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LooREw SIRg 0 L
YIREVIOUS to the publication of your late

Dilcourfe, delivered before the Ep_ifcopéfl
Convention of the State' of Conneéticut, {o ma-
ny and fo various were the reports concérning it,
that,I ‘confefs my curiofity was fufficiently excited,
‘to makeé me wifh that it might be committed to
the Prefs. It was doubtefs décmed of ‘import-
ance, by the Convention of the Clergy and Laity
‘of your Church, that ‘it fhould be fo; they re-
quéfted a copy for the purpofe, and have grate-
fully returned you thanks for the performance.
Tt is now before the public. I have read it with
confiderable attention, and have my own opinion

of its merits. You intended it, doubtlefs, as a de- -

fence of Epifcopal Ordination and Government;
and no man in the world will pretend to difpute

- .your right of attempting to defend your own opi- -

nions ;---for it is high time to give up an opinion
when it becomes incapable of defence : And had
you, fir, refted here, your Sermon would have
pafled without any animadverfions, and have
peacefully flept with its fathers ¢ in the hands of

' . - Epyf
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¢ Epifcopalians.” ‘But you invite an inveftiga-
tion of the {ubje&l, by an infinuation, at leaft, that
all who differ from ‘you are perfons not in their
< fober fmfes,” that they are influenced by ¢ pre-

¢ judice,” and have neither  diligence,” nor *-can-
< dor,” adequate to the importance of the inqui-
ry. Youtell us, that, in the judgment of the pri-
mitive Church, all the Prefbyters on the face of
‘the earth could not ordain one Deacon, nor one
Prefbyter, and, much lefs, a Bithop. You impli-
cate in the charge of irregularity and madnefs al-
moft all the illultrious Proteftant Churches abroad;
the Churches of Germany, Holland, Switzerland,
Poland, Hungary, Denmark, France, and your own”
country, Scotland ; and candidly deprive them, to-
. gether with all the Prefbyterian Churches of this
country, of all claim whatever to the Promife,
%'1o! 1 AM WITH YOU ALWAYS UNTO THE END
% or THE WORLD ;" for thefe have none but Pref-
byterian Ordination amongft them :---their firft
founders and reformers were Prclbyters, fuch as
Luther, Calvin, Meclanélon, Bucer, Bugenhagius,
and Knox;. who ordained minifters amongft
them, and from whofe authority they miniftered
in holy things. They were once excommunicated,
by the Church of Ronre ; and, a fecond time, by
Dr szt/z ‘

You make your appeal to fources open to us
all; and I am glad to hear you declare, ¢ that it
"¢ is juft as ealy for one man or any number of
¢ men to create a new world, as to inftitute a new -
< church, different from that inftituted by Chrift.”
If then, fit, Chrift has inftituted a ChurCh, where
‘are we'to look for an account of it but in the
Scnptures of the New Tcﬂament ? w here {hal}iw 3

n
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find an authority for the obfervance of any rules
or orders refpelting it if we do not find it here ?
For 1 cannot conceive of the Inftitution of a
. Church by Jesus Curist without fuppofing that
the matter is not left fo much at large, as to
make it one thing in Rome, another thing in Eng-
land, and a third thing in Scotland; for they are
different from each other in their Conftitution and
Government. You fay fomething, indeed, a-
bout  the exifting records of inngmerable Sees.
¢ throughout the world.” Thefe may prove that
‘Epifcopal Government is no new thing, and that
yous, fir, are not the firft abettor of it; but, they
will by no means prove, if it hath not its warrane
in Scripture, that Epifcopal government was not
an Auman inflitution, and that you may not have
made fome affertions, in the plenitude of your
zeal, a little too bold and objettionable.

You have, doubtlefs, read Ecclefiaftical Hifto-
ry with an imagination filled with ideas of Patri-
archs, Fathers, Pontiffs, Priefts, Temples, Altars,
Veftments, Governments, and Rituals; and have
applied all thefe, with a thoufand extravagancies
connefted with them, to the ancient primitive
Church; and, indulging your fancy, amidft the
witchcraftof words, you have luxurioufly fed on Ec-
clefiaflical bombaft, and been fairly glutted with the
lufcious founds of High Prieft, dioccfe, &c. Indeed,
you appear to have formed very imperfetl notions .
of the manners of primitive times, and the fimpli-
city of the firft ages of Chriftianity. * ¢ The Ro-~
¢ man Catholics, and, together with them, fome
¢ other Epifcopalians, have been always fond of
¢ catalogues

* Vid. Robinfon’s Ecclefiaftical Refearches, Hiftory of the
Chul‘Ch Df ROI!IC.
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¢ catalogues of names, and- all the labours of their
¢ hiftorians have been direfted to one favourite
“ point; that of proving a regular fucceflion,
¢ The thirty-fourth upon the lift is Sylvefter, whq
‘;.‘,ﬂouriﬂletg in the reign of Conflantine ; but both
¢ he and his predeceflors were men of whom little
¢ is known but their names. Many of them were:
« tin&lured with the errors of judaizing Chriftians,
e and they kept their eyes lefs fteadily fixed on
¢¢ the intereft of the Redeemer’s Kingdom, than
« on Aaron’s Rod that budded. An Hierarchy was
¢ the obje&t which Jay. neareft their hearts, and te
¢ this attainment they chiefly direfled their la-
¢ bours. What the. Bifhop of Rome was in the
¢ city, other Bifhops were in other, parts.of Italy.
¢ The churches were, all of them, independant of
« each other, and might have continued {o to this
« day, had not their teachers inculcated a gewiﬂx
« Chriftianity, having in it the feeds of an hierar-
“ chy, which firlt produced a facred order of men
“ in imitation of the old Leviies; then funk the
«: people to elewate the order: The order created
‘2 mafter, like Aaron, wham each vaoter hoped
% to fucceed, and the whole.iffued in riots to de-
« termine which of the pretended Aarons was the
s true heir to the dignity.” At length it was dif-
s covered, that Jefus had given to _%cte,r the Keys
¢ of his Kingdom ; That Peicr had preached at
« Rome; and that the Bifhop of that City was,
“ therefore, the undoubted Chriftian Pontiff.”

Tais {pirit was by no means peculiar 10 that
age; it. has rolled along from PrieRk t9 Prieft,
-through, fucceeding generations: it went from
Rome to England, glanced at Scotland, and at
length it came to America.. We have feen it, all
s e . ‘ : monfirous




monftroys as it is, in our own day’s; for you, fir,
bave reprefented the government of the Church
of Chrift, to be « @ reflified continuation of the Few-
s<i/k,” and we are ftill, it feems, under High Priefts,
Priefls, and Levites ! ‘ : T

Tuis needed fome proof;-and you have given
it. But. I cannot tell 'whether it be meer artifice
to blind the vulgar, or real unacquaintednels with
your Bible, which led you to'adduce it. ~ As it s
not however the only * inftance of the kind which
occurs in your fermon, T rather attribute it ‘to the
Yatter, 'In order to make a Chriftian Bithop fy:
nonimous witha _}cwi{h ‘High-Prieft, you tell us,
that ¢ in the Engii/h-Bible we vead High-Prieft;
¢ but in the Greek (and the fame in the Hebréw Bi-
% ble) it ds Bifhop. Thus in Numbers iv. 16.
s¢ 2 Kings xi. 8. and in' Afs xk./ 28, and
“ in various other places both in the Old ahd
“ New Teftament.”+ But it happens very un-
fortunately for the caule you would fupport; that
we do not read Hicu Priest in either of the tests
you quote, . And, what is fill extraordinary, the

. 'Hebrew word in queftion, is not in any one in-
flance, rendered High Pricft throughout the whole
-« Englifh Bible. -~ R ' '

© Tur Hebrew word is pekuDpaTH, the plural
of pexupan; cuflos, infpeclor, prafedura, vifitatio,
and is evermore tranflated in one or otlier of thefe
fénfes. It occurs twice in Numbers iv. 16. one
‘of the paffages to which yoy refer : in the firft in-
' e A ' . Rance

* p. 13. The Doltor imc}y informs us, ¢ that Jehovah pro-
,no.vinad the Decglogne, e. the Ten Commandments, ‘from the
midt of the buming, bus unconfumed bufh on meunt Sinai t1**
S Note, pe 8,
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ftance rendered Epiffopos, and in the other Epifs
#ope in the feptuagint: and I think you cannot
better the Englifh tranflation of the verfe, ¢ And
. % to the gffice of Eleazar, the fon of Aaron the
<« prieft, pertaineth the oil for the light, &ec.
<« and the overfight of all the tabernacle,” &c. I
write, however, with fubmiffion; for, if Flcazar
muft be a Bifhop, would it not look a little auk-
ward to make him a Bifhop of 0il for the light, and
of theincenfe, and of the veffels of the faniluary 2 for
the honour of Prelacy, fir, would you not rather
Jet him remain what he has always been confider-
ed, a fuperintendant or overfeer of the tabernacle,
and of the veffels of the fanétuary, &ec. ‘

Your fecond reference is to 2 Kings xi. 18;
here we have the fame Hebrew word, tranflated in
the Greek verfion of the LXX. Epiftopous; and
in the Englifh-Bible ¢ Qfficers;” * qui excubias
agerent pro Templo, ne forte Baalite tllud violarent.
\And were thefe men Bifhops 2 If they were, there
appears to have been always a neceffity for fuch
officers, to prevent the Temple of the Lord from
being polluted by the deftruétion of its original
beautiful fimplicity, and the introdution of infti-
tutions unknown to the great founder of it.

" To end however all difpute on this fubje&t, I
will refer you to the 2 Chron. xxxiv. 12, 17, where
we have an account of certain Levites appointed
.to look after ‘workmen. (Perfons, according to
vour idea, not arrived to the dignity of a Gentle-
man in t Prief's orders in the Epifcopal Church)
“ : : But

* Poli Synopfis Criticoram, in loc. Dr. Wilton’s review.
* Thiere fecms.to be great impropricty in the application tgef
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But feeing they were only Levites, perbaps ‘Zou
will not allow them the rank of Bifhops, And
yet it is the fame Hebrew word whichis here ufed,
and which the Greek tranflators have rendered
Epifkopoi, and our Englifh tranflators « overfeers.”

. Bur although the word Epifkope fignifies,in the
general, overfight and infpetion, and may apply
either to a facred or a civil office, vet, I. acknow-
ledge, that where it occurs inthe New Teftament, .
it denotes the minifterial office. The perfons fuf-
taining it prefide in a particular congregation of
Chriftians, and are diftinguifhed from others by a
variety of names and charatters, all importing the
fame with what we now underftand by a Gofpel
Minifter, and amonglt whom therc is a perfel equal-
iy. ' ! .

7 You

the term Priefls, to any Minifters under the Chriftian difpenfa-
tion. For this charafter had always a fpecial reference to the
flaying and offering up of facrifices, which was the praper and
diftinguithing bufinefs of the Pricfts under the law, The office
they fuftained, and the facrifices they prefented, were merely ty-
ical of the prieftly office and expiatory facrifice ort;gcfus Chrift.
Since, therefore, He has once now aGually offered up himfelf
without fpot to God, as the great Aatitype of all the Jewith Sa-
crifices, and ftill fuftains the charatter in Heaven, of the Great
High Prieft of our profeflion, there remaineth no farther occafion
* for any other facrifices, and the office of Prizfts among men is no
longer neceflasy, or to be confidered as a divine inftitation. ‘I'he
New-Teftament never fpeaks of minifters under this character, as
diftinguifhed from other Chriftians ; and it is deragatory to the
honour of our Lord for any to affume it. ~ When indeed the ‘con-
fecrated Wafer came to be introduced as a real Sacrifice, by being
tranfubftantiated into' the real Body and Blood of Chrift, the de~
luded Confecrator might with fame plaufibility fancy himfelf a
Prieft; but fince the do&trine of the facrifice of the Mafs, and of
a real facrifice in the Eycharift, are both now generally rejeéted
by Proteftants; we may be well content to refign the facer-
dotal chara@ter to others, neither any longer calling our minifters
Priefts, nor our Communion Tables 4lrars, - R

B
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' Yot remember thé ffory of a fond'Mother whe.

had two Sons, James and " John, perfons of very
amiable tempers, and one of them was the belov-
ed Difcipte of Jefus Chrift. She anxioufly with-
ed the promotien of her Sons, and, miftaking the
genius of Chrift’s Kingdom, interceded with him
that they might fit, the one on his right hand, and
the other on his left, i. e, that they might be ele-
vated to fome diftinguifhed rank, and enjoy a pre-
eminence over their ‘bréthten. Here a proper

- opportunity was prefented, if any opportunity

could have been proper t0 fuch a defign, for the
eftablifhment of a fuperior order of Clergymen }

- but he abfolutely refufed to grant her requeft ; and

-

took an occafion to addrefs all' his Difciples ‘in
words which fhould ever live in our hearts, and
make us cautious of going beyond our warrant ;
& Ye know that the princes of the Gentiles exercife
< Dominion over themy and they that are great exersife’
$¢ guthority upon them ; but it fhall not be fo amongft
$¢ you ; But whofoever will be great among yoy, let hims
& be your miniftcr, and whofoever will be chief among
< you, let him be your Jervant ; even as the fon of man
& game not to be miniflered unto, but to minifler.” Je-
fus Chrift was always confiftent with himfelf : and
‘we fhould never forget that command,* which, as
the great Legiflator of his Church, he gave to
his Didciples; * Benotye called Rabbi, for one is
r mafler, even Chrift, and all ye are Brethren.”
‘And accordingly, the firft Rate of the Church was
that of popular /gfcedom, a fimple fyftem of fraternal
order. This, fir, has been proved, beyond the
power of difpute, by feveral * Authors of the firft
chara@ler for ' diligence and candor,” and who
never

* vid. Robinfons Ecclefiaftical Refearches.
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- mever wrote. fuprtficially upon any -Fubjeft.x a-
mongl whom, the ‘lc,a{n&‘{i ‘Bochme.lg ﬁp@fé |aho
rious invefligations ientitle himto upiverfal. refl-
pe&, and whole excellent underftanding gives him
a claimyo.geperal credit, has fuugx,p;gypﬁ,;t\ha&
the whole was a bufinefs of mutual eftecm, 1mply-
ing no obedience of one to another, on.any kind
of politica) ~fubjeltion, . to which, adds he,, the
Court.of ‘Rpme, AND EVERY OTHER HYERAR;
cay Tpan.t He divides .ancient Ecclefiafticq]
Hiltory into three periods, and, to- each, affigns-a

diffeyent fyftem, “In the :firit period, which,ine
cludes the three. firk Centyries,, the union: of

- Chriftians was precifely fraternal, Tubfifting in eve-

" ry individual Congregation : that out of this exter:

nal union’arofe one, which he-éalls extérnaly vini-

ting feveral - Congregations ' together, and hénce

- Communidn, ar Common-union : and’ the:difci-

plive was a confederate.eqirality : no perfon. wap

compelied w join a ;Church ;. each was admitied,
at his own requeft, by.the confent of the- whole

Society 5 and, in cafes of removal fram-gne Conr

gregation to another, a:letter ‘of Teflimony -was

the regular Introduétion. - Affairs- were debated

- and tranfafted by all ; whoever were excluded

were excommunicated “by. joint copfent, and

if they : repented : and.xequefted. re:admiffion,
they were re-admitted in the fame. manner.

Church Officers were voluntarily feleéted for the

fake oftorder. . L L i 0

[ IS O SN A.:l;'“'; PO : ’ . " “,'\, LR ‘Iﬂ
o A Lm0 gt ey

4+ Fratgmo myse igtet fe ?ﬂd’ut’ femet jnvieem fratres appel-
lantes—¥ec interna unio facile producebat externam—quam
. catholichm dix€ré—Unio hiec omnis in fide vivida'et veritate di-
vina, non etiarit fia fubjectione §uadam politica quetitur, quam
saria. Romana, quam Epifcopalts genius quam denique hierarchia
quzvis intendit. &c. Boehemeri ]gns ecclefiaftic, Proteftant, tom,
4 lib, 5. De feifmaticie., -~ - - - SRR .
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~ " In the third centaty, Jewilh Theology drew off
the attention of Chriftians from the fimplicity of
l'ﬁfus and the Golpel, and fixed it on an hierar-
chy, particularly in the great and wealthy Church-
es of Rome; - Antioch, Alexandria, and Carthage.
This introduced, by degrees, a fecond period, and
4 new fyftem’ of Ecclefraftical Government, na-
med by Boehmer, < the Epifcopal Syfiem of Church.
 Law.” This period extends from the latter end
of the third Centuryto the time - of Charlemagne.

"The trouble of confulting the people was now no
Yonger néceflary ; facérdotal authority was introdu-

cedyand as many principalities were {et up as Bi-

ﬁzog_ric/ts;' e

“Tae. third {yftem, called .the Papgl,. was in-
troduced when the : Bifhop of Rome arofe above
}aw, and became the fole arbiter of all Eaclefiafti-
cal affairs: when he claimed to himfelf authority
over his Brethren, and all Spiritual Government
was ‘made to iffue from him as from a common,
though polluted fource.t 1t is from this foun-
tain, fir, yoiur are ambitious of drawing your author-
jty for'the regular adminiftration of minifieriai of-
fices: 'but you forget that youare a Proteftant by
profeflion; and-are unwarily forward to give fta-
bility to the dying life of a Church .yqu have re-
mounced. - © v Tl L

- Tuar there is a divine appointment ta the office
~ - of the miniftry, is an important truth ; not at all the
~lefs evident becaufe it has-been exploded by fome

who pretend to. greatér freedom of thought and
enquiry than others. " It is a diftate of natural
light and -common reafon ; that -'thexel[fhoulfd be

EURELEE ITEEOR IS | S S Y AT LA ome

*+ Bochmeri Jus Ecclefiattic, Tom, g«
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fome appointed to, leadin the public offices of de-
votion ; to inftradl, to admonifh, to exhort, and
comfort others.” The circumftances of the Church.
require fuch ‘affiftapce, and it is fit that proper
perions fhould be chofen to the office; who are
duly qualified for fuch fervice, and inclined to de-
vote themfelves to it. Nor can we, who believe
the divine aathority of the: Scriptures, queftion
whether it be agreeable to the divihe will, fora
particular order of men to be fet apart for this
purpofe, whilft we find their diftin& work fpecifi
ed and their qualifications defcribed, the duties of
the people towards them enjoined, and the con-
tinuance of the Office to the end of the world

lainly declared and provided for; and we re-
Jjoice in the condefcending goodnefs of our divine
Lord who «*gave fome, Apoftles ; and fome, Pro:
« phets s-and fome, Evangelifts ; and fome, Paftors
¢ and Teachers ; for the pufcﬂ&ingqf the Saints, for
“ the work of the Mimiftry, for the édifying of the
 Body of Chrift :” He appointed both extraordi:
" mary and ordinary Officers in his Church: The
former, viz. Apoftles, Prophets, Evangelifts, who
were furnifhed with extraordinary gifts and pow-
ers, for fpecial purpofes and feafons; the lat-
ter, viz. Paftors and Teachers, for ftanding ufe
and benefit; and, as 1ong as Chrift hasa Churchin
the world to be built up, fo long there muft be a
fet of men whofe facred employment is to attend
that momentous affair. Thefe Officers in the
. Church are frequently called Bifkops or Querfeers,
Prefbyters or Elders ; nor does any diftinftion be-
tween thefe two appear in the New Teftament,

nor do we find the latter reprefented as an orde;
ot 0

* Eph, iv, 11, 12,
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of men: fubordinate -and inferior to the formet.
5o that to thofe who believe the word Prefyicr te
be a name of Office, the identity. of the Ofhice de-
noted by the names Prefbyter and Bifhop, one
would think fhould. be very evident. Perhaps,
Sir, I am going over old ground when I fuggeft
to you the following confiderations ; but they.are
fo important and fatisfatory, that I muft sot emit
them; and I hope I fhall not be deemed wanting
either in candery or . amty of mt;llc&, lf I View
thcm tobe unanfwerable. - : S :

1(1 In ;he firlt of Timothy, 3d chapter. the
Apoﬁle lays down. the qualifigations of Bithops
angt. Deacons, without faying any thing.of Pref-
byters ;; whom it is not at all likely he would have
omitted, had they been a different fort of perfons
from thofe 1mendcd by Bxﬁmps ' o

. adly. Tws Church at Phdhppﬁ' had but twp
orders of Church Officers a,mongﬁ them, viz. Bi-
_/prs and Deacons, . L

) 3dly TuaT the name, work, office of a Pref
byterand Bithop are the fame appears from Titus
i, § 7. For. this caufe, I left thee in Crete, that thou
Jhowldft ordain Prefbuterous, Prefbyters in every city..
f any (that is to be ordained a Lrefbyter) be blame-
kefsre-For a Bifhop. muft be blamelefs.” What forcey
or:pextinence, or fenfe, would there be, fir, in this
reafoning, if B{fhop and Prefbyter fignified perfons
ofa difkin order 2 And how can it be. fuppofcd
the Apoftie would have exprefled hinfelf thus, if
he had knawn any fuch difparity between them as
xou feem to imagine ?

—— e e

5 5 -,

_4thly.
$ Philip: i, 1. P
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- 4thty. Tre Preflyters of Ephefusare called Bi-
Sfhopsy and to themthe: overfight of the Church in
that place is committed. ¢ Paut {ent.to Ephefus
* and . called Prefbuterous, the Prefbyters of the
¢ Church, and, when they were come, he faid,
& Take heed to yourfelves, and 0 all'the: flock over
% whick the' Holy Ghofi -hath made you. Eriscorous
6 Buffiops.” * - S =
- gthly. However amufing your 4ccount may be
of Jefus Chnift, as holding the Egifevpate during
his continuance in the world, and of his difciples
being elevated to that fuperior order after his al-
cenfion into Heaven, who, previous to. it, were
Prefbyters, it appears that one of them at leaft was
altbgether unacquainted with it, or elfe had molk
unaccountably forgot it; 1 Peter v. 1,2.(PrEs.
BuTEROUS) The Prefdyters ameng you I’ exhort
S§UMPRESBUTEROS, who alfo am a Prefbyter ; feed
the flock of God among' you, aBling the paré of Bi-
fhops er1scorounvrs.. They were to difcharge
the Epifeopal office, and to perforsy all.the-dutics
belonging to it. ~ o

“6thly. AcrEEaBLY to which, we find that Timo-
thy bad the minifterial office‘conferred on him by
the laying on of the bhands of the Prefbytery, or
company of Prefbyters or Elders, i. e Minifiers.
And doubtlefs, Prefbyters (who are the only Gol-
‘pel Minifters and Paftors by Divine appointment)

" are in all fucceeding ages empowered and author-
ized'to fet apart qualified perfons to the facred
office, there being no one duty enjoined upon Bé
fhops from which Prefbyters are fecladed. - - -

thly.

* Adsxx. 17, 38,
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7thly. PauLand Barnabas were themfelves or-
" dained by certain Prophets and Teachers in the
Church of Antioch, and not by any Bifhop, dif;
tinguifhed as fuch; and can you, fir, reconcile it
to yourfelf that Paul and Barnabas were irregular-
" 1y ordained? Thefe confiderations I fubmit to
your moft ferious attention. They are taken from
the higheft authority ; an authority which has al-
-ways the precedence with me; before which my.
prejudices muft bend, and from which, to be-ei-
ther aregular Chriftian, or a confiftent Proteftant,
my opinions. muft be formed. It was the devout
Chillingworth, 1 think, who exclaimed ¢ The Bi-
 BLE, the B1BLE, is the Religion of Proteflants ;"
admit this, fir, in conneftion with a declaration
you have already made, ¢ That it is juft as eafy for
£¢ one man or any number of men to creage a new
¢ world, as to inftitute a new Church different
¢ from that inftituted by Chrift;” and Fathers,
Councils, Popes, the imperfe&t and obfcure ¢ re-
¢ cords of exifting Sees,” will have but little com-
parative weight in forming your judgment, . ‘

You exprefs fome veneration for the Fathers,
and have done us the favour of introducing Ter-
tullian, as faying it would be accounted madnefs
for any to attempt, in the primitive Church, Pref-
- byterian Ordination. You would have doubled
the favour by giving a reference to the paffage ;
for really, fir, if you mean this as conveying an
idea of what wasthe Apoftolic praflice, you muft
not be angry if I doudt :t. This, perhaps, you will
think fhould have fome fupport befides conjec-
ture : take it ‘then as follows; * Dr. Raynolds of
Oxford, whofe extenfive acquaintance with the Fa-

‘ - thers

® Neal's hift, Pusit, vol. 5 p. 497,
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thers you may. know, declares the famenefs of Bi- -
fhops and Priefts, or Prefbyters, or that they have
equal anthority and power by God’s word, 1o have
been the 3udgmcnt of St Paul, Chryfo /Zom,j]
rame, Ambrafe, Auftin, Theodorus, Primafius, The-

ophilell, Oecumenius, Aenfelm, Gregory, Gratian,

c. And, fays Mr. Towgood in his letters to Mr.
Whige,: T 5¢ It is a well known, acknowledged, in-
< conteftible fa&, that Prefbyters, in the celebrated
 chureh of Alexandria, ordained even their own
“ Bifhops, for more than two hunderd years, in thc
e eaxheﬁ ages of ohrxﬁxamw .

To w}nch I wlll add the follawing from Dr.,
Natlmnqql Laxrdnert « There were at the very for-
s ming fuch focieties, or foon after, appointed in
s them officers and minifters, called Bi/kops, or
¢ Elders, or Paflorsy or Teachers ; and Deacons 3
“ men wha bad been approved, as perfons of in-
% tegrity and capacity for the work to which they
« were appointed. The peculiar work af the for~
« mer of whom was o preach the word and feed
« the flock of which they were overfeers, with
« wholefome and found do&rine and inftruttion,
% to reprove, rebuke, exhort with all long~fuffer-
« ing, and dofirine. Of the latter,” viz. Dea—
“ cons, the peculiar wark, according to the primi~
« tive inflitution, was the ferving tables, and ma-
« king a prudent and faithful diftribution of the
« flock of the fociety, ang thefe focieties were to
“ be examples to the world around them.”
g(C_vv - Tuzsn

s

+ Towgood sLetters, p- 19 8.
Edt Lardners lexbxlxty rntrodu&xon tovol. xﬁ Pm. 3d. firft
ition.




o every clafs of men to the fame

“THESE “aathorities; t which a grcat many more

- might be eafily-added, wilt duihiorize me to'doubs

of the truth of the fentemce attributéd to “Tertal-
lian, until T gain further evidence. Neot that the
fentiments of Fathers are of any weight with me;
when they are exprefsly contrary to fcnpturc :
and it might be eafily proved they were fd“in ma-
ny inftatices.-- The fanguagc, however, ufed by
fome perfons on this head feems to intimate, that
it is cﬂ'cnnak to the truth of cbnﬁtamty, ‘to ‘main-
tain all opinions held by them; but fuch perfons
forget, that, according to the * fundammtal prin
ciple of Proteftantifin, we muft bring the fentiments '

’lgcﬁ ‘And’ you
Sir, would hardly be perfuadedto hold as true eve-

* 1y thing which Tertullian himfelf aflerted ; for it is
. certain he committed many gmfs blunders. Seve-

ral of them were colle€ted by Dodwell in his dif:
fertations upon Frenezus ; to which I refer you.¥
In matters of faith and Chriftian Government there
is nothing certain but Scripture only. ‘And had
thofe who profels Chriftianity always taken its au-
thority only for the rule of their praftice, we fhould
not now have had to lament the unhappy divifions
which fubfift in the Church; nor would: Infidels

~ have had any reafon, on this account, to infult us

by pointed Satire and profane Scoffs: nor fhould
we have heard you invade the facred prerogative
of Jefus Chrift in afferting the power which Bi-
fhops of your Church are faid to poffefs, of com-
municating the Holy Ghoft by the a& of laying on’
their hands upon heads frail as their own ; and

- of delegating an authomy, to dzyl and ajlles like

them-

_ # Vid. Wilton’s Exoellent Review of the Articles of the Chutclg

of England.
\%ld Alfo Tertul. Advers. Jud. cap. 8,
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shemfelyves, of, fotgrvmg 31351 r,ctammg shg fins.of
whp;nfocxcx xhgy Pleale, L _'. P

-

l Y
Bur, ‘hr, wc,w,u nox bp. thought Lo puﬁ;ate the

. ma;u:.rﬁ , 'U]efe then arc yopr worgls --“’ihe form

1))

by, whxch tbzy, 1€, the Apoftles, ordam¢ otfxcxs
was that by’ which jcfus ad o;da.med L}]§ Afz
ter having .impgrte 1s holy Spi i, e
hfted u‘[:%us hgrxds and 111 I‘qh lheqh _ oF,) .’a 11]\?
manner,, the: rApoftles their i c ors af- ‘

ways, have,d%do at, fm '3 animl ) to ,
end of. the world ; fayings, at thé mﬂam of.1 ay;ng
on.of hands+-afier the cx*rpp ¢ 3nd by the author-
ity .of, Jefus. theic Lox dRege1TE, ilzou the Holy
Ghoft. . Whofcfoener_fins tgm doft remit, tiwy are re-
mthed ; and w/g,}[;fqugr fins thay doft rcmm,t &y aﬂ‘
retagpgd.” ¢ Profang beyond al ,pmfam;nc s axs

¢ Dy Lla.;jg isthe go&rmc «af thofe who conten
« thatthe Apoftles themfelves,much Jefs that any of
é their fallible, fucceffors had a difcretianary power
« qfforgmngﬁms J* But really, r,I canpotdifco-
verwhethgryin the quota}xon I have juft made from.
ysm difcositfcs the ignorance. or the profanity of
the thing bg ke moft prominent. . I can forgive
you the formes, but having never recelved Epifco-
pal . Qrdinggzgn.--1 muft refer you: elfewherc for
the pardqn; of ghe latter.f The Jewshad right no-
tions of the mattercwhen they faid, whe can for-
&ive Sing, 1%604 en{y Sin,; you. know, has been,
repxefem;d as the worft of all, evxls---the prolific.
parem of all mx&:ry«-lt reduCCs us to compleat
wretghednefs 4y, this; hfc,and leavqs usa prey to,
ékq;lgﬁmggormems in the ne,xt.---O' ‘the Hor-
ror. of that worm which never dxes, apd ofthath ﬁrle
, which,

IS f‘;fnh"‘l".» NN
e L.
DUt N Comnee o 2

r* DnsBamuel Clark’s Sermon, vol, 8, Bennon 1 7‘ '

-~ S
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which i never quénched ! Brermal Burnings whe

can bear !---The apprehenfions of mankind in afl

ages have been awfully excited by the dreadful -

confequences which attend it : hengé repentant

groans, 4nd penitential téars'; ‘hence'the moft anx-

fous enquities,’and the moft fervent prayers; hence
faftings and mortifications of the body. This made
the ‘Publican fland dfai off 5 and, fmiting upon his
breaft; exclaim, % God be mertiful to e a Sinner”
—“this brought the-Jailoy ‘before -Paul and Silas
when, ¢ he fprang in ahd caine trenblihg, and fell
« down and faid, Sirs; what muft I do to be faved,”
<--Now, this Si, which has fo much difturbed the
tranguility of the hyman fogl, dnd broken the ré:
pofe ‘of the world---this Stny can be eafily remitted:
God bas invefted Bifhops ‘with the tranfcendast
power of forgiving ft,ind given t6 them authiority
to tran{mit the"di\'r‘mé‘p’ecu%iarity-tg: thofe on whori
they 'fhall lay " thieft hands! 'Favoured mortals!
What facrifice canl 1 maké too greatto enjoy your
friendfhip ! Like thic ambaffadors  of Palermo “at
the fcet of Pope Martin TV. behold me before'you
.‘adopting their language as well as'their pofture;
thrice tdpeating--:« Fhou that tdkeft away the ‘Sins
<& of the World hdve'hidriy upon #s¥ O 'fhame to hux
man hatare ! What idea’ muft men form of arelis
gion” which gives even the fhadow of éneourage-
meng 1o fuch aftions as thefe ?-But, Sirj in your
{‘érﬁigus;thgm‘ém“dd ybu believé youir Bifiop Far
2 caly forgive Sin'? ot any or all the Bifhops in
tiie world ¢an forgive, ‘dny, the léaft fin---and off
vouf,dying bed, wotld abfolutién from ‘énx ohow:
wal calm the pérturbations of confeienée, and’ pofs
fefs your mind with a fortitude equal t the Rrug:
gle *.-Would you rifque your acceptance with
God another day on-this ground ? Has it virtue
AP HRVAN- T AP O ’fnﬁugh

/
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endugh to Infure dn acquittal then, and to fiop thé
" progrels of an exe& ferutiny into ‘thofe things -
. whick have been done in the body ?---1 bave too
good an opinion of your judgment te fuppofe it--
And if Bithops have not ¢his power what is the cer-
emony of delegating the authority but anh outrage
upon the decency_ of common fenfe-—a wilful tri.
fling with the moft facred of all fubjefs---a pro-
" fanity at-which you fhould bluth.. Chriftianity
tarny dfidé’ her fa¢e and’ weeps.---Chriftianity !
Bur: Chriftianity ‘bas nothing te do with it--the
Chriftlanity taught'in the Scripture knows nothing
offuth-a power given to any but to the twelve
Apofites, of temitting and retaining Sins, and in
érder hereto they were furnifhed with ability of dz"[s
éerning Spirits anil were nfpired by the Holy Ghoft
: :thefe powers ceafed ‘with them..-in thefe they -
have had no fucceffors---and whetever the knowl,
” edge of the forgivenefs-of Sin is now- conmuni:
catedi it is by-“¢-the Spirit of God witnd/fing withour
“ Spirid that we-uré the Children of God.” .~ -

“tFar futcéffors of - the - Apofiles however, you fay
habc‘dlﬁf:jif;i& a’tfah- Or(ﬁ?\ﬂaﬁon“‘- Recczic 'Moz
& ghe Holy Ghoft-8c*.i- Here; Siry ‘we Thould have
been’ thankful for fome proof-va bare affertion
cannot be accepted: where -a cirtumfance of fo
fmuch impbrtance is involved..-.Aré the Fathers
filent upon the fubje® ? Does ‘Ecclefiaftical Hif-
tory give you no-inforiation refpe&ing it ? muft
we receive it entirely on your own éredit 2 Tt is
roundly afferted that ¢ the Apoftles and their
“ fucceflors have always done it”- -You can have
no obje&ion to prove it. And in order to affift
you, I recommend to your perufal ¢ a viqdi_catign
¢ of the Ordination of the Church of England by

oo Bp.

+
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Bp. Bumet, printed 1688,”--- * This form was
never ufed, never known in the Chriftian Church
for the firft thoufand years ; was never atiempted
to be introduced, till the eleventh or twelfth Cen-
tury, which every one knows to have been a peri-
od of the deepelt darknefs, ﬁupldlty and ‘oppref:

fion the ‘Church ever felt. . ol

Monmos, a lcamed I'neft, has pubhﬂled'fx..
: lccn of the moﬁ anciept, ntualg, or. forms of Ords-.

.....

forms have fucocﬂivcly paﬁ is, fcewhow th@ fp;r-
it of fuperftition gradually wrought: Every.age
' addmg fome ridiculous rite or extravagant, clalm
. tp the invengions of the former, till it _grew to ‘the
prefent enormous :mafs in the Roman Pontifical,
Rut it is extremely obfervable that, in not.one of
the firft Sifteen rituals (from the fifth to thc tw¢lfth
_Century) doth the form now ufed--- ¢ Receive 2he
« Holy Ghoft ; whofe f ns, &c.” appear. It isthe
icgl only, the fixteenth, (which Morinus takes to be
out three hundred years old at the time he wrote}
which affumes ¢to itfelf this powes. . Yga, amidit
. the pride and intoxication of this cormptell State
of the Church, there feems to thave, fo-much fenfc
~ and madefty remained, as to make it boggle:at a
claim" fo extravagant as this; - for the learned,
Pricft obferves, that in two other Pontificals of the
fame age, this form---“ Reccwe t/zc Ho{y G/zg/l, &c.
was not found.” y R
L HAvmc

NN A Lot n_:'..;,'i'
M ‘Towgoods Serious Thoughts ofi thc,prcfcnt ﬁ‘\tp of the
, C}mrch\. IR

-




23

"‘Havinc gone thus far you will excufe me,
Sir, if I notice another paragraph in your dif-
courfe as extraordinary as any. ¢ Thus the un-
¢ interrupted fucceflion in the line of Bifhops,
¢ from the days of our Saviour down to the pre-
¢ f{ent day, is the great Palladium of the Apoftol-
¢-jc Church, and nothing can overthrow it,” ¢ e.
¢t ven the gates of Hell fhall never prevail againfd
% it,” ¢¢ It was this Apoftolig uninéerrupted fuccel-
% fion planted by Chrift, watered by the Holy
& Ghoft, and to which the Father hath promifed
“ abundant increafe,” &c. 1 hardly know what
you mean by ¢ uninterrupted fucceffion whick Chrifd
<¢ planted and which the Holy Ghoft watered.” 1 fay,
1 hardly know, becauie you profefs yourfelf---a
Proteftant Clergyman. - Was I remarking upona
Sermon of a member of the Romifh - Church,
fhould know how to underftand you ; 'but youg
Church can have no pretenfions to authority from
thence. However, I will fuppole yourjean that
there has been a fucceffion of Romi/k Bifhops, from
the days of our Saviour, or foon after, down to
to the prefent day ; but, you mean mote than this,
when you intimate that this Liné has'been water-
ed by the Holy Ghoft, and planted by Chrift; and
received the promife of abundant increafe from
the Father. For, if either of thofe circumftances
be neceflary to the continuance of: the Line(which;
" being of fo high importance to the Church as tq
conftitute its Palladium, muft be a pure one) why
_then, Sir,’it is a mere broken rofe of fand ; and

all your ingenuity cannot unite the pafticles. It -

has been interrupted fo often by Herefy---by im.
morality, and by ufurpation, thatit is very ftrange,
that in this day, 'and in the charaéter of a Pratef-
tant top, you fhould attempt to make any thing
) : , . af

N4
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of it. Have no circumftances of. xmmoraht) ‘and”,
ufurpation mterrupted it ?
A
. Cax'you trace anv thmg of the plammg of ]e-
fus Chrift, or the watering of the Holy Ghoft, in
“the influence of the two fifter-proftitutes Marozia
and Theodora, who had, by their political and am-
orous intrigues, the: Roman Mitre at their difpo-
fal, and rewarded with it the moft firenueus of
their lovers---a holy part of the Line truly, when
the Baftard fon, the Grandfon, and the great
Grandfon of Marozia, ¢ rare genealogy, weve feat-
ed in the chair of St. Peter ! At nineteen years
of age, the fecond of thefe became head of the Lat-
in Church; his youth and his manhood, fays a
celebrated Hiftarian, were of a fuitable complex-
ion,and the nations of Pilgrima could bear tefti-
mony to the charges that were urged againft him in
a Roman Synod, and in pre{énce of Otho the
great. Is there no truth in his blafphemous in-
vocation cf Jupiter and Venus ? In his open fim-
ony ? In his licentious purfuits of gaming and
hunting ? In the blood which he fhed, and the
flames which he kindled ? Did he not live in pub-
lic adultery with the matrons of Rome, and was
there any thing Apoflolic in this? Was not the La-
teran Palace turned into a fchool for Proftitution ?
Were not his rapes of virgins and widows fo
common that female Pilgrims were deterred from,
vifiting the tomb of St. Pster, left-in the devout
a&l they fhould be violated by his fucceffor! And -
this fir is a part of that Pallad;um of the Apo&ohc
Church of which you boat.

With the feelmgs of 2 man, and the virtue afa

Chr:ﬁxan, my heart ﬁckcns at the recollettion :f
 the
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the charafters of Benedi@ 1X. Sylvefter ITI. and
Gregory V1. the hiftory of whofe lives, written
by Platinz, a Roman Catholic Biographer, con«
vrains the moft monftrous things. * Indeed, fir, in
tracing the line of Roman Bifhops, their murders,
their adukeries, their inceft, and the moft diabol-
ic attempts at magic, increafe {fo fat upon me,
that I mult refer you to the Pualladium itfelf, beg:
ging you to excufe me from the tafk of detailing
a feries of crimes, of which Nero would be atha-
med, and at whijch Caligwia would blufh !

HAVE no circumflances of herefy interrupted it 2
The XIX. article of the Church of England de-
clares the true Church of Chrift to be, ¢ a Con=
< gregation of faithful men, in which the pure word
“ of God is preached, and the facraments be duly
< adminiftered according to Chrift's ordinance 1w all
¢ thofe things, that of neceffity, are requifite to the

- % fame,” and has there not been, for ages, a depar-
wure from the pure word of God in the Church of
Rome ? Have thofe perfons any claim.to be a
Church of Chrift whofe do&rines are a fubverfion
of Chriftianity ? Can that line of Bifhops be worth
your attention, which has maintained Image
worthip, Tranfubftantiation, Purgatory, and the
lawfulnefs of praying for the dead, and t0 them;
and, whatever may be his pretenfions, can .a.Bi-
fhop, by whofe authority fuch do&rines. are
taught, and fuch Idolatries pratifed, can fuch a
Bithop be a Chriflien Bifhop € Is he not an Apof-

' o o tate,
D

- * Ignavi canes et inutiles. Portenta a quibus ambitiong Petri
et largitione {fedes occupata, potius quam poffefla : monftra quz-
dam § pofthabito divino culta : feviffimi Tyranni. - Platina, iz
Vits eorur. ~ '
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tate, ahd have you not bioken Communion with

him as fuch ? can Ordination from fuch an one be
valid ? and, whatever powers he might originally
poflefs, did he not lofe them the moment he chang-
cd the truth of Ged into a lie? If not, fir, are younot
a wanton Scifmatic in protefting againft a Church
whofe authority you acknowlege ? -Does not the
homily which every Clergyman in the Church of
England folemnly {fubfcribes, declare ¢.itat fo. far
“ fram the Church of Rome being a true Chuych thak
¢ for nine hundred years paft nothing. can be more.”
Strange indeed ! that you dare boaft, that from this
tdolatrous, this antichriftian Church, you derive,
by Ordination, your minifterial powers, and talk of
your defcent in an uninterrupted line from this old
withered Hag': this bloody and.adulterous wo-
man, who has been fo often drunk with the blood
of the Saints. But, if circumftances of acknowl-
edged here(y in a Church which for a thoufand
years paft has had nothing of the nature of a true -
Church, according to the declaration of your hom-
ily, if fuck circumflances could interrupt ity it is
not that thing of continued perfettion you would
have us fuppofe ; and your claims under it ate
mere chimaras, more fitting to the faney of a re-
clufe, all warped by fuperftition, in the darkeft
ages of Chriftianity, than to be gravely boafted of
by a Clergymanin the clofe of the eighteenth cen-
tury. You will believe me wifhing to do you all
poffible juftice ; amongft then, .a multitude of
opinions of Divines of the Church of England to
the fame purport, 1 will beg leave to felett the fol-
lowing from Chillingwe#th to thew you the fenti- -
ments and the reafoning of members of your own
communion upon this fubje&. Chillingworth,
you know, was a very famous champion for the

Churct
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Church of England ; but he knew better than-to
tlaim unders theidea of an uninterrugted line of de-
{cent ; he faw the abfurdities in which fuch a claim
would involve him, and he wifely -avoided them :
¢ Take any one, fays he, in the whole train and
¢ fucceffion of ordainers, and fuppofe him, by rea-
4¢ fon of any defett, anly a fuppofed, and not a
¢ true Prieft ; then; according to your doftrine,

- % he could nat give a true, but only a fuppofed

¢ Priefthood ; and they that receive of him,
“-and they that derive it from him, can give
¢ no better than they received ; receiving: noth:
% ing but .a name and fhadow, can give nothing
“ but a mame and fhadow; and fo, from-age, to
4 age, from generation to generatian, being equi-
¢ vocal Fathers, beget only equivocal Soms; no
% principle in Geometry being more certain than
s this, that theunfuppliable defeit of any neceffayy an-
% tccedent, muft needs caufe a nullity of all thofe con-
4 fequences that depend en#t. In fine, to know this

-$¢ one thing, you muft knew ten thounfand others,

. whereof not any one.is.a thing, that can be
“ known, but only at beft a high probability that
%.j¢ is fo: fo that the affusance hereof is like a
¢ machine compofed of an innumerable multitude -
¢ of pieces, it is firangely wunlikely but fome of
¢ them will be out of order, and yet if any ene
4 be {o the whole fabric falls to the graund. - And
% he that fhall put them all together, and mature-
% ly confider all the poflible ways of lapfing and
% mullifying a Priefthood in the Chureh of Rome
4 I believe will he very inclinable to think, that
% it is an hundred to. one, that among an hundred
% feeming Priefls, there is not one true one : nay,
# that itisnota thing very improbable, that amol?gfﬂ

' . ¢ thofe
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«¢ thofe many millions, which make up. the Ro-
¢ mifh Hierarchy there are not TweNTY true.™

BuT,if you will forgive the abufe of language, I
will fuppofe that this &ne of fucceflion of which you
are {o tender, was planted by Chrift and has been
watered by the Holy Ghoft, through all the immor-
- alities, ufurpations and herefies that belong to it ;
that nothing has interrupted ity and that the gates
of Hell fhall not prevail againft it. * T will fuppole
it to be the Palladium of the Apoftolic €Church :
I do:not, I believe, mifreprefent. you by ftating
thefe as your Principles. Why then, fir, you
are not Ecclefiaflically fprung, you prove yourfelf
and all your brethren, the Bifhops, the Prefby-
ters, and ‘the Deacons of your Church, to be
merely Laymen. The Churckh of Rome is
right, in pronouncing you to be a company of
common unconfecrated perfons, and altogether un-
qualifiedfor performing any holy officein the Chrif-
tian Church. And every argument you bring in fa-
vor of the neceffity of an ecclefiaftical defcent, in
order 1o the right of ordaining minifters in Chrift’s
«Church, is an argument given to Rome. to vindi-
cate the propriety of her judgment refpe&ing
you. - Have,you forgotien that you were, all ex-
commmicated, and f{till remain in the fame ftate.
Fhe year 1535 proved fatal to your claims under
* Apoftolic defcent ; for it was then that excommu-
nication was pronounced by the lineal fucceffor of
St. Peter upon King Henry V1IL. and his whole
kingdom : The line here was compleatly bro-
‘ken, and a difannulling of all powers and privi~
leges, whatever they. were, immcdiatcly took
I e : place:

# Chullingworth’s seply to the Jefuis,
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place. Thofe who givey, 'you will- aflow have
power to take away. Henry and his Clergy. thot’
fo, and, after fome indecent fquabbling between
them, he affumed to himfelf all the fupremacy of
the Church of England, and the Bifhops refpett.
ively took out commiflions from the ¢rown for their
exercifing. of fpiritual jurifdi€tion,  within the
realm; during the King’s pleafure, « and in: theis
% commiffions they acknowledge all fort of ju-
¢ rifdi€tion, as well ecclefiaftical as civil, to have
- % flowed originally from:the. regal power as from
* ¢ a fupreme head,; and a fountain and {pring of
% ail‘'magiftracy within his own kingdom.” Thus
Cranmer, Archbifhop of Canterbury, and Bonner,
Bifhop of London,. .&c. took. out commiflions
from the erown to.fan&ion their engaging in what
you deem the peculiarity of the Epifcopal char-
_alter’; sheir commiflions importing, that '« be-
¢ caufe - Cromwell the vicegerent (a Layman,)

“ could not perfonally attend the charge in all

% parts of the Kingdom, the: King authorifes the
“ Bithop in his, (that is the vicegerent’s,) ftead, to

~ ¢ ordain’ within.his Diecefe fuch as he judged .
¢ worthy of holy orders,. to. collate to benefices, -

“ and to execute all other parts of Epifcopal au-
¢ thority ; and this during the King’s pleafure
“ only.” 1 This, firy is the foundation of your true
claims " you claim under the authority of a Lay-
mans and the line of fuccefion is no more to you
than to me, nor is it neceffary to either. - Henry’s
affumption of fuch unbounded power over reli-
gion, is a circumftance, to be fure, we can never
vindicate, and his. trampling upon the rights of

. - . con-

* Burnet’s Hift. Reform, Part, 2d. p. g1.
$ Vid, Examination of-the Codex ]uri_es, &c. pages 32. 33
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fciemce places the fpring of your Edclefiaftical 2us -
thority in no very pleafant point of view 2an as«
ecdote will explain my meaning. “ When Henry
& attempted to make himfelf head of the Church,
“ for which it feems he was- defirous of having the -
¢ confent of the houfe: of Convention, 2 fort of

¢ Parliament of Clergy, he fent fome Noblemen

% 10 ftate the-bafinefs, and to take their anfwer.

¢ The Bifhop of Rochefter objefied to make the

% King head of the Church, and afked, ¢« what if

% the King fhould alter religiony where .is. our

% remedy ? What if hé-fhould apprefs us, muit’
“wg fue to the King againft himfelf 2 What

<« if a Woman, or an infant fhould fucceed t0

¢ the Crown, can they be heads of the. Church? -
¢ This would be to make the Church ne Church,

¢ the Scripture no Scripture, and- & laft Jelus

¢ no Chrift.” The Clergy felt this, and fent the

s King word, that ¢ they would agree to his be-

¢ ing head of the Church .as far as was agree:
« able to the word of God.” :When the Noblemen

¢ returhéd with this anfwer to his. Majefly, and

¢ told him, the Clergy would agree to his de- -
« mand a5 far- as was confifient with Scripture,
«“the King fell into a violent paffion, and faid
 with gn oathto the Noblemen,” “ Go back a-
& gdin, and let me have -the: bufinefs done with-
“ out any as fars and fo fars. I will have no as
% fars nor mo fo fars in the bufinefs : but let it be
% done,"* and it was done accordingly.

ArTer the death of Henry V11 his fucceffor,
Edward V1. maintained the.fame jurifdi@ion in
the Church; and, in the firft year of his reign, all
who held offices were required to come and re-.

. ’ new

* Robinfon’s Dis. XII,
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" pew their commiffions. Among the reft the Bi. -
fhops came, and took -out fuch Commiffions as
were granted in the former reign, viz. ¢ To hold
+¢ their Bifhopricks during pleafure, and to em-
¢¢ power them in the King’s name, ashis Delegates,
¢ to perform ail: the parts of the Epifcopal Func-
“-ion, and Cranimer, the Arch-Bifhop, fet an ex.
¢ ample to the refl in taking out one of them.”t
What pretenfion, to Divine Inftitrtion was there
in all this? Yer upon this footing Prelacy was fet;
" tled in England ; and I challenge you, {ir, or any
man, to produce. documents that its:foundation
-hath ever been altered for_the betier, aor fertled
upon the authority of Scripture or Divine Indti-
tution. Indeed, I have never met with any Pro-~
teftants who have pleaded for Epifcopacy in your
fenfe of it, but.fuch as nmeither underficod the
Jubjeét nor themfelves. 1 could fill volumes with
‘Teftimonies againft your. Divine Prelacy from
Epifcapalians the moft eminent for learning .and

‘piety ; men who loved.if asmuch as you can, hut
who, either honeftly denied the neceflity of it, .or

frankly confeffed it was not founded on Scripture;
fuch were Cranmery, Therleby, Coxy Redman, Wihit-

gift, Cofinsy Low, Bridgesy, Hooker, Downkam, Wil-.
det, Mafon, Sutclff, Chillingwmorth, and a multitude
of others. From Scripture, it is certain, you can-

not bring:-one argument which will ferve your

caufe: But perhaps you may from the Fathers:

Tho’ fir, I hold to the entire {fufficiency of Scrip-

ture, yet I fhould have no objettionto follow you

into this ground ; and I will prove that Clemens

Romanus, (An. 66) Ignatius, (An. 116) Polycarp,

(An. 117); Juftin Martyr, (An. 150) Irenwzus,

. (An. 180)

+ Hiflery Reform, -
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"~ (An. 180) Tertullian, (An. 200) Clemens Aiex-"

andrinus,{An. 204) Origen, (An. 226) Cyprian,
(An. 240) Bafilius Magnus, (An. 370) Jerom,

(An. 385) &c. held the identity of the office of

Prefbyter and Bijkop in the Apoftolic ages; that
fome of them account for the rife of Epifcopacy ;
lpeak of it as a Novelty ; defend it for the honour
of the King, and place its eftablithment to cuftom
and not to divine inftitution. 1 .have, fir, -their
authorities before me: and I will conclude this
Letter, which is already drawn to a much greater
length than I at firft intended, with a quomton
from one of them. /

« Tug Apoﬁles having dxfcourfed ¢oncermng
¢ the Bifhops, and delcribed them, declaring what
«’they ought to have, and from what they ought

:,' ¢ to abftain, omitting the order of Prefbyters, de<

¢ fcends to the Deacons; :and why fo, but be-
¢ caufe between Bithops and Prefbyters there is
¢ no great difference, and to them is committed
¢ both the Inftruftion and Prefidenty of the
¢ Church ; and whatever he faid of Bifthops agrees
<« alfo to Pre(bytcrs In Ordination alone they have
& gone beyond. and in this only they fecm to de-
¢ fraud the Prg/b)ters.” * .
o U 4

COULD a Prefbytemn Minifter fay more ?:
o I am, Rev. Sir,
Wnt‘h great ﬁnccmy,

Yours, &e.

* In prior Ep. ad Tim, Hom, XI, Chryfoftom.
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