ignorancy
cession, Christ saith, Desolation shall sit i highest priest™ 5o saith St Ambrose,— 1vrm of Church government 1 by the or semething much worse  If any of its
the holy place; and Antichrist shall press +"There 1s but cne consecration of priest 'Senptutes preecribed 10 or commanded the ' members adopt the Romish view of ‘succes-
10¢0 the room of Christ. It is not sufficient and bishop, for boti:of them are priests, but | Chureh of God”  And ro De. Cosine, hun s1on, let thein set 1t forth as their own, and'
to claim succession of place; it behoveth the b.shop is the first.” "—I% 19, -Clesneellor, in anawer to the ©Abstract :* ot that of our Church lor thay have no
us rather to have regard to the succession| We may adduce here. on the same sub.' <Al Fhurches have not the game forin of just prounds to ascr.be to o wsh 3 voton.
of doctrine.’'—P. 13 fject, the sentiments expressed by Morten, discipline, teaner is 1t necessary that they They may. if they plea- e, 1dduce Yus fismes
And again he says '\— « Bishop of Durham. m the reign of Charles should, reeinze st canunt o prored that any of vihers 1o our Chuzch whe tdop(od the
“ The faith of Christ, Mr. Harding, gocth the First. From his book, Apelogia Catha- certan purficntnr form of Church govern- same view, but this canunt implicate the
not always by succession. 'The bishaps of lieq, we translate the follswing passazes. went 8 omsand-d 10 ug by the word of Church.  Aod ek antaaces, huwgver ny-
Rome have been Ariavs, Nestonans, Mono- - He introduces the objection of the Papiots,. God.*  To the xutue purpose 18 Dr. Lone, 10 megeus, czn unly prove the inconusteacy of
tholite, and otherwise found n hpsnible and answers it :— ue Complaias o f the L kurch :==* No eertory men And 1o Jifend su-h 2 view on sools
heresies.”—I. 341. i wThe questim is not concernmir every form ol guvesnment is proweribod an the an authorty, s to Josiiy ono ssconmatency
Tle above extracts suffiziently prove.!(difference. b conrormng the difference of ‘word, on'y general rulex Jad down for 8" hy anather. 111 the same thing a8 to 4%~
that BishopJewel did tot couswder the true order, or the cr of ordammrg (potestats Bishop Hedzes eavee *God hath not ex. cuse a dishonest sct by slicgiog that ethers
Church necesearily depeudent upon Epis- ordimzndi). The opponent —¢ Aenius, the pressed the 1orin of Church gosernment, at Lave been guilty of the wamo—x plen that
copacy, but on the docirine ot the gorpel.heretic, denied the ‘difference, of order by:least not xv aa 1o Sind us to 11" They wiur no court uf justice c3n allow,
He viewed the Church as connected with! Diviac righs: a0 do the Protestants.!  Axn-'please but to consult the third Buok of  There ate two setivus evils arising from
the truth, and not with any partiular order{sirer—"The same thing does Jezome hold, learnedana judiciovs Jfookear's Ecelesicstical this act f ngusiice tw the Choreb.  "The
of Church government.. But the following: nor do tue other Fathers assert any thing: Pality, may sce the mutabslity of the {orm one is, that an approzch is berohy nsde to
Pﬂllwu are more decisive >— idifferent.  Mich. Medina affirmsy.that not{of Church guvernment largely assertod and ;the most degenersed and corrupt “commm-
“We . peither - have bishops without. unly Jorome thought the same in this res-|fully proved.”—P. 394. nion on esxih; and fhat 10 & partiovlar fhat
Charch, nor Church without bishops. Nei-ipect with the Acrians, but also Ambrese,| According 1dwhat Stitlingfleet aficrwards | has boen the grout stay. goard, and defence

b o " doth thy of England .this way| 4 L Sedwdins, Primesius,  Chrysos-| praves by evideat quotatiors,-thers were no [of its drendial corruptions. . It Aes besn
ot R 81 Slbly Erintsit, Chpieare y CTe auokionsy hes warene ol s G orn o




