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led, A MODEST PROOF, OF THE

~ Order and Government fectled by
Chrft, in the CHURCH, '

By Foathe Dicifors M.A.

Minifter of the Gofpel at Elizabeth-Town, New Ferfey.

1 Cor. IIL. §. Who then i Paul, and who is Apolos, but
 Minifters, by whom ye believed2 - . ’

Eph. I x4. Fhat we benceforth 'be no more Children,

.- t0ffed to and fro, and carried with every wind of Doc-
#riney by the flight of Men, and cunning crafiinefS, where:
by they lie in wait to deceive. ‘ o
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Cri1r

THE

A HOUGH the preaching of the Crofs,
be to them that perith foolithnefs ; and
* the Miniftry of the Gofpel, & by ihe
A World efteem'd a méan and contemptible
Thing: Tet Infinite Wifdom hus contriv'd, and
Infinite Grace improvd this Engine, for thé bea-
2ing down the frong bolds of Sin and Satan, in the
Fearts of Men, for the refcie ‘of Sins miferable
Captives; for the ddvancing the Kingdom of Grace,
and erediing Trophiés, on the Ruines of Satan’s In-
tereft in the World: - This it 55, that bas diffipated
2hat DarknefS:of Feathenifm, which heretoforé co-
wver'd - the face'of the Earth: This; that has demo-
bifhed-the Templés, daid wafte-the. Altars, and ex-
zirpared the Votaries of the Heathen Gods ;5 and
fent the Gentile Wor(bip- packing. to Hell: This,
zhat notwithfanding its Origindl mean Appearance,
bas conquer d and baffled all the proud P hilofophy of
Greece and Rome: This, that o foutly withfteod,
and finally triumph'd over the fierceft Oppofition of
the baughtyMonarchs and Potentates of the Earth:
By this, are Chrift's Ways. made known in the
Earth, and his faving Health among the Nati-
“ons: And in a Word, By this, acc '’ Fycs ol
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poor perifhing Sinners open'd, and they turned

from Darknefs unto Lighg, and from the power
of Satan unto God, that they may have an Inhe-
ritance among them that are fanctified. ‘
AND ‘& this fatred Inftituti

ortance 29 the Souls vf Mew; Jo 1 is of noVef§ Cls-
ﬁerm‘r’z’eéi, ‘that they émf take this {)Hiceﬁ upon
‘em, age called of God, as was Aaron. For, ereq
the one Hand, it has pleafed God, by the foolith-
nefs of preaching,. to fave them that believe ; /o
is it an awful Truth on the other Hand, That Who-
foever cntreth not by the Door, into the Sheep-
fold ; but climbeth up fome other way, the fame
is a Thief, and a Robber. Ae rhat appointed.the
Miniftry of Reconciliation, ai zhe ermry Means
of Salvation, That we cannot believe in' him, of
whom we have not heard, nor hear without a
Preacher; basalfo hedged in this weighty Truff,

on, is'of laff M-

from the Intrafion of vain Pretenders, that: none -

may Preach, except they be fent.. - -

HENCE ' it. appears .a maft daring Uﬁa}')«.ﬂ')m;, |

for_any to affume the Character of Chtilt's Ambaf-
fadors, that have wot their Miffon from him. And
it would therefore be a commendable Zeal, 'in the

High Church Party, 0. depreciate our Minifiry,

and to declaim againft our Invafion of the facred
Funétion f{tbeir Arguments were anfwerable to
their Confidence. But for fuch a fmall upfiart
Seit, gravely to attempt, by Arguments a bundved

times baffled, to Ukchurch all the Proteftant Worid,
For themfelves 5 and to nullify all their Ordinan-.
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ces; Rather expofes their Bigottry to Contempt,
than their Zeal and Charity, 2o the envy of any -
i inking Perfom. ' ,

I bave no Solicitude, to find out more of the Au-
tisor of the Difcourfe herein impugned, than is dif-
cover'd p. 5. by his Jacobite Principles, of Paflive
Obedience, and Non-refiftance: nor fhould I have
¢ffeem d bis Arguments worthy of Notice, were it
not for the malign Influence; they may have upon
the Laity, for whofe Ufe they were calculated, and
intq whofe Hands, they are fo carefully put. But
for their- fakes, an Antidote was thought Need-
fule - o '
AN Apology may &e juftly-expelled from me,
for undertaking a Task, that fhould have been lefs
to fome abler Hand: But I have none but this to
make, That I could bear of no other, like to ap-
fpear in the Caufe; and therefore thought it necef-
Jarys to hold up the Shield. :

YF fome Arguments occur in this Differtation,
that have been ufed before, in the fame Controver-
1y; it muft be remembred, that Truth is always
the fame; and zhat the fame Thing muft be re-
peated, to thofe that are dull of hearing.

T know that this Difcourfe muft fand or fall,. by
the Reader's Cenfure ; and therefore fball” fay no-

- thing about it, but that I hope, it wor't be whoily
Unfeful, . '

(Y .
Jid
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HERE is nothing more neceffary, in the
- right managing of Controver{y, than a
+ - fair ftating the Debate ; that Men fight
M. not with their own Shadows, nor combate
in the Dark: But of this, our Author had efpecial
Reafon to be cautious, fince he defign’d his, Difcourfe
for the- Ufe of the Lsity, who are not to be ftartled
Kitll:l fuch Queftions, leaft they. ftumble at the Thre-
old. - 4 ‘ , o
- BUT though his Province was to Harrangue, and
not to Argee, on which fcore, he may be excufed
‘from once mentioning the Queftion in debate’; yer
it may be of {ome Service to the clear underftanding
of this 'choige Difcourfe, to know cthe ftate of the
‘Controvesfy. 1 fhall therefore briefly, .and ' fairly
Rate the Cafe, in thefe two Propoficions. -
. I. WHETHER Rifhips are by Diwige Right, fupc-
.‘,A;l,‘i,eu r.to- P‘}ﬁesb]tér:i and have by vertue Qﬂ‘tjh._at'.St}Pi“'"
~rity, the fofe Power ndf Ordination and “jurzﬁszaf?
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II. WHETHER the Englith Dioce[an Bifhops, that
have fome fcores, and even hundreds of Congrega-
tions under their Infpe@ion ; with their lordly Dignity,
and fecular Power, are the only Scripture . Bifhops, on
whom our miniflerial Authority, and f(acred Adminiftra-
tions, do neceflarily depend. .

BOTH of thefe, fhould have been moft clearly,
and fully prov’d in the Affirmative, before our Author
had ere&ed his Trophies, and concluded his Pamphlet,
with fuch confident Boafting, and pathetical Admo-

~ nitions. T 7 o o L ‘

IT’s my prefent Bufinefs to examine his Perfor-
mance, and if in the Conclufion it appears, thac he

~ cannot find one Word in the Bible, to fupport this .
Prelacy ; nor adduce any Commiffion from the King of
the Church, for this extenfive Dominion, or lordly Dig-
nity ; I hope Presbyters may yet deferve, a more fa-
‘vourable Chara&er in the World, than  Intruders into
the facred Funclion, or Invaders of the facred  Service; as -
the Prefacer of this Difcourfe, modeftly ftiles chem.

THE firft Thing that offers to our Confideration,
(afier fome Account of the noble Views of this Au-
thor) is a remarkable piece of Hiffory, which take in

- his ownWords. p.2. ¢ Now the Church, however har-
¢ rafled and difquieted, with a great variety of Dif-
¢ putes and Debates, about Points of Doérine 'and
¢ Difcipline ; yet heard-little or no Noife made, for.
¢ above 1400 Years, about this Point of Church Gp-
¢ vernment. ' One Aerius-flarted a Debate, but had
¢ {o few to fecond him, thatiit died’ with himfelf,
€ and left his Name on ‘Record among Hereticks.
This deferves particular Confideratidn ;- for:he would

"doubtlefs heteby infinuate, that: Diocefan > Epifcopacy,

. tniverfally obtain’d in the Church, for the firft four-
teen hundred Years; and met with no Oppofition,
but by driss, who got nothing by his npftare Opi-

. e 7-*‘ L R »__m.'

——
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nion, but the infamous Chara@er of Heretick. But

.__1. WOULD it not have been more to his Pur-
pofe, to have proved, that BDiocefan Epifcopacy of the .
modern Stamp, was ever known in the- Church for
the ficft three hundred Years, or ever once afferted
by any Author of Note, within that Time? This
would have been an acceptable Performance ; fuch
T dare fay,asthe World was never yet blefled with. -
But what occafion of Proof 2 He no. doubt conclu--
ded, that the Laity were obliged to take his Word. -
- 2. WAS there no Noife about this Point of Church Go-
wernment, for fourteen bundred Years 2 Can he havethe -
Front, to publifh fuch a Story to the World! I'm-
fure, he is ‘not exceedingly well qualified to write
upon this Subje&, if ignorant, that Jerom, one of the
mott learned, and judicions of all the Fathers; did as-
exprefly affert, and vindicate the co-ordinacy of Bi-
-fhops and Preshyters, as ever Aerins did. Does he not
in his Epiftle. vo Evagrius, exprefly tell us, that zhe
Apoftle ¢learly teaches, that : Prestyters ave the [ame with .
Bifhops 5 and - that afterwayds, One was elecled, and put
before the Reft, for the remedy. df Schifvs >— And dpes he
not in his Commentary .on Titas, largely prove the -
Identity of Bifhop and Preshyter, by the very fame Ar-
guments, that are ufed by the Preshyterigns now ¢ and -
plainly affirms, that a Preshyter # the fame with & Bi-
fhop 5 and befove that by the. Devil’s Inftinid,, there were -
Parties in Religion, and it was [aid amang. the People, I-
am of Paul, I of Apollos, and I of Cephas 3 the Churches
were govern'd, by the common Council of Presbyters, &c,
And was Ferom the only Perfon ameng-the Ancients,
who maintain’d this Doétrine ? Don’t our Adverfa-

ries themfelves acknowledge, *That St. Ambra.@,;ﬂ«{f;i"
' , L. - QWyie,

* Dr. Morion’s Apol. Cath. Lib. 1. p 118 119, 120. Dr. Bede!
£10 i I)P in Dr. Burnet’s Life of Bedel, Stillingfleet Tie
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guftine, Sedulins, Primatiss, Cry[ofiom, Theodores Oc 4l
wonins and Theophilat, all of “em afferred the parity
of Bifhops and Preshsters 2 Don’t the World know, that -
thie Waldenfes; and Wicklef in England, with his Fol-
léwers, ‘were perfecuted for this very Doéirine, be~
fore the Period hé fpeaks of 2 Hear Medina the Fefu-
ite, on the whole, as cited by Bellerminet: © Michael
¢ Medina affitots, that St. Ferom, was akogether of
¢the fame Opinion withthe Airians, and that Ferems
¢ was not alone in that Herefy ; but alfo- Ambrefs, Aus
€ guftin, Sedulins, Primafins, Cryfofom, Theidoret, Oecu-
€ menins, and Theopbilatt ; And though thefe were o~
¢ therwile very Holy 'Men,; and moft fludieus of the
€ holy Scripturés, yet the Church condemned their
¢-Opirion, fitft in Aerius, then in the Waldenfes, and
¢ hitly in John Wicklef. | o
" T could befides, bring him fufficient Docwments; from .
Authors much more Anciemt than any of thefe, to
difprove this Afferrion : But-he not puttingithe De-
bace upon this Hite; I fhall. o fpend Time to heap .
up Autherities; but only . enguire, whethar Prelacy.
when it did ebratnt in the Church, was fo very grate-:
fal, thdt chere wasino Noife made abowt it, Hear Gregory .
Nizienzen, on’ that Point, - < Would ta God, (fays.
€ he) there were no Prelacy, no’ Prerogative of Place,
f no Tyranical Privelleges, that by Vertue alone we
¢ mighe bé difcern’d.: Now this right and left Hand,
¢ and middle Rank, thefe higher and lower  Digni-
¢ ties, and this ftute like Precedence, bave cabfed ‘ma-
: N ny
i Qg()!cr‘."c‘ap_. 15. Michael Meding sffirmat, San@um Hierony.
- mum, jdem omnino ‘cum Aeranss; fenfifle, neque folutn' Hierony.
mum in ea Herefi fuifle’; fed etiam Ambrofium, Auguftinum, Sedrdia
i, Primafium, Cryfofovmem, Théodoretum, Occumenium, et Theophilatum,
arqueita (inquic Mediag) TfH viri, slioqui Sanéiffimi; et facra«

a Scripturarum confultiffimi, quorum tameri Sententiam,
1510 derip deinda in Waldowlibue noltiama in Fahg i

~
|
T
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® ny fruitkefs Confti@s and Bruifes, ‘have cat ‘many
€into the Pit ; and . carried away :Multitudes to
¢ the Place of the Goats. And juft Caufe there was
for this Complain¢; for does not every one, that hgs
the leaft Acquaintance with Ecelefiaftical Hiffory know, .
what dreadiul. Convulfioris, the primitive Chuthes
were thrown into, by the Pride and Ensulation of the
Clergy, afcer this prelatick Power and Supesiority. had
obtain’d among them': . And whar rumulcuary Uproar
and bloody Maffacres, thofe who. would be deem’d -
the Ambaffadors of the Princs of Peace, have occafion’d, -
by their ambitious Purfuit of Ecclefiaftical Dignities. ..,
- AND now let the Reader judge, how. agreeable; -
is the Title of A modéft Proof, vo a Pamphles.which -
begifs, with fo bold and notable an Efcape. . -
THUS Pm come to ¢onfider the Chara&er of de-
rim § ‘whofe Name, hé tells us, is Isft on Record a-
mong Heteticks; for. s Oppofition t@ Prelacy. . But-
who has: secorded - himi* among Hereticks 2. |, It ‘was |
Epipbanius, Bifhop of Conftastia. in, Gypras ; a bright .
Inftance of the Pride, Emulation, and Ambition of -
thié Clergy, dt that Time ; as appears from hig haugh-
ty and malicious Condu&, towards' Cryfoffems, Bifhap -
of Conffanrinople ; * and 2. moft pitiful, weak, trifling |
Author:: That the' Epifcopal Writers themfelves.own, |
thac be. fpake Nowfenfe, on the Subjet before s 5. and
that be was of acknowledged InjudicioufnefS, and- Unac=
euracy ||. - T
- BUT was it only. for his Qppofition to Prelacy,
that ‘Aerius-was lefc. on Record ameng Hereticks 2 |
Were there not greater .Articles 43ainft him than
this? wiz. His condemning of -Lent,” of Prayers and
Sacrifices for the Dead ; and the like Superftitions, then
Lt ' ' : . o ' receiv-~

. * Vid. Socrat. Ecclef. Hift: Lib. 6. Cap. 9. i1.
% Reionolds- Lettet to Sir Fraucis Knolis

O3 N
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receivéd in the Church: which Epipbanius -attefnpts
to* juftify again{t him ; and thereby proves hinr more -
Orthodox, than himfelf. . —_— ‘ -
¥ fhould now take my leave of this Hifforical In-
troduclion, Were it not for a pleafant Continuation,
(or rather Contradi&ion) of this' Story, .in the very
néxt Word: ¢ The goodly Order, (fays he) and. Go-
f vernment inftituded by Chrift, ftood firm for many -
i A%cs, and under it the Church flourifhed, and the
‘ Chriftian Religion mightily . prevail’d, notwith=
* {tanding the violent Perfecutions of thofe Times
° But 4t-length it was invaded and fupprefled, by the
® Ufurpation and Tyranny of the Roman Papacy, a fecu-
* {ar Power and Dominion wasfet up, &c. Was there
no Noife for fourseen bundred Years, abour this Point of |
Church Government, and yet this Government invaded
and fupprefled, by. the Ufurpation and Tyranny of the
Romsan Papacy 5 and a fecular Power and Dominion
sre@ed upon its Ruines? Thefe Confequences do
‘hen, mdit naturally follow. , -

“3."FHAT thé Church Government he contends
‘ory is the fame with the Papal Hierarchy, according to
‘he Pateerrt of the Churchof Rome, ‘before the Year
>f Chrift 1400.  For until ¢that Period, there was no
Nbife about shis Point of Church Govermmens ; nor was it
uppreffed-by-the Roman Papacy. - “ L

2. THAT the Ufurpation and Tyranny of the Roman
Yapacy, did not commence till.the fifceenth Cencury. "
‘or by ‘this, the Government. he propugns, was fup-.
reffed, and a fecular Power and Dominion fet up. ~

BUT id’s vime 1 difmifs chis Hiffory, and canfider
nother, no lefs Remarkable ; which I find in p.3.
vhere after 4 juft ‘Lamentation-of the unhappy Di?—
srences = which’ the Church at the Reformation,
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was difturb’d, and the common Enemy diverted; he {
proceeds to tell us, that © among other Differences, |
¢ this was one, that while the greateft and moft con- |
. “fiderable Part of the reformed Church, retain’d the
¢ ancient Order and Government ; and vindicatea it
¢ from the Ufurpations, and Encroachments of the
€ Papacy ; others, (upon what Confiderations I fhall |
¢ not enquire) were pleas’d to fet up a new Form, |
¢ and Model of Policy. ‘. : =
 HAVE 1 quite miftaken this Author all this while,
and fuppofed him. pleading for Prelacy, whilft it’s the =
Antiquity of the Presbyterian Government, which he af-
afferts? Truly thisParagraph, That the gresteft and moft
confiderable Part of the reformed Church, retaind’d the ancient
Order and Gavernment, would tempt me to think fo; had
it been reconcileable to the reft of his.Difcourfe. For
does not every Body know, that the Divine Right 'of Pre=
lacy, wasa Dottrine unknown inall the foreign Churches,
at the Time of the Reformation 2 and that they uni-
verfally maintain’d the Identity of Bifhop and Preshy-~
ter 2 And han’c the bittereft of our Adverfaries, ac=
knowledged this ¢ Hear one of them; * who after he *
had propofed Calvin, as the firft Founder of the Pres-
byterian Principles, proceeds, © Thus Genevs Lake
¢ {wallowed up:the Epifcopal See ; and Chirch Lands
"¢ were made Secular, - which was the White they le-
¢ velled at. This Genews Bird flew thence to Framce,
¢ and hatch’d the Hugenots, which.make about a tenth
¢ Part of that People, it took Wing alfo to Bobemia,
¢ and Germany High and Low, as the. Palatinate, the
¢ Land of Heffe, and the confederate Provinces of the
¢ States of Holland, &c. T wiould therefore advife this
Author to read the Smalcaldick, French, Dutch, Scotch,
Helucsian, &c. Confefions of s wich all heic Au- |
. o T - ..cthe~

s am—— o
't oy ¥ Maine) Tamail Toameaen Y77



~

s - A Defeice of

"

thors-of Note upon' this Subje&, whether Syftematis -

cal, or Polemical: And he’ll find, that he has once
{whether willingly or not) fpoken Truch ; That rhe
greateft and moft confiderable Part of the reformed Church,
retain'd the anciens, (that is the Presbyterian) Order and
Government. Some of the foreign  Churches, did in-
deed early fet up Swuperintendents ; ‘but never once
dream’d of their Superiority by Divine Right, over
their Brethren. But even thefe (as Dr. Stillingflect

seftifies, * ) fifly - misintain Ferom’s Opinion, of the pri-
wmitive Equality of Gofpel Minifiers. And.in Sweden,

‘Demmark, and. Norway, they have nominal Bifhops. But
as for thofe of Desmark, they have their Succeflion
from Bugenbagius, who was but a Presbyter, and there-
fore, according to -our Authors Scheme, are. fo far
from Diocefan . Bifbops, that they are not fo much as
G:yfd'Minij}m. And they of Sweden and Normuay,
will no better ferve his Purpofe ; for the Lutheran

-Religion, has" deprived thofe ' of Ecclefiaftical Jurif-

di&ion ; and thefe.are but primi inter pares, fays the
Author of the  Prefent State of Europe, for the Year
1705. p. 134, and 147. o _

THUS we fee, that the Divine Right of Epiftopacy,

was not known in the primitive Church ;. nor once .

proféfs’d by :any- of the fareign Reformers; and I
may add, as little ‘believed by the Church of Englard
her felf, in'the beginning of the Reformation, =~ - °
- AND now, fince we find our Authors Confidence,

he acquits himfelf, in his following Effays.—— And

the next thing that offers, worthy of particular Con-

fideration, ishis Account of the Order and Government,
énftitued by Chrift and his Apoftles, in the Chriftian Church,
Which . being caft ;into four Heads, I fhall confider

.theém each diftin&ly. . The

- e L
N G
T sew . B v

- - ¥

.thus far outgoing his Modefty in this; we’ll {eehow
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HE firft undertakes, o fhew what facred Offices were
inftitured by Chrift and b Apoftles, in the Church, And
the Sum of what he offers on this Head is, That thefe |
Offices were threefold. (1.) The Twelve Apoftles, whefe
Commiffions (he tells us) we bave-at lerge, Mac. X. (2.)
The Seventy Difciples, fent forth with the fame Commiffion,
“and the [ame Power : Bt though their Commiffion was
much the [ame, with what was given to the Apofles,
(who bad mot’ as yet réceiv’d their full Commiffion) yet it
% moft certain, that they were twa diftiné Orders of Gof=
pel Minifters. - (4.) Deacons, who were invefted with
Jome fhare of the Apoftolick Office, particularly of Preach~

ing and Baptizing, as well as managing the publick Stock
of the Charch, . N "
I fhall ficft take Notice of his Inftance of the
Twelve Apoftles, and the Seventy Difciples. Is ic moff
certain, that' they were two diffinét Orders of Gofpel Mi=
niffers? How does this appear ? ¢ The Twelve ({ays
¢ he, p. 10.) were particularly honour’d with the Ti-
¢ tle of APOSTLES 5 but the Sevemty, though they
¢ were fent forth immediately by Chrift,are no where
“fo called. But what is the mecaning of the Word
APOSTLE ? Does it not fignify a M:/fenger, or one
Sent ? And was it not becaufe they were fenr forth,
that our Lord gave to ‘the Zwelve, the Title of
APOSTLES?  And were' not the Sevenry alfo faid
to be APOSTELEIN, Sent. Luk.'X. 1, 32 which
" every Body thar underftands any Greek, knows to be
the Word, from whence APOSTLE is deriv’d. And
does not the Evangeliff, with-Allufion to the Miffion
of the Twelve, tel us, fote-cited Luk: X. 1. That af-
ter thefe things, the Lord appointed other Seventy alfo, and
SENT thenr? ~ Othor- Seventy -what >-Net-Difoip/:« -
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he did not appoint ’em fuch now, they were fo be-.
fore : But other Sewventy Apoftles, or Meffengers, which
is the fame thing. Thefe indeed, were not fent out as
the Twelve, to Gofpelize the Nations after Chrift’s
Refurre@ion. And therefore,. were never APOS-
TLES, in the -Gofpel Difpenfation: But_for- this
Temporary Miffion, had the fame Commiffion, the
fame Powers, and the fame Denomination with the
Twelve, 1f they were not exprefly called Me[fengers,
they are faid to be SENT, which implies it.
. BUTxthere’s one invincible Argument yet to be
confider’d ; and that is, ¢ Whén a Vacancy falls in
¢ the College.of Apoftles, by the Apoftacy of Fudas,
¢ what a folemn Work was there, at the tranflation
¢ of one from the Number of Difciples, (of the Seven-
¢ ty 1 fuppofe he means) that he might be reckon’d
¢ and numbred with the Eleven. But who told him,
that Matthias was one of the Seventy? - Is it poflible
to prove this? If not, it is not pur beyond all Queftion,
as he vainly boafts: But on the contrary, it’s beyond
-all Queftion with me,. that inftead of being twe dif-
tin& Orders of Gofpe! Miniffers, they were neither of
them Gofpel Minifters at all, by vertue of the Commiffi-
on he fpeaks of. ~ For how could they be Gafpel Mi-
mifters, beforg there was any Gofpel Church 2 Certain
it is, that they were then under the Fewifh Oeconomy 3
and that the Chriftian Church was founded on Chrifts
Refurre@ion, & therefore, could not bave Officers, be-
fore it had a Being. But what need I infift 2 Thefe
Dotages are effeGually anfwer’d, beyond all poffibi-
li‘:y é(f Reply, by two of his own Party. Hear what
theyay. =0 . T A
. ¢ WHEREAS {fzith Dr.. #bithy* ) fome compare
the Bifhops to the wipoftles, the Seventy to the Presby-
: T R —ters

N
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£ ters of the’ Church; and thence ‘cotftlude, that
¢ divers:Orders in the Miniftry, were inftituted by
¢ Chrift himftlf. - It muft be granted, that the An-
¢ cients "did: believe thefe two to be divers Orders 3
€ and that thofe of the Séventy, were inferior to the
~ £ Order of the Apofles; and {ometimes they make
¢ the Comparifon here mentioned : But then it muft
€.alfo be granted, that the Comparifon will not
¢ firi&ly hold. - Bor the' Sevemty receiv’d not their
¢ Miflion, as Presbyters -do.from Bifheps; but immedi-
€ ately from the Lord Chrift, as well as the Apoftles 3
¢ and in théir fielt Miffion, were plainly fent on the
¢ famie - Errand, ‘and with the fame - Power. Thus

he. - And cot o
* Mr. Sage* "has more plainly and fully clear’d the
Caufe. ¢ It is obvioufly obfervable (fays he) in the
¢ Evangelical - Records, “that the Chriftian Church
¢ was not, could not be founded, till our Saviour was
¢ rifen ; feeing it wasto b2 foundedion his Refur-
¢ re@ion. - Qur Martyr Cyprian, as appearsfrom his
¢-Reafonings on divers Qccafions, feems very well to
¢ have knewn, and very diftin&ly to have obferved,
¢ that the Apoftles themfelves, got not their . Commiffi-
¢ o» to be Governours of- the Chriftian Gharch, till
¢ after the Refurre@ion;’ and no Wonder, for this
¢ their Commiffion is moft obfervably recorded Job,
¢ XX, 21522, 23. No fuch thing any where recorded,
€ concerning the Seventy, :Nothing more certain, than
¢ that thst Commiflion'which is recorded Luk. X. did
¢ conftitute them only ZTemporary Miflionaries, and
¢ thac for an Errand, ‘that could not poffibly be more
"€ than Temporary. That Commiffim comtains in its
"¢ own' Bowels, clear Evidences. that it did not In-
¢ ftall them, in any ﬁanéi:ing Office at all, much l‘efs,
' . 2 . S

> . o

-
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€ i any ftanding Office in the Chriitian Church?}
¢ which was not yet in being when they got it. Could
€ that Commiffion: which is recorded Luke X. any
 more conftitute the Seventy, ftanding Officers in thé
¢ Chritian Chureh, than the like Gommifflon- s¢corded
¢ Mat. - X. could conftitute the Twelve, Governours
¢ of the Chriftian Church ? But it’s manifeft, thac tha
¢ Commiffim recorded Mat. X, did fot conftitute the
€ Twelve, Governours of the Chriftian Church ; other4
¢ wife, what need of a new’ Commifion to that pur-
* pofe, after thie Refurre@ion?:’ S I
NOW- let the Reader judge, whether the difparity
of the Twelve and Seventy, ben’t a very (ottering
Foundation, to build their Epifcopacy upon. ,
BUT it’s Time I take notice of his Third fort of
Officers ; and confider wheéther Deacons were invefted
with fome fhare of the Apoffolick Office, particularly
of préaching and biptizing. The only way to know
what was their Officé, and what their Power, is to
have recourfe to their Original Inftitution ; -we find
“itin AQs VI 2, 3. It % not reafon, thas we fhould leave
the Word of God, and (erve Tables ; therefare Brethren look
Jou_out, fevew Men of boneft Report, full of she Holy Ghoff
end Wifdom, whom we may. appoint over this Bufinefi:
Is here the leaft fhadow of Authority, for their preach-
ing and baeptizing 2 Is not it propos’d as the whole of
their Work, to ferve Tables 2 And is it not-plainly in-
finuated, that they had no Authority to preach or bap-
tize, in that the care of the Church Stock, was com-
mitted unto them on purpofe, to difentangle thofe
from fecalar Encumbrances, .whofe Bufinefs this wasy
thac they ntight not be forc’d to leave the Word of God 2
- X would’therefore, whth refpec ro thefe Deacons, re-
mind. chis Author of the Apoftles Challenge, Rom:
X. 15 How [ball they preach, axceps they be fent ?

" BUT _
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BUT he tells-us, p- ¥2.- That Philip by bs preach-
’

into the Chriftian Profefien, by Bepti/m. To which it’s-
fufficient Anfwer, that:Pbhilip wasan Evangeliff. A&s
XXI..8. :and in that' Capacity, presch’d and.bapried.
He . infinuates indeed, that he was dignified with thag
honourable Title, onaccount of his preaching and bap-,
tizing: But I'm fure he can’t find. the leaft hintn
the Bible, to countenance fuch an-Infinuation. -Bug.
were it’granted, ‘that Deasons as fuch, may be Evange—
lifts; they muft chen have Power of Ordination and,
Jurifdiion: For the Work of an-Evangeliff (faith Dr.
Whithy from Eufebius)was this, to [ay the Foundations
of the Faith in barbarous. Nations, to_amflitute them Paf~
tors, &c.:and fo av length, aceording ro his.own
Schemeg, Deacons are become fuperiour to Presbyters,
‘and even co-ordinate :wirh thedpafiles themfelves. -

ng, camverted Samaria, . and initiated the. Comverts there,

- THUS we fee, that. there i not fuch a difference -

as he pretends p- 12. between thefe Gofpel Deacons, 4n
thofe [0:named under she Preshyteriin &doded.. If:any-o
thefe want Ordination, -it-is in. thofe.Congregations,
where there is no Church Stock-t0; comunit. to their
Care, Aad I confefs, weiare natvery fosd of erdaiping
Men t&'4 Work, that. we know ’em..not furnifhed-jo
difcharge. - R IR TN
“HAVING thus undermin’d his. Foundation, his
Fabrick muft neceflarily fall.- il however take the
Pains to pull it to pieces, and fee what Materials it’s
made of.- s coe L

REM‘&RKS on. the Second HEAD. . o

. HIS next Bufinefs, he tells us p. 13. ig, to make it
 appear bow thefe Offices-were diftinguilhed, and 1o demon~
ftrate an Imparity among them. 'This he eflays, by
fuch a tedious and impersinent Harrangue ; t};?t.;’_zf-
LA ! ' frcils

—



T4 *-A Defence of ..

ficilius ‘eff invenire, quam vincere, - It’s much more Q-
ficult to know what he would be at, than to. anfwer-
His' Arguments, if there be. any thing under this
Head, which deferves that Name. - T
~BYT that ¥'may make way for-a diftin@ Confi-
deration of what -he ought: to.have prov’d, under
this“Head, TH Race the Cafe, particalarly. =~ . -
rypHE  Office” of Apoftles, was either : Extraordinary
and Temporary, or.Qrdinary -and Perpetval. *Twas
Ey-vertue of thelr. extraordinary Office, that they :were,
denofnifiated APOSTLES. ‘Which appears from this,
chat chis Title was given them, on Account of their -
being fent abroad; of their unfixed Charge, .and iti-
ferary: Circumftunces ; -and therefore; none but thefe
thus extraordinavily fent foreh, are any where in Scrip-
tare, diftinguifb’d by, thac Appellation. But even they
themfelves, ast erdinary Officers in the Church,. are.
ftiled Presbyters. 1 Rer. V. 1.-and 2. F0b. v. 1. and 3 Fob.

V. I..” ! . oL TR
- THAT the Apofles were extraordinary Officers, he.
himfelf grants;-and tellsus, p.'33. (as fuch) what their
_Powefs and Gifts were, which take in his own Words,
€ 1Tjs acknowledged; - that fome Things peculiar to. .
Cehie ficft Apoftles, ' were Extraordinary-and Temporary,
¢ and expired with their Perfons : fuch as, their hav-
¢ jhg “been Eyé and Ear Wichefles -of Chrift’s Life,
¢ Dod&rine, Miratles, Suffering, Refurre&ion,: and-
¢ Afcention ; theirhaving received their Commiflion
¢ jmmediately- from Chrift, their being infalliblg
¢ Guides, in delivering the Doctrines of the Gofpel,
¢ their unlimicted Commiflion:to all the World, and
¢ Jurifdi®ion over all Churches, their Power 'to -con-
¢ fer miraculous Gifts on others, to.difcern Spirits,
¢ and to back their Cenfures with corporal Punifhs -
¢ ments, as on: Annanies and Sapphire, and Elimas,
< for theis.extrdordinary Power, But befides thig,
‘ e L they
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_they had ordinary Fun&ions, common to other ‘Miui-

fers: of the Gofpel ; fuch as Preaching, difpenfing

the Sacraments, ordaining others to the Work of the

Miniftry 3 and governing the Church. Thefe things

remifed, I come now to confider the Queftion,
whicly fhould have been, -

WHETHER the Apoftles in the exercife of their
ordinary Fun&ion were Bifhops, fuperior to Presbyters.
This he ought to have demonftrated, if he would
have done any thing to the Purpofe : -But what his
Performance is, we fhali fee by the Sequel. :

THE firft Method he propofes for clearing the
‘Caufe, is indeed the only right one, and if duly pro-
fecuted, will infallibly anfwer. It is to confider theie
Commiffions. 'Let us then confider them.

- AS for the ficft Commiffion he {peaks of, I've alrea=
dy Thewn, all Difcourfe upon: that ‘Subje& to be
meer trifling. But true it is, that when Chriff was ta
learve the Earth, having finifhed the Work of our Redemp-
tion, be gave the Apoftles their Commiffion, and put lem into
the aiual Exercife of their Apoftolick Power and Office;
‘Mat, XXVIIL 18, 19, 20. and Joh. XX. 21. . Upon
this he makes a long Common-place, in which he dex-
troufly acquits himfelf. Buet it’s to be obferv’d, that
he all along confiders the Apoftles, as a&ing by ver-
tue of this Commiflion, in the exercife of their extraor-
dinary and temporary Power ; and therefore, (as we
heard before) fpends his Breath to no Purpofe. Where-
fore, fince I have no Controverfy with him, about
their extraordinary Power, 1 fhall not wafte Time, in
animadverting on the Imperfe&ions of his Difcourfe, -
on that Subje& : But immediately confides, whethier -
he finds any diftin& Commiffion for Preshyters, where-
by their Authority appears fubordinate to that of the

‘ ﬂpojﬁ]es-.viixi,th(elir bxi;d;nary Fun&ion.- He prﬁmi(’e; p:

18. ¢ To confider the.Cymmifien, given to she other |

18. _ To confider the.Com fiems Bive Corord
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¢ Order of Church-Officers inftituted by Chrift, the
€ Seventy Difciples, in. whom the Order_of Presbyters,
¢ and ordinary Paffors and Teackers, is {fuppesd to be
f founded. And why does he not produce it? If
there were any fuch Commiffim, . it is eafy to tell us
where we may find it. Bur the plain Truth is, had
he f{earch’d tilt Doornss-day for a Commiffion for Presbyters -
diftin@ from what was given to the Apoftles, he muft
have return’d with a Nom eff inventus. And where it
is mot to be bad, the King muft lofe bis Right.

THIS Confideration, of the Unity of the Comsmi/~
fiom, furnithes me with an Argument, unto which I
challenge the whole Tribe of the Prelatiffs, to give a
‘Rarional Anfwer. It is this.

"THEY that are autborized by the [ame Commilfion,
bave the [ame Office and Authority. S

BUT all the Minifters of the Gofpel, (the Apoftles
themfelves, in their ordinary Capacity not excepted) -
are authorized by the [ame Commilfion.

THEREEORE, it neceffarily follows, that they bave
wll the [ame Office and Autbority. o
- THE Major of this Argument is felf evident; and
the Minor muft ftand good, until our Adverfaries can
produce two Commiffions, by which Gofpel Minifters
are anthorized to the difcharge of their Truft.

ENOUGH has been faid already, about the Sucs -
ceflion of ordinary Paffors and Teacbers to the Seventy;
that there needs no more Words about it. : :

BUT he has one old thread-bare Argument, to
prove the Imparity he pleads for, which has been fo
. often exploded by thofe of his.own Party, and fo of-

ten - refute® by the Preshyterians ; that the mention-
ing it at thistime of Day, is perfely ridiculous.
‘However, let’s hear what he. has to fay. . From:the
, : Account we have (fays he, p. 19, 20.) of:them, and
their Miniftry; .in ‘the -Sacred. Hiftosy.3 we Can't

6 fraoena
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* framé a2 more juft and true Notion of this fecond
¢ Order of Church Officers, than that they were in-
¢ ftituted to be Afliftants and Helpers to the Apoftles
€ in the Work of the Gofpel. And I know nothing
¢ which will give us a better Reafon for this Notion,
¢ than this Confideration ; that.4s it is the fame Lord
“and Lawgiver, the fame Mafter-builder, who had
¢ framed the Civil and Ecclefiaftical Policy among
¢ the Jews, under the Legal Difpenfation, who does
¢ ere& this new Fabrick of the Gefpel Church; fo
¢ it’s reafonable to expe& as great Symmetry and
¢ proportion between the one and the other, as the
¢ Difference of the two Difpenfations will allow, &c.
Unto which he adds Inftances of Aaren and his Sons,
inftal’d in the Priefts Office, and the Levites fubor-
dinate unto them ; and Mofes in the State, and the
Seventy Elders {ubordinate unto him.

THIS Argument, (as indeed moft others, adduced
by the Party) was confecrated in the Fefwits School *.
And the Romanifts have more Reafon to be fond of
it,. than our Epifcopalians 5 unlefs they alfo, are for an
Univerfal Papacy. For as the High Prieff in the Jewifh
Church, and Mofes in the State, were but one ; with
the other Orders under them, fo fhould there be (by
this Argument) but one Bifhop (the Pope). in the Chri=

.ﬁian‘dChurch; to whom all others thould be fub-
je&ed. - ' :

: BUT let the Caufe be duly weighed, and 1 think
neither of thefe can get much by ic. - -

1. THEN, has not-our Lord diffolv’d the Jewifh -
Polity, chang’d their Priefthood, and ere&ed another
Conftitution ? Hear the Apofle on. this Head, Heb.
VIL. 12. For the Priefthood being changed; there s made

of neceffity, a change alfo of the Law. .

"= »Vid BeNazm, de Cler, cap. 14

2. ‘THE‘ ‘

|
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- £ being model’'d, as near the Form of the Synagogue,
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2. THE Jewith High Prief was appointed for 4
particular Fun&ion, which no Officer in the Gofpel
Church, has any Concern with. He was daily (faith
the Apoftle) to offer up Sacrifices, firft for bis own Sins,
and then for the People. Heb. VIL. 27. and to enter into
the Tabernacle alone, once every Yeary not withoat Blood §
which be offer’d for him[elf, and the Errors of the People.
Heb. IX. 7. Whence it neceffarily follows, that the -
Occafion of the Office ceafing, the Order muft be
abolithed. - ' :

3. THE whole Aaromick Priefthood was Typical,
and had its full Accomplifiment in Chrift the Anti-
type; it cannot therefore, have any Continuance
under the Gofpel. The Apoftle call’s this Legal Prieff-
hood, with all its Appendages, & Shadow of good things
to come. Heb. X. 1. And when the Subftance is come,
the Shadows are done away. But after all,

4. I'm willing to grant, that tbe fame Lord and Larw-

giver, (to ufe this Aithors Werds) and the fame Mafter

Builder, who appointed his Worfhip and publick A-
doration in" the Fewifh Synagogue, has tranflated the
fame into the Chriftiar Clnirch j and thereby has
maintain’d’ a great Symmetry’ und  Proportien,. between
the one and the'other. But this is fo far from being
any Service to the impleaded Hietarchy, that it utterly
deftroys it~ Det us hear what two of the moft learn--
ed and judiciops Divines the Church of England could
ever boaft-of; fay on this Subject. BRI
THE ficft is. Dr. Byrnei ¥.- ¢ Among the Fews;

"€ (faith he) he who was thé” chief of the SyWagogue,
"¢ 'was called CHAZAN HAKENESETH, The Bilhop

€ of the Cowgrégation, and SHELIACH TSIBBOR,
¢ The Angel of the Church, -And the Chriftian- Ghurch

¢as

- .1"

e e e

[
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£ as they could be; as they rerain’d many of the
¢ Rites, fo the Form of the Government was conti-

¢ nued, and the Names remain’d the fame. And a-
€ gain f, € In the Symagogues, there was firft one, who
*f was called the Bifhop of the Congregation ; next the
€ three Orderers and Judges of every thing about the
€ Synagogue ; who were called TSEKENIM, and by
€ the Greeks Preshuteroi, or Gerontes, that is Elders
¢ Thefe order’d and determin’d every thing that con-
€ cerned the Syzagogue, or the Perfons in it. Next them,
¢ were the three PARNASSIN, or Deacons, whofe
€ Charge was to gather the Colle&ions of the Rich,
€ and diftribute them to the Poor. Thus he, than

- which, nothing can be 2 more exac Defcription of

[Ty

the Presbyterian Form of Government. '

THE fecond is Dr. Stillingflees ¥, © What fhew of
€ Reafon (fays he) can be given, why the Apoftles
€ fhould flight the Confticution of the Jewifh Syna-
¢ gogue, which had no dependance on the Jewifh
¢ Hierarchy, and fubfifted not by any Command of
¢ the Ceremonial Law ? The Work of the Synagogue
¢ not belonging to the Priefts as fuch, but as Perfons
¢ qualified for inftru@ing others. And again ||, ¢ We
fare to take Notice, that the Rulers of the Church
¢ under the Gofpel, do not properly fucceed to the
¢ Priefts and Levites under the Law ; whofe Office
¥ was Ceremonial, and who were not admitted by
¢ any folemn Ordination, unto their Fun&ion. Thus
he, with much more to the fame Purpofe. By which
we fee, that if our Author knows nothing that will give
us a better Reafon of bis Notion, of the Imparity of Gofpel
Minifers,than the different Qrders in the Fewifb Priefi-
bood, .(as he tells us p. 19. he does not) we are not
like to be much diftrefs’d with his Arguments.

' D2 o Thus

-~

_

1 Obfervat. on the 2 Canon p. §3. -

#lren n aca. Jlihid n 264 -
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THUS having done with the Confideration of the
Commiffions given to the Apoftles, and thofe of a dif
tin& Office and Order, he promifes p. 23. ¢ To fhew
¢ next, the Apoftles Authority over other Paffors and
€ Teachers in the Church, from feveral Inftances of
¢ their exercifing it, in feveral Refpe@s and Ways,
¢ as is recorded in the facred Hiftory.- And he grave-
ly undertakes for eight Pages together, to exemplify
this. Bur what need of this Pains? fince it’s what
was never yet called in Queftion ; nor ever. like to
be, unléfs his weak crifling Reafons on the Subjed,
- give occafion for it. But has he brought "one fingle
Inftance to prove, that the Apofles as Bifhops, in the
Exercife of their ordinary Office, were fuperior to
other .Pafors and Teachers? * Not one Syllable to this
Purpofe ! But on the contrary, we’find- him'p. 2.
mentioning Timotby, ( a Bifhop, as he afterwards célls
us) as an Inftance to prove, that thofe inferior Paffors
ferv'd with the Apoffles in the Work of the Gofpel, as
Sons with their Fathers. And alfo bringing in the Ru-
lers of the Church among thefe inferior Orders, p. 29;
And what then becomes of the Succeffion in the 4-
poffolate, if his Bifhop Timotby was inferjor to the Apo/~
tles?  Or what becomes of his Diocefan Epifcopacy, if
Preshyters were Rulers in'the Church? . - .
THERE’s no need I fhould longer attend upon
his impertinent Difceuife on ‘this Subject; T will
therefore haften to fome' e L

R , o
* ANIMADVERSIONS on the third HEAD.

 WHICH is to0 examine, whether any of thefe Offices
were Extraordinary. and Temporary 3 and to prove tha
they were not " But defign’d to be perpetual, and fanding
in the Church, And this he tells us p. 32.is ¢ The
" 'linge, on which the whole Controverfy depends ;
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. yea, all the Authority and Obligation of Chrift’s
« Inftitution, as to the prefent Church. One would
think, that we are now in a fair way for compromi-
fing all the Comtroverfy between the Prelatifts and
the Presbyterians; and of procuring general Releafes
from both Parties; for he acknowledges, That the
Apoftles extraordinary Powers (as we have heard him be-,
fore defcribe them) are ceafed; and that it was only she
ordinary Power and. Authority of the Apofles, which was
to ferve the Edification, good Order and Government, of
the conftituted Church in all fucceeding Ages; which he
pleads for. And if the perpetual Permanence of the
Apoftles ordinary Office, will fatisfy 5 I'll be Security
for all the Preshyterians in the Realm, that they fhall
heartily acknowledge it: And demand no other
Terms in order to their Conformity, than this very

reafonable one ; that the Epifcopalians fhall plead for
no other Powers, as belonging to the Apoffles ordina-

ry Fun&ion, but what they can prove from Scripture.

But it’s well, if this don’t prove a Bone of Contenti-

on at laft ; for I find this Author, without the leaft
Shadow of Proof, p. 34. afferting it to be part of their
ordinary Office, ¢ To fuperintend both Paftors and
¢ People, to fettle good Conflitutions, agreeable to
¢ the Word of God, for the orderly and décent Per-
¢ formance of all the Ordinances of Religion, publick
¢ Worthip, and other Affairs of Difcipline, as the Ex-
¢ igence of the Church fhould require, & And if
thefe things be not granted him, all his fine Scheme
will come to nothing, and his elsborate Treatife may
be even ufed for wafte Paper. And yet the Presbyre-
rians can by no Means be broughe into thefe Con-
ceffions. . o :

“r. THEY can’c allow, that the Apoffles as ordina-

ry Officers, ‘were to [uperintend both Paffers and Peo-
ple ; becaunfethere is not one lisp in the Bablj,h of
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fuch a Superintendency belonging to any ordinary Qf-
ficcr. But on the contrary, the whole Government is
committed to Presbyters, without any to fuperintend
them. Sce 1 Pet. V. 1, 2. The Elders who are amoy
you I exhort, who am alfo an Elder, &c. Feed the Flock
of God which s among you, taking the Overfight (Epif=
copountes) theresf. Whence I argue, '

IF Presbyters are mot only to Feed the Flock of Ged 3
but to take the Querfight thereof, or to difcharge the
Bifhops Office over it, as the Original Word figni-
fies. They are under the Superintendincy of mo ordinary
Officer in the Cburch. _ '

BUT the fornier ss the Words of the Text 5 and theres
fore the laster true. '

2: NOR can the Preshyterians grant, that Chrift
has left it with any ordinary Officers, to fettle any
Conftitutions in. his Church. Becaufe (as our Author
himfelf truly tells us p- 39.) We know what & dreadful.
Curfe # promounced againft them, who either add to, or
take away from, the Inftitutions of Fefus Chriff, in the 18
and 19 Verfes of the XX1I Chap. of the Revelations of St.
“Fobn. . ' :
" BUT if the Preshyterians are {o incredulous, 8s not
to take his bare Word in this Cafe, though given
with the moft pofitive Air; yet they have fuch Sparks.
of gocd Nature left, as to agree with him in this
Conclufion 5 That there # nothing more evident, upon tbe,
Jlighteft Examination 5 than that Chrift in inftituting thefe
Orders and Offices (in their ordinary Exercife) defign’d,
that they [hould be fianding and unalterable Conflitutions
in his Church, to continue to she end of the World. And
we will allow. him too, the unalterablenefs of the
Apoftlick Office ; if he intends no more, (as he tells
<. 34, he does not). than sheir ordinary Power.and

R S Autha -



Presbyterian Ordination. 23
QAuthority, which swas to ferve the Edification, good Order
and Government of ‘the conftituted Church, in all fucceed~
ing Ages. But if he means, as it feems he does, that
the Apoftolate (properly fpeaking) isa ftanding Order
in the Church; here we muft part ways, and he
muft bring very good Arguments to prove it, before
he can make me his Profelyte. And whether he has
fuch to offer, I'll now particularly confider.

HIS firft Argument is taken from their Commifiom,
and the Promife fubjoyn’d, Lo I am with you alway,
to the end of the World ! But how could that be, ({ays he)
if their Office was to0 expire with themfelves? How
indeed ? We muft therefore (as he {ays) underffand i o
a Promife not to them only ; bus to their Succeffors alfo.
Burt the Queftion is, What is this Succeflion, unto
which the 'Promife is made? Is it a Succeffion in
the Apoffolate only ? If fo, there is then no Comsmifjion

given, nor Promife made, to any but Apoftles, and fo

confequently, there is but one Order of Gofpel Mi-
nifters in the Church ; none but Apofles, to difcharge
any Minifterial Fun&ion. But I hope he will allow
us-enough of thefe, to Difciple “all Nations, to Baprize

- and to Teach ’em, whatfoever Chriff has commanded. And

T’m fure, the Presbyterians will be no loofers by that
Bargain, let thefe Parochial Apoftles be called Biftops,
Presbyters, or what elfe bur Author pléales. In a Word,
this Argument is {o far from eftablithing an Impari--
ty among the Minifters of the Gofpel, that it plainly
proves, that there is but one Order in the Chutch;
fince the Commifjion is but one; and the Succeflfion to
the Apoftles by vertue of that Commiflien, buc onel If

- Bifhops be the Apoftles Succeflors ; there are no Pres-

byters inferior to them. . If Preshyters be the Apofiles

Succeflors, there are no Bifhops fuperior to them. Let

which will be affum’d, the Confequence is the fame.

- *Thus we ar¢ prepar’d to -attend his fecond Argumenr




2.4 - A Defence of-
- WHICH is taken from 1 Cor. XIL 28. God bath
fet fome in the Church, firft Apoftles, [econdarily” Prophess,
thirdly Teachers, ofter that Miracles, then Gifts of Healing,
Helps, Governments, diverfities of Tongues. Whence he
triumphs, ¢ God hath Set,—— even he who fettled
¢ the Ordinances of Heaven, which none can alcer,
¢ hath fixed thefe different Orders in the Church. If
this be fo, that thefe Orders are fixed in the Church,
thefe Confequences muft neceflarily follow. '

. 1. THAT there are not only Apoftles and Teachers,
bue alfo Prophets diftin& from both, fixed in the
Church : For thefe are not only named with the o-
thers ; but forted into a Clafs, diftiné from them both.
Firlt Apoftles, SECONDARILY Propbets, thirdly Tea-
chers. And thus, he who the laft Page, would allow
us but One Order of Miniffers, has now furnifh’d us
with Three, and by both fpoil’'d his own Scheme.

2. IT will alfo follow, that Miracles, Gifts of Hea=
 ling, and diverfiries cf Tongues, are fixt in the Church,
and of perpetual Permanence. This Confequence
cannot be evaded, by faying, that they are not diftinct
Offices from thefe, but extraordinary Gifts confer'd om them,
_ For (to ufe his own Words) God hath Set, even be who

fersled the Ordinances of Heaven, which none can al-
ter, hath aswell fet Miracles, Gifts of Healing, and di=
werfities of Tongues, as Apoftles, Prophets and Teachers;
To fay that thefe are Extraordinary,- the others not, is
to quite deftroy his.Argument, from God’s having
SET thofe in the Church. For the Text aflures us,
that he hath SET thefe there alfo. .
-, HIS third Argument, is taken from Eph. IV. 11,
12, 13. He gave fome Apoftles, fome Prophets, fome Evan-
gelifts, fome Pafiors and Teachers 5 for the perfecing the
Saints, for the Work of the Miniftry, for the edifying the
Body of Chrift 5 till we all come in the Unity of the Faith,
&ec. ¢ Where it is plain, (fays he) thefe Offices were

€ réa i
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fito Egm’;m\ca till the Church fhonld be perfe@ed,
S-fully broyght in, and fully advanced; and till it
¥ fhould be beyond all hazard of being feduced; that
s to fay, wuntil the end of the World. This Text
is very agreeable to -the former, and the
Aofwer may.. bé the fame; that if thefe Offices
are to continug to the end - of the World, they are
all of ’em to continue {o long, and then we fhall have
four Orders of Church-Officers, befides Deacons, when
he pleads for but three’in all. And were that abfurd,
and even ridiculous Affertion of his p. 38, granted
him, That thefe different Defignations, dont import diffea
yent Offices, but " different Exercifes of the fame Office’s
yet the Text makes thefe as permanent as the other.
His Apoftles therefore, muft (according to that Noti-
on) be Prophets, and Ewvangelifts, to the end of the
World, as well as Bifhops. “And when we' find thefe
‘fixed ‘Diocefan Bifhops, whilft {uch, not only endowed
‘with the Gift of Prophefy, but travailing through the
‘World, to. Evangelize the Nations ; we’ll allow ’em
to be the Apoftles Succeffors. |
. "BUT the plain Truth of the Bufinefs is, that the
Apoffolate was a Temporary Office, calculated only
for the infant State of the Church-; and as fuch, trea~
ted of in both thefe Texts.. And the ordinary Office
of Paffor and Teacher only, to continue unsil we all
«come in the anity of the Faith. That the Apoftolick Office
was Extraordinary, and admitted of no Succeflion, I
thus prove. N o ,
1. THE Apoftles had an extrasrdinary Call to their
Office ; and were never broughe into it, in an ordi-
mary Way, and therefore when a Succeffor. was ap-
pointed to Fudas, A&. 1. they chofe him by Loz,
that the Affair might be left wholly to God’s De-
cifion ; and ‘did" not prefume to feparate him to the
‘Work, by Ordination. Nor indeed, did the AP".gl“
__gver ordain_any, to their own Office and Ordi 1
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lenge the World to produce one Inftarice '6f fuch 5%]
‘Ordination. But on the contrary, it is effantial to the
Apoftolical Charader, that they be Apoftles, not of Men,
nor by Men ; but by Fefus Chrift, and God the Father, who
raifed him from the Dead, Gal. L. 1. A
' 2. THERE were extraordinary Qualifications ne=
ceffary to the Apoftolick Office. We have them par-
ticularly mentioned, when a Succeflor was to be
chofen to Fudaw, A&s 1. 21, 23. Wb'er;;fm of thefe Men
owhich have companied us, all the time. that the Lord Fe--
fus went in and out among us, beginning from the Baptifm
‘of Fobn, unto that fame Day, that be was taken up from
ats 5 muft one be ordain’d, to be a Witnef§ with us, of bss
‘Refurrection. Whence it plainly ‘appears, ' that hone
«could "be admitted into the Apoffolate, but fuch as had
feen Jefus, both before his Death, and after his Re~
furredion. - I
. 3. THE Apoftles had an univerfal and unlimited
Commiffion 3 and were fent to the remoteft Kingdoms,
‘to Gofpelize the Infidel Nations. On which account
efpecially, they are diftinguifh’d by the Title of A~
POSTLES, as we heard before. It is therefore but
Nonfenfe, to talk of Diocefan Bifhops fucceeding theny,
whofe Power is limited. , ' o
4. THERE were extraordimary "Gifts confer’d on
the Apoftles, to qualify them for the Esercife of their
extraordinary Power and Commiffion ; {uch as the Gifts
‘of Miracles, of Tongues, infaflibility of ‘Doé&rine, .
tranfcendent Efficacy and Energy in Preaching, &e.
And as Spanbemius truly affirms *, Every one that was
“endued with a proper Apofolick Power, had, and counld
give vifible Proof, and occular Demonftration of thefe Giftss
Tl therefore conclude this Argument, with his Chal-
lenge to the Pope, with ‘but liccle Variation. Let the
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B‘_ﬂb;’? wdid the Apoftles, declare, that the have. the
szt: of Tomgues divinely infufed ; les them brmq vifibly
#he Gifts' of the Holy Ghoft Yfrom Hea'ven, let em work
Like the Apa/}les, Juch ilinfirious Miracles, end then. wc
fhall yield; that they bave Apoftolick Autbority. - .

: THUS having {een, what Caufe of Triumph oug
Author has on this Subje.. I'll leave him to clap his
Wings, and crow over the poor baﬂied Scbzfmamlz:,
and proceed to fome ,

REMARKS on ’lns Fourth HEAD
Whlch is to fhew, who ﬁ:ccml in tbefe Oﬁim, aml

Fightly execute them to this Day.

HE tells us p- 41., ‘That be need but &o it, of the Sucz-
ceﬂ?m‘ to the Apofiles ; ﬁ;r -svhien that is'done ‘the other come
in of conrfe.” But 1 enquire, how do ti-jey come in ?
‘Do they come in 2 the Door, or climb over the Fold?
T'm fure,-except they* are Succeflors to the- Apofties,
in their ordinary Officg, he can find no Commiffion in
the Bible; . to bring: thenr'i in. However, I¢c us follow

. hxm it his own Path, :

AFTER a triumphiant Narrative of the Feats he
bas perform’d, under the ‘former Heéads; (‘which T
think I have fuﬂicnently ammadverted upon already)
he proceeds to'this’ Argument: - * -

_ “EITHER Biflips muft be’ the true. Succeffors td
* the Apofiles, or elfe théy have ne-Succeflors at all’;
¢-and ¢he Apo/t’élzck Order 'and Office 4s.quite extin&’;

* and the Church is totally: depriv’d of the prime: aml
chxcfeﬁ Office, inftituted by -Chrift, for its Edlﬁca-
¢ tion; 'good Order, and Governmem. :

THIS: Argument I acknowledge, is ‘nvmcnble,
‘and therefore, T muft yield-the Caufe, that Bifhops are
“the Apoftles true Succeffors ; and that nione but they have

‘any Powers from theCommfﬂiow, or'apy Claim o ﬁhﬂﬂ
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Promife glveh to the Apofiles. But then, the Quef-
tion is, who thefe Bifbops ate, whether the Arch-Biy
fhop of Canterbury, and the Rifbop of London, who" fiia
perintend many hundred Congregations; and nona
bue fuch: Or whether it be the Paffor of each par-
tichlar Congregation. If the latter be granted, we
have no Quarrel with him on this Subjeét - If the
former be fuppofed, he would have done well to have
pffered fome Proof? upon that Head. Fot tbough the
Presbyterians do allow the Succeflion of Bifhops, to
~the Apoftles; chey are: not-fo good hiumonr’d ‘as to
grant, what he infinuates p. 44. without the leaft
"thadow ‘of Proof ; that thefe Bifbops are fuperior- to
ordinary Paftors and Teachers; or that they pro-
perly fucceed to the Apofolick Office. But whether
-wé’ll allow it of not, he is refolved to ftand by the
‘Caufe, and defend it if poflible. And could he jufti-
fy what he further offers, as an Argument for his
'priﬁ:opal Sucteffion, he would. I confefs, bid very fair
for it. : = .
. ©IT's evident (fays he) allo from Scripture, that
¢ the Apoftles in their own Time, did confer on others
€ the Apoftolick Power and .Authority. But how is
this evident?” He makes it evident to any Man that
is refolved to believe it, from the Ele@ion of:Matthi-
as to the Apoftolate. € Their (the Apottles) firft work
¢ (fays he p. 45.) was to chufe one to fucceed Fudas
€ and. by the dire@ion of God, Matthias is receiv’d
¢ into the Number of the Apoftles. Did the Apafies
confer on Metthiasy the Apoftolick Power? No! &
-plainly appears ‘that they neither did, nor could do
it 3 in that they fo {olemnly refer the Caufe to.God,
by a Lot, and depend upon his immediate Dire@ion,
If they gould (as he infinuates) have committed the
Apoftolick Office, into the Hands of other faithful Per-
s, why did they not erdain Mattbias to the Cbargf,

aerie
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Withoiit referring the . Ele@ion ta:God’s, immediate,
| Dexifion? or why did they number him among the
' elovem, Apoftles,. b?c?:fut l?nlgéit;é»? The Re.aﬂon- of
this plainly is, becaufe this was Extraordinary,
and the Gall to it muft;therefore. be fo. toa. |, . ﬁ]’j
. BUT be has more Evidence to ?toducc, well wor<
thy of .ur moft ferious Atrenition! . It is this, "¢ So,
“.\when Femes the Bregher of John, is killed by Herad,

“.another of that Namey was Bifbop of Ferufalem, And.

is not this an invincible Argument, to prove, that
the_Apaftles (who according to him were all of ’em

Bithops) did confer upon others, the Apoffolick Power “

and- Authority, becaufe Fames, who was one of the
Apoftles, was Bifhop of Ferufalem? But he .tells us,

Thet this Fames, [ome will bave to be auofber,z than Fames
e

comimonly called she lefS, one of the firff Tw

ve Apofiles,

But who are thefe fome? and why. will they have'i

why this Fames he {peaks of; was not the Son of . 4l-
phress, numbred with the Twdve. Mat. X. 3. AndI’'m

as fure, that thece is ot one. Word in the Bible ta -
{upport this chimerical Notion,.of his Epifcopacy. And
this, I -think every body will be convinced of, when
they fée what is offer’d for the Proof of it- I will* ~

therefore give the Reader the Entertainment, of every
Word ¢his Author offers, to confirm this Point. And ,
- FIRST be tells-us *Tawas be, o whowm St. Peter (as
Bifhop of Ferufalem) natifies, bis miraculous Deliverance,
A&s XH. 17. A moff tonvincing -Argument ! For

we know, Peter conld not notify his Deliverance, tq

any but Bifhops. - ‘

: HE fubjoins, *Twas ke, who prefided in the Council of
Ferufalem. A&s XV. But how does that appear 2 I'm
certain, there is-not the leaft lifp of that kind, in the
place. refer’d to, unlefs his declaring his Semtence, or
Opinion, of the Affair debated, bg fuppofed an Evi-

~A e d™ 2000 dCllC?
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dence-of it s andif fo; Perer thuft 4o be Prefidesti oF

b

pinion of the Cafe before them. But tvere it granted,

that Synod ; for he, as well as Fomes,i-declares his©OC: -

that Fames prefided im the Symd-av Ferufslem; what. °
will he gee by it? ~1s-every Moderator of a Symod @ -

Bifhop, in the Senfe Ke pleads fof ®:1f fo, wherd- are
many more Biftvps; thag he is Willing to allow.!. - i

- THUS we aré come to’ the'laft Proof, of Fumes’s® -

Epifcopacy, and that is, It was He'towhom St. Paul made’
bis AddvelS, whenbe came thitbér's and be of whom be:
[pedks, 'in the 19 Verfe of ‘the firff Chap. of the Epifile to
the Galations, whom be calls an Apofile, and the Lord’s.
Brothgy. ‘The ‘Arguhrent ftands thus, Paul went in.umto.
Yamei 3 therefore Fames was a i Bijhop. Paul calls him.
an. Apoftle, and the Lord’s Brothéry ‘therefore ‘he was'
Rifhop-of ferafalem. Rifuin teneatss pmici. Can Men
pretend to fourdd “their Faith “upon fuch ridigulous
Whimfies, the'very mfiéntion wheréof, is enough'to.
excite. Mirth, in the moft flegmiatick Complexion. ..~
' AND now let us {ee, what"niore he canoffer. to,
iake it evident, that'{he Apofles did-in- their own time,
confer “the Apoffolick ‘Power on” dtheys:! € Certain it isy
S (faithi he) that Panl and Barnabas, vwicre receivéd. in
¢ to the Apoftolick Office; Panl immediately called there<
¢ unto by Chrift, athis Converfion ; but Barnabas in
¢ the ordinary marmer, wheén’ he''réceived that new
¢ Nanie from the Apvfles, whichignifiés Son of Con-
¢ folation.” T hope he ‘won’t pretend; that the Apofilex
confer’d the Apofidick Power -on -Pasl,-fince he aca
knowledges his immediate Call -And the, Apsfle him+
{elf informs us, x Cor. XV. 8. That Clrif} wasfeen of
bim, as of une born but of due'time By’ which itappéars, -
he‘had that heceflary Qualification for-tHe ApoffolicE
Office, "a fight of Chrift. Though Kis:Vifion of Chrift,
and Commiffion to his Office, were late,- and - mira<
+'ous, on-which’ account he- fliles'- hisnf{elf wen - Abors

)
dgono . -
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¥ide. And as to Barmabas, daes he bring the leal hine
fragm Scripture; to prave his mediete Separation to the
Apefioate, though he fo confidendy aflerts it 2 Did he
thihk, that his bare- Word -would be taken. in this
.Cafe, without the leaft pretencetof Proof?- Or thae
it was a {ufficient-Atgument, to prove his medisteGall,
that be receiv’d " & méw Name from the dpoftles, which
fignifies Son of Confolation @ By a like; Argument, this
‘Author may exped to be an paftle himfelf? he ha-
ving fo famoufly, merited the Name of Bosperges, by
his Thunder againft che Schifmaticks. But I'm weary
of fuch trifling, and will therefore-{ee, if he cam find
any thing more.to_the purpofe; when he comes to

give Inftances of, fome raifed from among the ordiniry Paf~

 dors, to the Apoelicalg or Epifcopal Order.

. HIS firft Inftance is, The ‘moft Reverend Father
in——, his Grace, Timothy, Lord Arch-Bifhop of Ephe-
fus.. Of whom he tells us, p.ig7- Wat. Paul actually
gave bim an Epifcepal power, ouer. the. Church of Epbefus,

and she Preshysers and Paftors thereof. - 'To which I An~

fwer: . e R

. 1.. THE Scriptures no where give fo much .as the
Title of Bifhops, to Timethy and Titws ; and how. then
came they by thac.Chara&er? The Pofffcripts dosin-

" .deed. call ’em. Bifhops; but every one converfant in

s

‘Books, knows, that.they are.no part of the Canon

.of Scripture, nor. to be found in any ancient Copy of ’

the New Teftament. ' . L
. -+ 2 Timothy was fo far from being Bifhap of Epbefus,
.that it’s abundantly evident from Scripture, he never

was fixed there at all. Particularly, ic’s unaceountable -
Af Timothy was therey that Payl fiould make no men-~

tion of him, in his Epiftle to the Epbefians ; as he does
-in all his other Epiffles to the Churches, that to the
.Gabatians only excepted. It’s a fure Etidence, that he

.was ngithgs Bifbop sheres nor refidewt there. Bug let.us
N : - take_
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_take & particular View of his Peregrinations, as We find
them recorded in the Scripturess and it will thence
plainly appear, that if he was a fixed Bifkop anutny
plice, he was-a pattern of Nowrefidency, We find hiim
at Corimth, when Paul wrote from thence, his Epifle
to the Romans, Rom. XVL 21.. He was with Pas/ at
Phillippi, when he -wrote his firft Epifle to the Corin-
thisns. 2 Cor. I 1. He -was with Paul ac Rome, when
he wrote his Epijfle to the Pbillippians from thences
Phil-H. 19. And- alfé when he wrote his Epiftle to
the Colloffians. Col. 1..1. He was alfo his Companion
when 'he wrote both his Epiftles to the Theffalonians
as appearsfrom the ficlt Verfe of each Epifle. We find
him likewife invited by the Apofie to Rome, to be
helpful to him.in the Miniftry. a Tim. IV. 9, 1o, 1¥.
From whence, heintened to take him along with
him; to vifit the Churcbes of Fudea. Heb, XIIL 23. TO
=ll which I maadd, he was a preascher for fome con=
fiderable time, to the Corimtbians, 2 Cor. I. 19. And
now, would it not make a Man fmile, were he never
fo ferious; to hear of a Bifhsp of Ephefus, who has
tlie whole World for his' Diocef 5 efpecially, when
there is not the leaft Word in the Scripture, to coun-
tenance his having any fixc Charge there, Our Ad-
werfaries do indeed urge to thar purpofe, 1 Tim. I 3.
As 1 befouighs shee to bide fiill im Epbefus, that thou might~
2ft charge fome, that they preach no other Doclrine. But the
Argument is the quite contrary way. For to what
end’ fhould the Apoftle entreat a Bifhop, to tarry in his
own Dioceff, when he could do no other; without of~
fending God, and negle&ing his Ducy 2 S
- 3. IT’s certain, he was no Bifhop of Epbefas, when
the Apoftle Paul took his laft leave of that Church.
For then he commits to the Presbysers the overfigtit
theredf, and gives ‘sm & moft folemn Charge of the
Church, " as .the proper Bifhop of it, Ads XX, ‘17,“:8‘1.
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And yet this is the laft time they ever faw the Apo/~
tle’s Faceyas is evident from Verfe 25.  But i’s time
I confider; what our Author adduces, to ‘prove this
Epifcopacyof Timothy, ’ ‘ :
.. HE is inftruced (fays he) in all the Exercifes of
¢ the Epifcopal Power, particularly to command and
® charge them, (the Pajfors) that they preach found Doc-
¢ trine. And han’t every Miniffer Authority, as Chriff’s
Amba[Jador, to charge his Brethren as well as others,
to be faithful ? o -
¢ HE ‘was alfo (fays he) to prefcribe Rules for pub-
¢ lick Worfhip ; particularly that Prayers be offered up
¢ for all in Authority.. That is, he was exhorted,
x Tim. IL x, 2. T0 Sapplications, Prayers, aud giving of
Thanks, for all. Men ; for Kings, and for all that are in Au=-
thority.  Therefore was to prefcribe Rules for. publick
Worfhip. The meaning no doubt is, that he was by
his. Epifcopal Authority, to put out a New Common
Prayer-Book ; fince there is no praying for Kings, and
ali in Authority without. - - —
ANOTHER Inftance of his Epifcopal Power, af-
fign’d by this Author, is, That he was € to examine
¢ and judge, Perfons duly qualified for the facred Of-
¢ fices of the Gofpel ; and give Impofition of Hands
_€-to; or'to ordain. none, but-fuch as are found duly
¢ qualified, & c.- And what Inferrence would he make
from hence 2. But that Timethy had the Power of Or-
dination, which he would have had, were he buc a
common. Presbyter, If he would infinuace, shac be-
caufe Timothy was admonithed, 10 lay Hands {uddenly
on no Man ; he had the fole Power of Ordination 5 i’s
juft as much to the purpofe, as if he fhould argue,
that he had the fole Power of exborting and reaching, ~
becaufe the Apaftle charges him, to be inftant, in feu-
Jony and ous of [eafon, in preaching the Word. .. .

4 4
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A further ‘Argument of this Epifcopal Authority,
te thus propofes. ¢ He was to guard diligently againft
¢ falfe Do@rines, and feducing Spirits, and to put
¢ the Brethren in mind, and command them; that
¢ they give not heed to fuch Do&rines and Seducers.
And’ is not this the Duty of every Gofpel Miniffer,
without this fuperior Epifcopal Authority ¢ .
HE-was alfo.(faith this Author) ¢ To judge, cor-
¢ re@, and confute Offenders, even Presbysers, after

¢ due Examination, and Convicion. But is there a

Word of cenfuring Presbyters, in the Text referr’d
to ?* He is indeed there warned, nor 2o receive an Accu~

. fatien (or ‘give heed to a flanderous Report) againft an

Elder, without two or three Witneffes, And is it the Pre-
rogative of a Bifhop, to rake up am evil Repors 2 But
were it granted, that he had this Authority,and whae
further 1s'pleaded for, of promoting [uch Deacons to a

- Ligher Degree, as were faithful, and diligems. This will

noching diftinguith him from other Presbyters.; who
in concert with others of their Order, might exercife
all thefe Powers. After all, if we allow, (what I'm
fure can never be prov’d) that he had a Power over
other Presbyters, folely vefted in his own Perfon, he
was an Evangeliff, 2 Tim. IV. 5. and as fuch, was

- defir’d to tarry a while at Ephe/ws, to regulate Affairs

in that infant Charch, and give a check to thofe Wolves,
which the Apofle forefaw A&s XX. 29. would enrer
thove, not fparing the Flock ; as well as to. dire& and
allift the newly fetcled Paffors, who wanted the influ-
ence of fuch an extraordinary Perfon. How vain
thercfore, is all Argument from fuch an exiraordinary,
to an ardinary Church- Officer 2 S :
OUR Author forefaw this Objeition, and attempts
the removal of it, by telling us, p.:49..“ Tis altoge=
* ther groundlefs'; for we find no fuch Office of an
Camgeliff, infticuegd, dlﬂln@g‘ fwm;has of Az;;jf{e,
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€ Preshyter, or Deacon ; bus thatit was a common De-
¥ fignation to all, wf-lo were the frft Planters of the
* Gofpel, among Fews or Heathens. What Dodtring is
this 2 Does not the Apoftle plainly tell us, Eph. IV.
xx. That our afcended Lord gave to his Church, not
only fome Apofiles, fome Prophets, fome Paftors and Teach-
ers ; but fome Evangelifts alfo 2 And agreeably, the
Ancients always efteem’d Evangeliffs to be extraordina-
ry Officers, diftin& from other Paffors. Hear what
Eufebius fays of them *. € They obtaining (fays he)
€ the firft Step of Apoffolick Succeflion; and being as
€ divine Difciples of the chief and principal Men,
€ builded the Churches every where, planted by the
§ Apoftles.———— Next taking their Journey, fylfilled
€ the Work and Office of Evangelifts ; that is, they.
¢ preached Chrift unto them, that had not yer heard
¢ of the Do&rine of Faith; and publifi’d earneftly
¢ the Dodrine of the holy Gofpel. Thefe Men, ha-
¢ ving planted the Faith in fundry new and ftrange
¢ Places, ordain’d there, other Paftors, committing un-
¢ to them the tillage of the new Ground, and the o-
€. verfight of fuch as were - Igtely canverted unto the
¢ Faith; pafling themfelves,. untg other People.and
_f Countries, ¢&e. . . o '
THUS I've gone through what he has to offer fog
the Epifcopacy of Timothy. And now let us hear, how
he proves Zitas to be Bifhop of Crere. © The like Pow-
¢ er and Authority (fays he) is confer’d on Titus, o
¢ ver the Churches of Crete, that he fhould fet iz order
€ the things that are wanting, and ordain Elders, or Pref-
f byters in euery .City ; and that* he fhould ftop the
¢ Mouths of the unruly, who taught chings which they
¢ ought not 3 and thac he fhould reluke them fharply,
¥ thas they may be [ound in the Faith. To which I an-
L E F 2 fwer,

‘,J.—f - o . ,. . . ‘-uj. I
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fwer, Crete being at this time unfetled with Paftors;
the very Errand he was left there upon, was to ordain
Elders in every City ; and thefe Elders fo ordain’d, were
-all of ’em Bifhops, Tit. I. 6, 7. And therefore, there-
was no need of his continuance with them, under
the Chara&er of a Bifhop 3 nor did he tarry long with-
them, as Dr. Whithy not only acknowledges, but-
proves from Seripture, € As for Titus, (fays he) he
¢ was only left at Crete, to ordain Elders in every Cityy
“and to fet in order the things that were wanting ; and.
¢ having done that Work, he had done all that was
¢ affign’d him in that Station ; and therefore, St. Paul
¢ {ends for him the very next Year, to Nicopolss, Tit.
¢ IIL. r2. Thus he, to which nothing need be added,
fince whatever occurs on this Head, has been parci=~
cularly anfwer’d already. ) .
THUS having ‘quit our Hands, of the Epifcopaty of
Timothy and Titus, his Hierarchy has but one Refuge
more to fiy to, and that is the Apocaliptick Angels, who

T fufpe& will alfo fail him, and not prove his Guars .

dians in this Conflict. ;
¢ What has been hitherto obferv’d, makes it to me
¢ very evident, (fays he) and I think, may make it to
¢ any other unprejudiced Perfon, at leaft highly pro-
¢ bable, that the Angels of the feven Churches of the
“ leffer .4/, were Perfons of the Apoffolical and Epif=
¢ copal Order. For fince there was fuch an Order
€ of Apaftles and Bifhops ‘inftituted by - Chrift in his
¢ Church— who elfe could thefe Angels be, but
¢ Officers of this higher Order ? In anfwer to which,
Yl endeavour to imitare his Brevity, and waving all
other’ Arguments, to difprove this fond conceir ; will
cnly offer plain Demonfiration, that. thefe Angels are
(as the Word #nzel frequently is) takeh in a colle@ive
5'}'“&, asincluding nor only the Miniffers of the Chur-
+5 but even the whole Churches themfelves. Thlus
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the Epfles are direced, unto the Seven CHURCHES .
in Afia, Rev. L. 4, 11. and always concluded with'
this Epiphonema, He that bath an Ear to hear, let bim
bear, what the Spirit (sith unto the CHURCHES. And
- thus in the Epiftle to the Angel of the Church of Epbe~
fus, is_there fuch 2 Commendation for Labour and Pa-
tience, {fuch a Complaint of the lof of their firf Love,
fuch an Exhortation to_Repentance, and threatning to
remove their Candleflick out of its place, as are altogether
incompatible to a fingle Perfon. A And what clears
this Cafe, beyond all poflibility of Reply, is the plural
Expreflions, fo frequently applied to thefe . Angels.
For Inftance; When the 4Asmgel of the Church of
Smyrna, is exhorted  to fear none of thefe things, &c. it
is fubjoined ; The Dewil [ball caft fome of YOU, into Pri-
fon, that YE may be tried, and YE fhall bave. Tribula-
tion, &c. Chap. II. Verfe 10. Was it fome of the
Bifhop, that was to be caft into Prifon, and a number -
of him, to be tried, and to bave Tribulation 2 So like-
wife Verle 13. Antipas my faithful Martyr, was flain
among YOU, whereSatan dwelleth, Was he flain among
the - Bifliop, and had the Bifhsp only, fuch bad Quar-
ters, where Satans feat was 2 And to the fame purpofe,
Verfe 24 But unto YOU 1 fay, and to the reft in Thy-
atira. With feveral other like Paflages, which 'can by
. no means agreeto a fingle Perfon. And how themn
did it become fo very evident to this Author, that
thefe Angels were of the Epifcopal. Order? 1 confefs, T -
can’t envy him the Satisfaction he obtains from fuch
Evidence, but will leave him to the fruition of it, while
1 take a fhort View of the Hiffory, with which he
-concludes his Arguments, and fee, whether he has
been more happy in this, than in that, with which he
~ began'his Diﬂfrtation. L. g .
+ € ALL the Records (faith.he) we have of the anci-
€ ent and primitive Church, do harmonioufly attleﬁ;:
= e . o -7 ) . thd i
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< that this Order, and thefe Offices inflituted by Chriff,
¢ were inviolably preferv'd for many Ages,and {o po-
¢ fitive are they, as to that prime. Office of Apoftles
¢ and Bifhops, that they give us particular Catalogues
¢ of the Bifhops, who fucceeded the Apoftles, in go-
¢ verning the moft famous and principal Churches
¢ in the World. It would have been a needlefs Toil,
for this Author to have given his Reader any Docy~
ments of this, or to have produc’d one of thofe an-
cient Records, or fo much as one of the Fathers of the
Church, to prove this bold Affertion ; for he knows
that the Laity are eafily put off with Confidence and
- Affurance. And it is alfo needlefs for me, to heap
op contrary Authorities, againft bold and blind Affice
mation. I fhall therefore only propofe to his Con-
- fideration, the Anfwer of their own Dr. Ssilingflect ¥,
| to thefe frivolous Pretences,. Who obferving, thag
Eufebius makes it a moft hard Matter to know, who
fucceeded the Apofles, in the Churches they plan-
ted ; adds, ¢ Say you fo, is it fo hard a Matter to find
- ¢ out, who fucceeded the Apoffles, in the Churches
¢ planted by them, unlefs it be mentioned in the wri-
¢ tings of Paul, what becomes then, of our unquefti-
¢ onable Line of Succeffion, of the Bifhops of feveral
¢ Churches, and the large Diagrams made of the Apof=
¢ tolick Churches, with every one’s Name fet down in
¢ his Order, as if the writer had been Clarenceaul to
€ the Apoftles themfelves 2 Is it come to this at laft,
¢ that we have nothing certain, but -what we have
¢ in Scripture 2 And muft then the Tradition of the
¢ Church be our Rule, to interpret Scripsure by 2
¢ An excellent way to find out the Truth douhtlefs,
_ € to bend the Rule to the crooked Stick. And the
fame Author juftly obferves 1, ¢ Fhat from fuch Rea-
S e ¢ fonings

e map—



, Presbyterian Ordination. 39
® fonings of the Fathers, and their wientioning of
¢ Succeflions of Bifhops, it can never be prov’d, that
¢ Bifhops were of a higher Order, or had any Power
¢ over Preshyters ; nor that in all places, there was
*fo much as any Difference at all between them ;
¢ nor that they mean’d ought, fave @ Succeffion of Doc-
€ trine. Thus Dr. Stillingfleer, unto which nothing
need be added. :

I will cherefore procéed to confider Calvin’s Au=
thority, whom he brings for his Voucher in this
Cafe, and would no doubt by this, and feveral other
Quotations from him, have his Lay Resder {uppofe
he is wholly on his fide, He indeed finds him ac-
knowledging, that the Ancients had Bifhops and Arch- -
Bifkops ; and he ntight have added, Ledors and Acolyths,
for Calvin mentions thefe too among the reft, in the .
place refer’d to. - But why did he not tell us, that ac-
cording to Calvin, ¢ The Bifop had no Dominion
¢ over his Colleagues, the Presbyters ; but was among
¢ them as the Conful in the Semate, to propofs Matters,
¢ to enquire the Votes, to’préfide in Counfels, Admo-
¢ nitions, and Exhortations; to dire@ the Affair by
¢ his Authority, and to put in Execution, what was
¢ decreed by common Council. And that even this is
¢ introduced by Humane Confent, is confefled by the An-
¢ cients themfelves. I fay, why did he not inform
us of thisalfo? - The Reafon is obvious, it would
quite have fpoiled his Argument, and who would be
an Evidence againft himfelf2 = .

- THUS, I've gone through all his Arguments, for
the Proof of the Fus Divinum of Prelacy; and muft
fubmic it to the Readers Judgment, whether any of
’em remain unanfwerld, :
- HIS next 'Bufinefs is, to propofe three Objeitions,
againft the Do&rine he propugns; and he difcovers
“his Prudence and Caution, in propofing ’em asbt‘a-
- et L0 NOWEAD!
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vourably as poflible to his own Caufe, that he mighé:
‘find fomething to anfwer. But it would have been
kindly done of him, to have allow’d the Presbyterians,
to ftate their own Objections : And I dare fay, if he
had undertaken to have given any fatisfying Anfwer
to the Reafons brought by them, againft his Do&rine;-
he would have found Work enough for his Life time.
I'll take liberty to propofe fome few of them, which .
he may confider at his Leifure.

Arg. 1. IF the Scriptures afcribe, not only & Communi-=
“ty of Names 5 but alfo of Office apd Order, to Bifhops
and Présbyrers 5 they are mece[farily co-ordinate. -

. BUT the Scriptures do afcribe, a Community both of

Names and Office, to Bifhop and -Preshyter, : '
1. THEY afcribe a Community of Names, A&sXX.

17, 28. Where thofe called Presbyters, in the 17 Verfe,

are ftiled Bifbops in the 28. And the fame thing ap- -

" pears with meridian Luftre, from 7ir. 1. 5, 7. Where
thofe called Presbyters in the gch Verfe, are alfo de-
nominated Bifhops in_the 7th. And ,

2. THE Scriptures alfo afcribe, an"Identity of Of-
fices, to Bilhops and Presbyters. Thus 1 Pet.V, 1, 3. -
The Elders which are among you 1 exhort, who am alfo an
Elder, &c. Feed the Flock of God which s among you,
taking the Overfight thereof. ’m fure, the Confequence
is inevitable, that if Presbyters are to take the Over-
fight of the Flock, or as the Original Word fignifies,
to difcharge the Bifhops Office over it ; there is a- Com-

" munity of Order and Office, as well as of Name, between
Bifhop and Presbyter, which was the thing to be pro-
ved. . L

Ard. 2. IF there be no Gafpel Minifters in a vegularly

conflituted Church, but Bifhops ; then Biflop and
Preshyser, muft be the fame Order and Office, ~
o . RUIT
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BUT: Yheve.are o Gofpel Minifters in a regularly con=
ﬁituted,claurc‘b',"but Bifhops.” As is abundantly evident,
from Phil, 1. x. Paul and Timothens the Servants of Ffe-
{us. Chrift, .10.all the Saints in Chiift Fefus, which are at,
Phillippiy with the. Bifbups, and Deacons.  From which
Text, we. notonly find  Bifhops and Deacons all the
Officers belonging to the Church of Phillippi; buc
it alfo appears, that there was a plurality of Biflops in
that Church 5 and that sthey were therefore fuch Bi-
[haps,- as, would make but a very whiggifh Figure, in
our Times... . . |

. Arg.-3. IF ‘P’efb.lf?ff are tﬁe 0”1}’ offliﬂar] Mizifters.
T ‘the Gofpel, given unto the Church by our aftended
" Lord, for the perfeiiing of the Saints, for the work of.
 the il o for e ifying she By of Gl
. then ‘B;}iaps and Presbyters are co-ordinate.

i BUT thhé"i’fésb.;vter: are the only ordinary M;‘,’,,tﬁé,.! oﬁ

~ the Gofpel, given unto the Church by our afeended Lovd,

appears. trug, from Eph. IN. 11, 12. Where Pajiers and
Teachers gre.enumerated, as the only ordinary Golp:l
Minifters. "Anid therefore the Confequence is-unde-
niable,:that there are no Biflps given by Chrift to
the Church, diftinét. from thefd Paffors .and Teschers,.
Enoungh has been faid already, to fatisfy any Man,
that won't thue his Eyes.againit clearett Convictions,
that the Offices firft enumerated in this Texe, were
Extraordinary and Temporary. 1 need ‘therefore take
no Notice of that Objection now. 3. -+ -
" Arg. 4. IF Presbyters. hawe power of Ordingtion ; Bi-
w  [hops and Pesbyters aye.co-ordinate. . . .
“BUT thac Presbyrers bave power of Ordination, is mo(
“undeniably prov’d, from 1 Tim. IV. 4. Neglect noe
the Gift that is in thee, which was given thee by Prople[i;
awith the laying on of the Hiunds «f the Preshyiery. Onr.
Auchor raifes two mean énd trivial Objediions, agazig!

i oSS ity er (DD £ -« s
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the pertinency of this Text, to the Purpsfe for which
it’s adduced. ‘The firft is, that zhe Presbytery 4s mot ta
be underfbood of the Alfembly, or Confiffory of Presbyters ;
but of the Munus, or Office it felf. Very pretty! Then.
Timothy was ordain’d by the laying on of ‘the” Hands of
the Office of a Preshyrer. The firft Office I prefume,
that ever had Hands. His fecond Objection is, that
the Presbytery did'but concur and-affiff; as. the Ordination
of Timothy, a5 3 evident, from 3 Tim. 1. 16. Where the:
Apoftle [ays, thas Gift was confer’d om bimy- by laying om.
of his Hands. But does not the Text expreily {ay, thae
he received this Gift by the impofition: of the Hands of the
Preshytery? And I know of 'no Confequence, ‘that
can be drawn from the Apoftle’s joyning in this Ordi-
wation, but this; that he was himfelf a Preshyrer,” and
therefore not a Bifhop of the modern Stamp: * Which
brings me to ' _ R ‘L

N

- Arg. §. IF the: Apofles themfelves, as ordiviary Mi=
nifters of the Gofpel, were Presbyters 3 then Bifhops-
are not Superior to Presbyters, ST

BUT the Apoftles themfelves; as ordinary Gofpel Mi-

miffers, were Preshyters, Thus 1 Pet. V. 1. The Elders
which are amomg you, I exhorty who am alfo an Elder.

2 Joh. 1. The Elder, unto the El¢Z Lady. And 3 Joh. 1.’

The Eldery unto the well beloved Gains ~ -+~

Arg. 6. IF there be wo menition of Bifhops fuperior to
Presbyters, in the whole Book of God s thew Bifhops
and Presbyters are co-ordinate. U
BUT I challenge the IWorld to [hew any mention,..of
Bifhops Superior to Presbyters in the Book of God, . .
YT s therefore a juff Conclufion, that there s mo fiich
thing. Since it can’t' be found in'the facred Records ;
cfpecially, fince the Word Bifhop no where occurs
e New Teffament, but in dire& Oppofition to Pre=
- et o R e ) -.::%



Presbyterian Ordination.

BUT whither doIrun? It’s high time (o coi .
aet, that my Province is to be a Rg}omlcnt, and - -
an Opponent; 1 will therefore only befpeak my K :--
ders Patience, while I juft propofe two.or thrce
Scruples, with refpedt to the Moderm Bifhops, whicl, 1
can by no means get rid of. Hoping this Author will
be fo charitable, as to. refolve ’em in his next.

1. THE firtt is, How the Ambaffadors of our loxly
%efus, and the Succeffors of his humble felf-denyin;
Apoftles, came by a Lordly Dignity, when exprefly d:i-
charg’d from being Lords over Gods Heritage. 1 Dec.

z; HOW Bifhops - came by fecular Bufinefs and Au=
thority, when exprefly. requir’d. to give themjz'i.s
wbolly to the Work of their Miniftry. t Tim-IV.15. ¢

3- WHETHER thofe Bifhops that are found fo ve-
ty {eldom in the Pulpit, are the. proper Succeilurs to
Timothy, who was fo ftridtly charg’d, To presco the
Word, be inftant, in Seafomy and out of Seafon. 2 Tim,
IV.2. Lo '

CONCLUSION. =

- R .. ) ; . :
" AND now, having finifhi’d my Remarks upon this
Pamphlet, I fhall only add by way of Conclufior, a

thore Expoftulation with the High-Church Party.

. WHOSE. Intereft Gentlemen, do you think you ars
driving on; while you are not only. ' damming alrit ail

the ‘Proteftant Churches, for want of awggular Minitry ;

but what in you lies, bringing a Contempt upon the

Perfons, and a Blaft upon the Labours, of fo many

of Chrifts faithful Servamts? TIs it a light thing, to

wound the Ggnfciences of the wegk, to frengthen the

Infidelity of the cdrnal Liberting, and jo give fuch

matter of Triumph to the Papifts, by rendring the very

Baprifms, and all other facred Inftitutions in me T re-,

iz e
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iz ~meJ Cb'lrcbe:,(ma&ter of Queftion and chate and

ven’ {apping. the Reformatian, at” the very Root 4
W uLud not Modefty. oblxge you to-queftion your Ar-

vmenis, finceé Jevel’d againft: fo-confiderable a Pare

‘ Chi AﬁS\/IYﬁlCﬁl ‘Body; {0 often refuted by the
P, shyserians, and. all of "em condemn’d, by fome or
other of the moft eminent, of "your own Party 3 . Is
sot the condemning of PreshyterianOrdination, an egre-
gious Reéfledtion upon the Legiflazure of . the, Nation,
WEo. have eftablifh’d Prestytery in Nurth Britain ? Nay,
is it. pot an eqaal Refleétion wpon the TFidehity of .
our’ Bleffed Saviour, that he fhould leave fo great a
Part f his C,hu&ch, without either Afixiffry or Ordi-
sdices 7 Do you think that our Lord Jefus Chrift will
difown his faithful Servants, in the Da; of bis Kingdom,
for \heir wani’ of ¢xternal State and Grandeur, and
for ot fubmitting to a Government, whereof thera
15 nor one Woid 't Scriptures?

TRULY Gentleinen, fome fi m" A{hy of Cbszy
in your Principles, would render “en: nothing, lefs
amiable, to the Proteﬁanc World ; who maugre "alt
the Anathems’s of Rowse, or Imputaabns of Schifm from
HIGII- cmm >'will “fippofe,” that * The Opi-

mon which_ wg,ms Charity, is not from God bv

t fhe’ Exror i¢ of thie damning fide”. "
r 0‘ ‘J R‘ ComYorg is, that" we. ré not to ftand or
fall, by § our]*vldm’mt ; buc can chearfully go of in
ouf' W’drk. with' 4 relrefhing Expé&anon, Jthat” when
#he chidh Shephérd !?I w1 appeary ‘we [hall receive’ the pros
mzﬁd C’roayﬂ oj (;l "’tlm: fadetﬁ mt ava. K
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