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Two Letters to a Friend.

Str,

HOBVBHHPHE high cﬁeem I have of your Abilities,

ﬁ%%%ﬁ Fncnd?and Fidelity, has encouraged me

g T g to fend you the following Sheets ( which
B %@ are a Collection of Arguments extraéted from

& different Adthors for the Benefie of fuch as

FUGFYBY cpnor purchale the Otiginals ; ) to be come:

municated to the Publick if you think they.deferve it.. What
occafioned you this trouble was the Appearance of a Pamphlet
in Pgn entitled the Divine Right of Presbyeerian Qrdination
@id Government confidered, &%
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So unexpetted a Piece coming in my way, and Publifhd in
Ncw—England ( ‘where according to their Platform of Church
Dxfclphne, the Ele&ion of the Church, and a Compliance with,
and an Acccptancc of that Elettion by a Perfon coming under
a Seperation, is that wherein lies the Effence of his Call to
Minifter unto that particular Church.) You may very juftly
conclude, excited a Curiofity in me to examine the Contengs,
An entire Subverfion of the Platform might ( for ought I knew) .
have been the Authors Intention : But when once the Curtain
was drawn, and by a perufal of the Book the Scheme within
becamc vifible and open ; that expeftation immediately vamihcd

Ennon hath fo foul and ugly a Complexion, that it makes
it need and covet a Vizor to hide its Dcformxty, and can only
be fet forth by falfe and artificia] Colours ; the People are to
be lull'd into an undifturbed fecurity,-and the Ermrs of the

Conventicle difguifed.

It is an obvious Truth, that no Man or number of Men
confidered as fuch, can any more Commiffion a Perfon to. Of
fciate in CHRisT’s Name, as fuch, than he can add a New
Sacrament for ‘the Conveyance of Spiritual Adyaptages. The
Minifters of CurisT are as much pofitive Ordinances as the
Sacraments ; and it would be as reafonably concluded that Sa-
craments uninftitated by him might convey Grace, as that men
fhould pafs for His Minifters withgut any Authority from hxm

'OF this our Author is aware; And becaufe an Authoritative
Commxﬂion to a& in CurisT’s Name is not in the Peoples
Power to grant, a Divine Commiffion muft be pretended, ( in
dire& oppofition to their own Difcipline ) to fupport a Babel of
thar own Invention. With fuch untempered Maortar do the
Archite@s of Schifin build, laymg Hay and Stubble upon thg
Foundation of Chnﬁzamty, at oncc mockmg Gop, and s*wmg

the People.
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" Courp Confidence carry the caufe for out Antagonifts, they.
are Mafters at it, and have that Property to Perfection. Sel-
dom has it failed to accompany inveterate ERROR,: when for-
med into Principle, and confirmed by Pratice. Surprizing it -
is to fee with what an_Air the Publifher to the Reader peremp-
torily determines ; as if abfolute *Certainty, and Infallibility it
felf, was on their fide. But if their Fortrefs be really impreg-
nable, why are we difcouraged from making any Attempts a<
© gainft it ? Our ill fuccefs muft undoubtedly tend to their ad-
vantage. But neither [  The critical Infpe@ion of very ca-
« pable Judges who have declared their opinion, that there is
“ no Occafion to fufpe& the prefent Publication of an unequal
¢ or partial Management ] nor the Publiftrer’s Prologue of
Prejudication fhall prevent my Animadverfions on this very e-
Taborate and highly recommended Treatife. Arguments are not
to be meafured by the Vogue of Parties ; all Lovers of Truth
are willing to hear both fides impartially ;..and I defpair not
of convincing every unprejudiced Reader that this Author has
not naturally reprefented the arguings of both Parties, nor fct
things in their genuine Light; as the Publither rafhly enouglr
afferts.

He begins the Attack with an endeavonr to prejudice: the
_unwary Reader, by branding a Church remarkable for her In-
dulgence to Diffenters of all Denominations, with the hatefu}
name of Perfecution : this he roundly aﬂ'erts, but unauthorized
aﬁ'emons deferve no Confutation,

Is it not however, aftonifhing, that arty confiderate Man fhould
farnith his Adverfary with a weapon, wherewith to difpatch
‘him{elf 7 Fhis our Author has effe@ually done. For has not
"ch}-:England been notorious for her Barbarities and cruel Per-
..ﬁcuﬁons 7 Does the not ftill continue to Perfecute honeft and

well-meaning (,hn&ans, Members of the true Churchy by robr- ”
. bxm .
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- bing them of thei Eﬁates towards the Support of Schxfmancal
Teachers ? and does the not.yearly imprifon their Bodys for
refufing to comply with her wicked and unjuf Demands 2

- Again, IT will not I hope be i 1mpcrnncnt to ask ; ( fuppofing
the truth of the aforefaid Allggation ) if the Diffenters ever did
fuffer fuch Perfecution from the Church of England, as fhe has
fuffered from them ? has fhe not by their means been forced
to drink the very Drcgs of theit animofi ity, whilft like the

Childrén of Edem in the Day of her Calamity, they cry'd,

down with her, down with her, even fo the Ground. Epifco-
pacy they abolithed, Murdered two Arch-Bifhops, defaced, a-
‘bufed, demolithed Churches, the Clergy many thoufands in
‘Number, they imprifon'd, plundered, ejefted and forced them
with their Families to wander about in Cold and Nakednefs
in Dens and Caves of the Earth, being deftitute, afflicted, tor.’
mented, of whom the World was not worthy, whofe fuf.
ferings therefore, muft entitle them to the Chara&er of the
true Church ? Let the World judge, if 1 have not fairly de-
teed this Gentleman's Partiality, or Ignorance, at his firft

fetting out. -

" Tuis Gentleman ¢ has many Objections againﬂ:.‘our Ceremo-
« nies, efpecially againft Impofitions, and making fuch Terms
¢ of ‘Communion, as Chrit never made. Thefe Objetions out

of his confummate Wifdom he is pleafed to conceal, and it

\

might poflibly have been as much to his, and the worlds ad-

vantage had he concealed his whole Book, or nevet ngen him»
RIf the trouble to wtite it.

Cnmomu and Impofitions are 'iwor‘ds of direful Import ; -

thefe feigned and imaginary: Scarecrows muft be continually .
buzz’d in the Earsof the People to fright them from the Coms

munion of the Church, and the caufe deferted in Poing of
stgument, muff now be upheld by arsifice. But what ate thofe
Lam
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Imvs be ﬁxes this odious Brand upon, and calls by the Nicks
- pame of Impof tions t Why, they thé good Orders and Con-
flitation of the Church, appointed onfy for the extermal Re-
verence and Decency of Divine Worthip. And asthe firft E-
nemies of Chriftianity arrayed the antient Chriffians in Bear-
skins and Goat-skins, that they might be the more worricd,
and baited *by the multitude ; So have the Diffenters from our
Church affized this vile ticle to wholefome Laws, in order to
render them mdre hated and abhorred by the People. And
though abundantly eough hath been written by our own and
Forc:gi vaines, to remove this Imputation, yet the Cry muf}

fin go on, to continue and propagate the Schxi‘m.

. We are fiext, to cxamine ‘the chtlcmm&kum&r chooa
fing ‘Or(.ﬁhatién by a Presbytery, rather than by a Diocefan
Bithop.

oo Now one Reafan of his opinion is, ( he tells us) becaufe ,

¢ our Lord Jefus Chrift has inhibited all Dominion and Su-
. premacy among the Minifters of the Gofpel over one another,
And again, ¢ That all Minifters are forbidden to exercife

* Lordthip over God’s Heritage, 1 Pet. 5: 3. Now the Lording :

it over God's Heritage is exprefly difcharged, and all the
Bifhops of thc World, ( exeept the Pope ) do dxfclaun it. And
~yes the Powar and Authority of the Rulers of God’s Church
is expreﬂy aflertéd in the aforefuid Taxt of St. Peter, Bpb. 5.2,
Tho' not fuch a Dominion as was exercifed by fecular Rulesss
by Force, and for filthy ‘Lucre’s fake ; and the whole Chapter
is an Exhortation to the Spiritual Guidcs and Governours of
- the Church, to diftharge their Duties faithfully in feeding and
ruling the Flock of God committed to them: And againy
Obedience to Spiritual Rulersis commanded ; Heb 13.7,8& 17,
i * Remember theni which bave the Rule over you, &% Obey
them which have the Rule over you; and fubmit your felves,
8s. Pad deglines nop his, Authority, when writing to Phijemon
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& "Minifter of the Gofpel,he tells hiny, tho I might be much bofd
in Chrift to enjoin thee, ghat which is convenient ; yef for Loves
fake, I rather beftech thee. The fame St: Paul did riot Lord it
over the Corinthians, when he affetted his Power and Autho_
rity, and acquaintéd them of his having in 2 Readinefs to res

‘venge all Difobedience; 2 Gor. 10. 6. Neither did St. Fobm Lord

it, when complammg of Diotrepbes, he fays, whcrcforc if I come,
T will remember his Deeds, which he doth, pranng againﬂ us
with malicious words, 3 $obn 10. Timothy’s was no Atbditrary
Authority, and yet he was to Command and Charge the Pref:
byters of the Church of Epbefus to Preach Sound Doétrine ; to
judge, cotred, and cenfure Offendets, even Ptesbyters, and to
Ordain Faithful Men to the higher and lower Offices of, the

‘Miniftry. The Power and Authoriey therefore of our - Bithops;

who are the troe Succeflots of the Apoftles, is falfly foggefted
to be Lording it ever God’s Herhtage. They have EnaGed no
Laws of their own that exceed their Commiffion; and the A-
pofiolical Rule, of having all things done detently and i order*
In a Word, there is nothing enoined by them contrary to the
Word of God, or to Soand Doctrine : and as for shofe Privi-

ledges and Immunities; thofe fecular Honotirs add Revenues

which the Bifliops enjoy ; they arc derived from thé Bounty of
Kings, and particular Perfons, and from the Eaws of the Land, |
and it is acknowledged and confefledy that 2 Muan may be »
Bifhop wittioue theih. Bit then we fay, thar néither the Cok-
fation, nor continvance of thofe Priviledges, and- Immunities;
thok fecalar Honours and Rcvcnucx are agamﬂ Seriptare, -

Ber the hgbﬂx Bifhops [ ¢ take ﬁ’otﬁ ﬁiéPdop}e their Na<

" @ gural Right of committing theit maft Imporsine Affairs to one

< they. can- approve ; and this we are toldy. is a Eordthip thof
« Kpoftles thomfklves would not. ufe, in: fpplying 'the Yacancy.
“ made by. the Dtath of Tidas, 48. 1. 15522 and it the B~
L 'c&!on of Dencons, 4. 6. 3, 5. in bsh which cafos the Suf--
& frage




D!

# frage of the Brethren was called for 1 This Gentleman would
do well to conﬁdcr that we arc not now in a State of Nature,
but of Gracc ; and he would find it perhaps no eafie task to
defcribe his State of Nature, and what particular Powers Men
jn that fuppofed ﬂatc have )uﬂ Claxmm But according to the
account of this matter in the Placs cited, it is impoffible that
any fuch thing fhould be hereigtended, as the chufing the A
poftle Matskias by the Suffrages of the Laity. For (1f) ir is
manifet, here was no thought of Voting, Becauft upen that fup-
pofition there can benoPlzq:ﬁoans and the Prager ufed
is altogether improper, were this matter to be detormined. by &
Majority of Votes. Again, the proper time for Vofing had been
before the Lots were caft ; and it foands odd-ve-talic-ef Voting
after God Almlghty had been inwvoked. [t Jooks abfurd, firft,
to draw Lots in the Prefence of Almighty God, and pray himp
to indicate whom he hath chofén, and after Gods Wil is made
known in Favour of Matthias, thét to- Vote whether he Hhal}
be the Man or ne,.

" Bur T can’ foé oheeouﬁﬁoncyof:ha?mphs ﬂp&mnofg
Peifon to the Apoftlcthip, with this Author’s own Principles.

‘For (1ft) the utmoft he contends for ( I prefume ) in the
Laity is a right in every Congregation” to Appoint or Ordain
their own Minier. But his Argument drawn froim this Place
of Scripture, if it proves this right for which it is alledgeds
mll likewife prove a right in one Congregation to chufe and ap-

int the Perfon who fhall Govern and Tcach in any other, 3s
he himfelf fhall think fit, all over the Chyiftian World ; for
fuch a Power belenged to. an Apofile.  Now this right of E-
le@ing. afcribed to every Congregation, is quite overturned by
- this Argument, which pleads for.a right in the Laity affembled
with the Apoftles at Fernfalem, to impofe a Governotr & Teacher
wpoa all aother Chriftians which then were, or fhould afterwards

be ; but their Powes could ¢xtend no farther than themfelves ;
B2 : : whercas
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whereas™the Commiffion of an Apofile reéchéd farther ‘than
thofe already Converted, even to the whole World ; and con-

fequently they cannot be ﬁ:ppof’cd t6 have anyright of confer
ring a Commiffion on fuch an Officer as tlus

Anb as to the Ele&xon of Deacons, it doth not ar all ap..
pear, that the Apoftles accountéd this a Priviledge of the Peo~

ple; biit the contraty ; becaufe the People claimed no fuch

right, but did it in Obedience to the Apoftles : the number is
@ctermined by the Apoftles, and altho’; the Nomination of Per-
fons is put upon the People,. the right of appointing them to
* that Qffice is referved to themfelves. Yook ye out among you
- Seven Men of Honeft Report whom We may appoint over this
BufineG, A&. 6. 3. which accordingly they did at the 6th ver,
fot accounting the Nominaton of the People fufficient, when
. theéy were to do fomething farther. And confiffent with this
Apoftolical Pradlice, is the prattic of the Church of England.

f fhall take leave before I conclude this Head, to offer
fomethirig te the ferious Confideration of thofe Perfons, who
appear fo fond of the Right of the Laity. “Tis this ; That tho!
they want fuch Prcccdents a§ may fupport it, yet there are two

Prcccdents, Wthh are a ﬁrong Prcludxce agamﬁ it.

Wt all know, That the Rebellion of Grab and his Com-
pany’ was bccaf_joncd by Aazron’s having the 'High-l’rieﬁhood;
conferred on him, which (orab endeavoured to obtain for him-
felf, by that popular Tumule. . Now Fofepbus tells us, Antiquit’
Judaic: lib. 4. cap. . pag. 103. Colon, 1691. that the Pretence
of Cwab and his Company was, that Affes had injur'd the
Congregation, by conferring the Pricfthood on’ " Aaret without
the Peoples choice. I confefs the facred Text does not exprefly
fay thus much ; tho’ it manifeftly favours, or father implies
this account of th¢ matter. For how could Grab feck
ot the High-k’neﬁhood (as it appeat‘s he did, from Numb. 16

39 s»h
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$,8,9, 1o, 11.) by 'the affiftance of the People in appofition:
to Mofes, if he did not expeit from his Intereft in the Peo<
ple, and hope to be chofen by them ? This is the. only Fad
1 can remember, fince the 'very firft Foundation of the Jewifh
Difpenfation down to.our Saviour’s Ere&ion of the Chriftian
Church, which has any appearance of the Peoples claumng s
Right to chufe their Pricfts. And bow much Credit it will give
to their Caufe, let our - Adverfarics themfelves determine.

Tus other Prccedent or rathcr Prcdx&:on is under the Gof~

pel lepenﬁtlen St Paal tells szaﬂ.y, that thc time will come,
when they will not endure found Doétvine ; but afier their own
Luﬁ‘s fhall they heap to themfelves Teachers, having. itching
Ears And they fhall tarn away thcu- Ears from the Truth,
and fhall be turn'd into Fables, 2 Tim. 4.3, 4 “Tis plain there~
forc, that the Perfons here fpoken of did a&ually chufe their

own particular Paﬁors ; and ’tis the only Inftance of this kind"
in the Apoftolical times, or everi in fome following ( and thoe
the pureft ) Centuries. But what fort of Perfons were they, who"
firt began to excrcife this pretended right ? Why, they were

fach as would not endure Sound Do&rine, fuch as had itching’
Ears, fuch as turned away their Ears from the "['ruth, and turned
into Fables. And what fort of Paftors did they chufé for them-
felves ? Why, Paftors hkc themfelves, _after their 'own Luft.

A fad Example ! But our Adverlancs have no other or better
Patterns ! Could the Allotment or Impofition of Paftors with-
gut the chojce of their Flocks, be traced to fuch an Original,

how unmercifully would our Advcrﬂmcs tnumph over us ?

= Bur it is reprefented as another great Crime againf us, thar
we don’t only maintain the Dominion of Prelates, but arm a
$hoal of Inferiour Tyrants, Deans, Chancellours, &c: and to be

fure che Spirisual Courts tuft not be forgot. Now methinks,

were this Author lefs inclin'd to deceive, and zmpofe on his
Readcr, an& more to mform, he wo\xl& cndeavoqr to prove thele

Oﬁcesr
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Qffices. inconfiftent with the Word of God. We. plead not foc
the Divine Right of them, yet cficem them of great Antiquity,
avd Inftirured for the- bettar Regulation of Chrift’s Church. For
their Andquity I muf}f refer my Antagonift to the Novels of

Falentinian third ;- Valent. Novel. tit. 12, to the Council of-

Gbalcédon, Anno Dom. 451. Can, 2 and 23. to the Coyncil of
Gortpage Anno Dom. 467. Can. 100. Edit. Oxon. by which he.
will difern_them to have been even then of long and univers
fal ﬁandmg in the Church. But after all we think the fame
Hands that fet them up, may dxﬂ'olye and put them down 3

&1: until it fhall fccm meet tp our Superiors thus to determine,
we think it more gorfiftent with the fpirit of the Gofpel, tq
forbear oppoﬁng private Op:mons to publick Authogity, and tq
cndcavonr as mug:h as lies in ys to live Pcawbly with all
Mcn But if any Man feem tp be Conmaou;, we have ne
fuch. Cuﬁom, nexthcr the Churches of God, 1 Cor 11. 16. But
xhcfe chroachcs we can bear, becaufe they are owing partly
:o Envy, and partly to Men’s Ignorancc of what was ﬂmnerly
done in the Church. But mthal gwe me lcavc to mform
our Adverfarics, that none of the Puzitans ever declaim'd a-
gainft Cathedral Dlgnmcs, till by their Schifim they had cut
thcmfelves off from all hopes and poffibility of enjpying them.
Hampbrej:, Wi bxmugbam, Fox, chief Men among them, could
bear the Infide of a Cathedral well enough, ill Cartwright
made an abfolute Defection and Separation from the Church.

- Our Author’s next ftep, is o Coﬂjﬂre up a Spirit, whichit
is not in his Power to lay; No, not with the Affiftance of

Arch-Bifhop Zillotfon. He furnifhes Pralaticus with this Argus

ment, [ * Ordination by Bithops is certainly of Divine Inftin,

« tion ; for Bifhops are Presbyters, if they. have po higheg °

¢ Charatter : and therefore upon your own Principles, Bavg,
-« Power of Ordination ; and therefore ours mu& be allowed,

......
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knot inextricable, and shercfore grows Scnﬂ-ﬂoﬁs Ho anfwets;
[ It isthe éonflant Clamour of yout Party.] Fhis Gentlermn
has an excellént knack at falving Difficulties, but he ben'ays his
éwn Ig_norancc, if he thmks mankind fo eafily impafed on. But
don’t ‘the Bapnﬁs and Papifts make ufe. of the fame, P}eaf
« The Baprifts plead that we own their Baptlfm mvaﬁd while
“ they deny that the Sptinkling of an Infant is any Baptnﬁ-g
& gp all'; and thercforg thcy muft be of the fafer. fide; ==
« So the Papifls argue after the fame manner, that all own Saf-
4 vation may be Obtained by fome in the. Commumon of thy
« Church of Rome ; but they deny the poffibility of the Sal
“ vation of Proteﬁams, and therefore the Papifts atc of the

% fafer fidem—=This is the great and popular Argument thcy ‘

“Aﬁul: us with. An&foranAnfwctwuiWe aré refer’d

% 10 our own Arch Bifhop TWlsfon. e A Perfons had necd
be very quick fighted to diftonrfe any Analogy in thefe: cafes 5
~bput this Gentleman’s pofirions are decretory. And whence pray
feceived he his information, that the Charch of Englard allows
the -validity. of Baptifim Adminiftred by Baptifty ? Not from the
Articles Carfons, and Rabrick of the Chureh ; for they. declare
the Baptifin of Laicks to be invalid, by requiring a lawful Ad-
fniniftratot - And notwithflanding the great: pains taken to prove
¢he Divine Right of Presbyterian Ordinasiont, I muft #itl for
want of faller: €onviétion . level Diffenting. Teachots-of all Des
nominations i the farte rank with Laicks. The.reader will by
pleafed to mark the -squal and impastial ‘management of ou
Author fo much. recommended by the Publither : He would
énly impofe uport: 6. the: imaginations of his own Brais forthe

Aitidlos @inobs, &t: of thie Clurch of England: 'As 0 the Pas

pifts.ansFhe Argumonr'ofthe Romanils is.shis : You ackhow~
' fedge a goffibiliry. of Sikvation in our Chisch ; gives) shat
FrvineiBie igniosnes: joikied’ with trac fincerity may -be an A<
po}ogy for- :hmmmoimanyinx ¥ which we do ot ac.

’ knowlcdgc ,
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lmowledge concerning yours. But pray who is fo ﬁupxd, 2

not to difcover, that this is no Argument, why thofe who know--

the Errors and Supe:ﬁmons of that Church fhould go over to
it 2 Becaufe, there is no acknowledgment in this, of the poﬂi.
bduy of Salvation to i'ucb Perfons as thefc Bue the Dnﬂlm,.
ters acknowledge Bpifcopal Ordination Lawful and’ confi idered.
{\ b] it felf fafe and fecure, they ought therefore to fubmit to it,
becaufe a devmnon from it cannot be acceptabletoAlmnghty
God. Therefore let any impartial Man ;udgc the equity of
the parrélél drawn by this Gentleman: ‘That "Argumenty
ftands’ ftill unfhaken, uothhﬂandmg his Obje&xons ; ‘and an
mfuperable difficulty it is. But our Author ¢ will not reft ‘in

thefc gcneral rcmarks but paruculatly expoﬂ’ulatc the matrcr.

Hr. asks, « Is it the fafca fide to "acknowledge and fubnm‘
f‘ to a Hierarchy_not Warranted .in the Word of God ? g
" Anfwer, No. ‘But to retort the Expoftulation, for I fuppofe

him a Teacher, does he A& by a Commiffion Warranted in -

the Book ofGod.? « Is it the fafeft fide for me folemnly to
¢ declare- at my Ordination, -that I am moved by the Holy
« Ghoft to take upon me the Office of a Deacon, when I have
¢ no purpofe to ferve Tables,for which Deacons were Inftituted ?
With fubmiffion, we_require better Authority than this Gen-
tleman's affertion, that Deacons were Inftituted barely to ferve
Thables : he muft excufe me for diffenting from him in Opi-
mion, becaufe in the 8th of the 4%, we find that Prilip a
.Deacon, Preached and Baptized ; and St. Ignatins ¢ full as com-
pleat a Judge, I prefume #s this Author ) affirms in his Epifile
to the Trallians, that Deacons are not Servangs of Meats and

e T T p— e p— v

Drinks only, but Minifters ‘of the Church of God. * Is it the -

¢ fufeft fide to take upon me the Order of . Pricfthood, an Ordec

.

¢ Typical of our Lord Jefus Chrift, fulfilled in him, and A- -

‘ brogated by him? I Anfiver it is very tafe, o sake upon me
~ the Order of Pncﬂhood, when duly called and adthoritatively
. f‘ng v
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fent ; And had this Gentleman been 6 i mgcnuous as to have
dlfhngmfhed between' the Prickhood of the Aaronical Order
Abxoga.(ed by our Saviour, and the Melchizedecan reftored
m itsrcom ; there would be no difficulty in the thing. The
ctemal Archetypal and Antitypal Melchifedeck going up into
the Heaven of Heavens, as it were into a far Country left his -
Apoftles, and their Succeflors as his Stewards and Vicegerents
invefted with full Power and Authority to Adminiftrate his
Sacerdotal Kingdom ; Is it not reafonable thercfore to believe
that their Miniftry is truly and properly Sacerdetal 2 For
was Jefus Chrift a moft proper Bifhop over his Church by
Commiffion from his Father, and are thc’ Vifible Bifhops pro-
per Bithops of it by Miffion or Commiffion from him ? ‘This
I fuppofe our Author will grant ; and if he does, let him
give any good reafon if he can, why by Miffion or Commif-
fion from Chritt the High Prieft of our Profcflion, they are
not alfo proper Pricftse—eAs the Apoftles whom he fent, ag
his Father fent him, were truly and ‘properly Apoftles under
him ; fo under him truly and properly fpeaking, were they
alfo Priefts.—— As he is a Prieft, and his Kingdom is a Sa-
cerdotal Kingdom : Se his Minifters muft be Priefts, or Sa.
cerdotal Minifters, as well as Minifters to Govern and Teach
his People : According to St. Paul. Hb. 5. 1. For every High
Pricft taken from among Men, is« Ordained for Men i in things
pertaining to God, that he may offer both Gifts and Sacrifices
for Sin. But for further fatisfation in this point, I refer the
Reader to Dr. Hickes's Chriftian Priefthood Afferted. But to
proceed, ¢ Is it the fafeft fide to take upon me the Solemn
« Charge of the Mxmﬁry, and to come under awful Vows to
‘ flfil it : and _yet to depend upon the Bifhops Licenfe. to
¢ Preach ? -

Axp pray where is the mconﬁﬁcncy of taking upon one

the Solemn Charge of the Miniftry, and “coming nnder Vows =

C . to
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to fulfil t, and yet depending upon the Biffiops Licenfe to'-

Preach ; But an univerfal Liberty for every Man to Profane
the Word' of God, and fubvert all Order of Governmert, ‘i¢
what (I fuppofe ) this Gentleman wou'd be at. But wé have

not fo learned Chrift, we are taughe to Obey them that have

the Rule over us in-all things lawful,and it does not yet ap-
pear that receiving Litenft from: a Bithop is contrary to God’s’
Word. <= But furthet, « Is it the fafeft fide to acknowledge
“ our Bifhops endued with the extraordinary Apoftolical Power’

¢ of giving the Holy Gheft by impofition of hands ? I-An<

fwer, The Apoftles themfelves were never endued with the”
power of giving the Holy Ghoft. In procuring the Grice of
God’s $pirit; Man als as an inflituted means, he prays for
it in 'Sghélf of others, and helps to create thofe good difpo-
fitions in them which mafzc}s them proper fubjeéts to ‘receive’
it. But the Grace of the Spirits, can upon ncither of thefe:
accouts be faid to be given of Man, but is abfolutely and
folely the Gift of God. And thus this Gentleman might have
found it every where reprefented in Scriprure. ~ When St Par
fpeaks of the Grace which Timotlj had received: by the impo-

_ l' tion of his hands, be calls it not his' Gift, but ' @¢'s

X »piop the Gift of God. 2 Tim. 16 And when Simon the
Sorcerer offer'd Money to St. Pmr, to give him that Power
that o whorfoever he fhould lay his hands, he might re..
ceive the Holy Ghoft ; the Apoftle in efféedt tells him, thag
the Power was not in him but abfolutcly in God. Thy Money
fays he, perith with thee, becaufe thou haf thoaght ( not tha
my Gift but ) viv’ ¢ Ce éai;'eav that the Gift of God may
be purchafcd ‘with Money. Qt. Peter by laying on of his hands
only di¥ that, in ¢ nf:quenice of wlnch God wg pleafed to beﬁow
the Holy. Ghoft ; Nor do I think it can be thewn'in any one’
jnftance from Scrxpture, that the ‘Grace of,the pr‘u is aféri-
bed © any Man' as the giver of it ~— We thcrcfox'c truft,

that

\

e —— -

S N o S T ———— g e .




B ———————

(15)

shas God of his goodnefs will (ill ‘convey this Gift, through
the Prayers and by the jmpofition of Apoftles Succeffors hands
fo the end of the World. —— And this we think fafe and
confiftent with the Holy Scnptures “ Is it the fafeft fide to
¢ folemaly Promife at my Ordination reverently to Obcy mf
‘¢ Ordinary, that is, my Bifhop : No doubt on't, if you in-
tend to perform your promif , and that in gonformity to Gods
wommand. Obey them that have the Rule over you, &c-
«¢ Laftly, Is it the fafeft fide to be Ordained to but part of
¢ the Minifterial Work, and to be deprived of "the Powers
¢ of Ordination and JurifdiGion ? Yes, much’ the fafeft, be-

caufe in acting . othcrmfe, you A& in dnc& Oppofition to thc
Commands of Chrift, Ufarpmg Powers that i in no meafure be-
long to you.” You'l Pardon Sir my I’rolixify, for 1 thoughe
amy felf uader an indifpenfible -Obligation, to give this Author
reafons for preferring Prcsbytenan Ordmanon, to Ordination
by Bifhops, a thorongh examination ; and flatter my felf they
-will to the candid reader appear to be ill natured Suggettions,

mt ﬁnbﬁan;xal Reafons.

Tms Gentleman out of great Condcfcenﬁon, is pleafed fo
pa['s a Complement on the Church of England, and fome of
:her Bithops. He tells us, # he values the Church of England
#¢ highly as a Protcﬁant Clmrch and has a juft veneration
# for the Lcarmng and Piety of fome of her Bu'hops I am

forry we can't return, the Compliment,

AT length we enter upon ths merits of the caufe, and his
firft plea is taken from the Inden:ity of Bifhops and Presbj-
ters.  And his Opinion he firengthens ﬁith feveral Texts of
Scripture ; from Phil. 1. 1. from Tit. 1, §, 6,.5. from A4&. the
20, 17. 28. It is certamly frivolous to Argue from :the Inden-
tity of Names to the. Indentity of Offices, for from hence it

wxll follow that every Deacon is an Apoftle ;. becaufe the
C:2 Apoftles
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Apoftles-call themfelves Deacons, 1 Gr. 5. 5. and as their Mi-
niftry is termed a Dedconthip, 4&. 1. 25

Bur to make fhort work of it ; I grant to this Author alt
he wontends for. I grant that the Names of Bifhop and Pref-
byter are ufed fo prémifcuouﬂy in 'the New Teftament, asto
Jeave no diftintion of Office. I grant therc are as many
Bifhops in the firft fnfe of the word as. Presbyters in the
moft carly Churches. I'grant that we can find in the New
Teftament no Presbyter who was net a Bithop, (i.c.) called
by that Name. I grant the duties and qualifications of . thoft
called Bifhops in the New Teftament, and of thofe called
Presbyters are the fame, becaufe they are thc duties and qua-
Tifications of the fame Church Officer called . by both thofe
Names. I grant to him all thef¢ things, that is indeed only
one fingle point thus varioufly exprefs’d, viz. that Presbyters
are thofe Church Officers who are oallcd Bxﬁwps in thc Ne\v
Tcﬁamcnt '

But though I have grantcd to him all this, yet I hope X
may, and will mnmtam, that the Powers of thofe who were
~called Bifhops in ‘the New” Teftamerit, were not the farrQ
with the Powcrs ‘of thofe who were called fo afters
wards in an eminent fenfe, or in other words, that thofe
Church Officers who are ftiled Bifhops in the New-Teftament
have ncvcr received or exercifed the right of Ordainin others; ~
but that this right was ‘always in the hands of Officers Su-
" periour to them: And this evident, from the Churches of
Corinthi, Ephefus, Philippi, Theffalonica, Crete, &sc. which had
in them a Clergy confifting of feveral Mmlﬁcrs If therefore.
all the Minifters  were equal, and had 3 nght of Ordammg,
thcy ‘might have done it themfelves, without putting’ the A~
poftles to the Trouble, and hazard of long Journeys, and
~- dangerous Voyagcs Poer {or that purpofc, oblxgmg them to

, - Dcput"
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Depute Bithops. Nay, were they confcipus of any fuch Pri-
viledge belonging to them, how natural were it for them thus
to expoftulate ? By what Authority are thefe Officers impofed
upon us? By what Authority are- we reftrain’d from exercifing
the Power of Ordination ? Are we not all equal ? Are we not
all fellow Presbyters ? But they had more humility, and had
not o learncd Chrift as to fly in the face of Authority, and
Ufurp a Power which did not belong to thcm, No ! ‘they
wanted the Pride and Ambition of our Modern yretcndcd Pref-
* byters, to qualify them for fo heinous an Offence. —— We do.
not find, that in the time of the Apoftles any one was admit-
ted into the M.uuﬂry but by them,or by thofe to whom they
had given fuch a Commiffion. The power of Ordaining was
in the hands of thofe who poffefi'd a diftinguifhed Authority :
. Otherwife there would have been no nced, that the Apoftles,
or their Commiffioners, fthould crofs Ceuntries and Seas, to Or.
dain Minifters for Churches, which had a numerous Clcrgy,:‘t*
thcfc might havc done it wtthout them,

Again, Tue Exmg the Name of Bifhops wpon thofc who ‘arein
an eminent fenfe Overfeers, and Curators of the Church,\'was a
matter purely Arbitrary, and now founded merely upot Cﬁx&om‘:
and it is not from the difference of Names we argue to the
difference of Offices ; and thercfore cannot think it of any Im-
portance, on the other fide, to argue from the Indcntsty qf
Names to the’ In ictmty of Offices,

Tus= Argument foundcd upon this Plea, if ftated tru]y, can
amount to no more than this ; Prcsbytcrs are called Bifhops or
pverfcers in the New Tcﬂamcnt thc:cforc, certamly they muft
jubtly claim all the nghts belonging fo thofe who are there

called Bdhops This 1 acknowlcdgc But what thofe Rxghlo
are, we are ftill as much ata lofs to know as ever..-— That this
Argument wzll not provc Ordmauon fo be onc of them is very

 evidene,

sl
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gvidcnt,.,becau@ that can be done only by producmg fuch
Texts as declare this to be one of the Rights and Priviledge
belonging to thofe then called by that Name : ‘Which can ne-
ver bedone. On the contrary, I have this argument to urge :

Presbyters havea 'Tidle to thofe Rights only which were enjoyed
by thofe Church Officers who are called Bifhops, or Overfeers i in

! ,the Ncw Teftament, But the Power of Ordipation was never
allowed to, or claimed by thofe who are there called Bzﬂxops.

Thercforc it is not oné of thofe’Rights to which Presbyters have
a Title.~- And whether St. Paul dealt with the Presbyters of E-
phcfus, and Crete, as if he knew any thing of fich’ a Com-
fniffion, letany one judge, who can read his Epiftles to 5 imotty
and Titus.— And indeed, Ordination to me feems to have been
too neceflary a anlxﬁcauon, for St. Paul to have omitted, in his
!nnmennon of a Bxﬂmps Qualifications, 1 Zim. 3. had he
Jmown of any fuch Power to which they were entitled. The
great miftake of our Diffenters lies here, They imagine that
Buhops now pecuharly fo called, are the fame with thofe Pres-
‘byters called Bifhops in Scripture ; not confidering. that Bihops
pmmcmly fo called, -anfwer not to Presbyters fo called i in the

New Te(hment, but to -fach fuperior Officers as Tmathy and*

“Thws, &c. who had the Power to enforce Presbyters to their
Duty, to teceive accufations againft them, -and judicially to pas
Sentence upon them ;- which:abundantly proves their Superioriry,
Bur thould it beask'd were there then in the Primmvc Church
fuch fuperibr Officers as we now call Bifhops in an emineng
Senfe? We anfwer, yes, but they were then commonly called

Apottles, as Epaphroditus, Bu‘hop of Philippi, is cdlled by St. Paul -

himfelf, Phil. 2. 25. vpdy 7" aqosonex, your Apoftle. - And if

we confult the ancient Records of the Church, we fhall there

find, that Fames Bithop of Jerufalem, Mark of Alexandria,

Timotly of Ephefus, Tits of Crete, and Clomens of Rome, were

“all called Apoftles.  And as Theodoret obferves, s - ¥on
soneins ‘Emoniaes, “Amosihes evspalor 5 thote which we

I S htt ‘ f«ll
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call Bifiops, the Primitive Chriftians éalled Apofiles. Had
there beeh no difference of Names fertled, hut bad both Pres-
byters and Bifhops been called by one common name to this
Day, whither Bifhops o Presbyters, ail the Arguments had
ftill food as firm for Epifcopacy. IFf ir could be fewn, that
there had beeni always in the Church Officers ( fuperior to the
Teachers of particular Congregations) to whoin the Power of
Ordination did peculiarly belong, the Caufe of Bpifcopacy muﬁ
have flood firm. I have endeavoured to fet this matter in a
true and eafy Light; becaufe the Gentleman's whole rcafdning
feems to be built on this miftaken notion, that Indcnnty of .
‘Names implies an Indentity of Offices.

. Bur it is alledged, « That the Apoftles call themRlves Pref-
byters ; be pleafed o read 1 Pet. 5. 1+ 'The Elders that are a-
“ mong you, I exhort, who am alfo an Elder, ( or Presbyter )
“ {o 2 Fobn 1. and 3.Fobn 1. Can any thing be plainer, than
¢ that according o your own Scheme, Bifhops are in thefe
 texts called Presbyters. The Gentleman makes a very wrong
Inference, for it will not all follow from thofe texts, that Bithaps
were Ptesbyters; but that the Apoftles were Presbyters. And
who ever denyed it ? But doth it hence appear, ( what ought
ta be proved ) that the Apoftles were otily, or no other tham
Presbyters, or ( which comes to the fame ) that every Presby-
fer is an Apoftle ? ¢ertainly no. For tho' a fuperior Order does
frequently prefappofe and include all its relative inferior Orders,
yet in no cafe does the contrary obtain, as being unnatural and
fo irrational: Whence it comes to pafs, that ( as it does not
follow, that, becaufe every Mafter or Docor in any faculty is
alfo a Batchelor in the fame Faculty, therefore every Batchelor
Bs a Mafler or Doftor ; or becaufe cvery Sefjeant at Law is
alfo a Barriffer, therefore etéry Barrifter is .a Setjeant ; or laftly,
becaufe every Duke #s a Marquifs, therefore -every Marquifs is
& Duke ; 4o y-in the cafe- before. ws,-tho' eyery Apofile, or Per-
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©n of the Apoftolical, otherwife called the Epifcopal Order, be
alfo a Presbyter or Deacon, yet it doth not follow that every
Presbyter or Deacon is & Perfon of the Apoftolical or Epifcopal
Order. And thus you may fee that from the aforecited words of
St. Peter, or of St. Fobn, no conclufive Proof can be drawn for the
equality of the Order of Presbyters, with the Apoftolical or Epif-
copal Order : but only that the word Presbyter was fometimes
applied to the Apofolical Order, particularly by way of Hu-
mility on Condefcenfion. Not to add, that according to this Ex-
ample, "tis the well known Pra&ice of the Bifhops of our Charch,
when ahy one of them writes to a Presbyter, to fubfcribe him-
LIf your affectionate Brother ; which he does ( not as a Bifhop ;
but in St. Peter's Language ) o's ZupmgeoBureeQr (i.e.) asbe- -
ing alfo a Presbyter. :

~

BuT further, if St. Peter’s or st. Fobn's applyirig to themfelves
the word Presbyter is a fufficient argument to prove that all
Presbyters have Apoftolial Power; and ¢onfequently the Power
of Otdination ; then it muft alfo be allowed, that St. Paul’s
applying to himfelf, nay, even to Chrift, the word Deacop Eph.
3. 7. Gob. 1. 23. Rom. 15. 8. is as fufficient an Argument, tha,
all Deacons are alfo invefted with Apoftolical Power, and con-
fequently with the Power of Ordination. And thus, this Gea-
tleman’s own way of inferring will force him further, than he
" cares willingly to go ; which is indeed no other than ufually
happens to the Abettors or Maintainers of bad and erroncous

caufes.

BuT we are told, ¢ that it appears with the moft eonvincing

« Eyidence, that the whole work, as well as the name of Bifhop,r

« was committed to Presbyters, from 1 Pet. 5. 2. where Pref~
« bytersare exhorted,to feed the Flock of God which was among
« them, taking the overfight thereof ( EINIZRKOTIOUNTEZ )

& a&ing the Bifhop therein, a5 in the Original Well, and

. whas
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what then ; that he exhorts the Presbyters, to do the Office of

Bifhops, that is, of thofe then callei Bjfhops, or Overfeers, I
grant : But to fay that it thence follows that he commands

them to Ordam, and Govern, which are parts .of the Duty of

thofe fince that time call'd Bithops in a peculiar fenfe, is ma-
nifeftly to beg the Queftion. For the Queftion is not ththcr
Presbyters were not called Overfeers in thofe early Days : But
what che Bufines of thofe, who wcrc then called Overfeers was.

So that the Argument is no better than this, St. Pese¥ commands
Pretbyters 1o do the Office of thofe who were in his Days
call'd Bifhops or Overfeers ;. therefore he commands them to
do the Office of thofc who. were afterwards called fo in an
eminent fenfe. Whereas the Point now in Dcbate is, whethnr
thofe Ofﬁcers who were then called Bithops, were called to
the Office of Ordaining 2 What the Office of tlofe was to whom

St. Peter writes, is plainly enough bere exurcﬂed viz. To Feed

the Flock in that place where they were. placed, overfeeing, or
fooking after it.  Now it cannot poffibly be implied in this, that
they had the Power of Ordination, which refpets the confti-
tutin‘w Shepherds over other Flocks, not the Feeding thar Flock
over which they were themfclves placed. I\ay, the contrary is
rather implied, becaufe St. Peter when hc is giving them ad-

vice to perform their Office as becomes them, mentions only
the Fecding of that Flock, which they were before this, call'd

‘to overfee and take care of + Erom all which it is evident,

that nothing can be collated from this Pafluge in favour- of

Presbyterian Ordination,
-

“ Bur it is evident that Presbyters were vefted with the
 Power of Ordination, from 1 Tim. 4. 14. Neglett not the

¢ Gift that is in thee by Propheey, with the laying on of the -

¢ Hands of the Pretbytery. It muft be remembred, that the

Gift which is here affirmed to have bzen conferr’d on Yivmtby'

by the Hands of the Presbytery, in another place is faid to
' D . havg

e
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have been given him by the put\ting on of St. Paul's hands,
2 Tim. 1. 6. But we are told, « That it is very probable that”
¢ the Gift whigh Timothy reccived by the impofition of St. Pauls
« hands, was the extraordinary miraculous Powersﬁf;he Holy
« Ghoft, &c. -I anfwer, If the Gift in one Text may fignify
the miracalovs Powers of the Holy Ghoft, why not in the
‘other 7 And then the Ordination of Timetly fsnot the thing
"here fpoken of, ‘and confequently nothing hence can be - cols
Jeted in fivour of Presbyterian Ordination. But it it faid,
. ®.If the fuppofition be granted, that this impofition of Hands
« was for Ordination, it will follow that the Apoftle alted aq
% an ordinary Presbyter at the Ordination, For Timothy was
« Ordained by a Presbytery, and confequently the Ordainers
« muft be Presbyters. And Presbyters. no doubt they were.
And perhaps Superior to Presbyters ; for as the word Presbyter
_is promifcuoufly applied to.the Apoftles themfelves ; from hence
it will follow, that by the laying on of the hands of the
Presbytery heére mentioned, may very well be underftood, the
laying on the hands- of no other than the Apoftles.  And
then the Infqmcc drawn by the Qitfcnuers from that Text,
"_cannot prove what it is brought to prove.——— Again, I anfwer, _
That it fiits not with St. Pasl’s Modefty and Humility thus
* to arrogate to himfelf the fole Power of conferring that Of-
fice, when other Presbyters were equally concerned, as it is
manifeft he does to any one readirg over the Text ; for when
it is faid, 2 Tim. 1. 6. That Timot! y was Ordained by St. Paui)
the Greck Prcp?ﬁxion is dix, per, by the impofition of my
Hands. But 1 Tim. 4 14. The Prepofiion made ufe of is,
jpsra, cum, with the laying on of the hands of the Presbyte-
ry. And he is not fufficiently acquainted with the Greek Lan- )
- guage, who does not know, that in producing Effecs, and giv<
ing Pover, iz, fignifies the principal and efficient caufe ; peresy
. only the aflftant. But fays our Auther, ¢ Presbyters have the
“ Power of Ordination. Or clfe what Bufinefs had their ‘hand,

N
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¢ ypon Zimothy, in conferring an Order, that they had no
«Authority to communicate. I anfwer, that fuppofing Pref-
byters pecularly fo called were in this company, ( which doth
not appear, nor will the Primitive Father at all allow ) u
will only follow from hence, that they may AGft ( with OF
ficers Superiour to themfelves ) at an Ordination ; not that they
vocage had firft proved that whoever may lay on bands in
Ordination upon any account, muft have himfelf an intrinfick Pow+
er to Ordain, then indeed he might have infifted that' Presbyters
- had. a Power to Ordain ; but to take for granted -the thing
he edght to prove, is fuch a wayofymoeedmgas fuits only
with the Diffenters ModeRy in handling a caufe.  Presbyters
may hy on their hands, for the greater folemnity of the Ac-
tion, or to give their Confent or Approbation. This is the O-
~ pinion of feveral Commentators.  And is the pra€tice of our
Church, where the Presbyters joyn with the Bxﬂmp in laying on
of hands, and yet they have not an intrinfick power to Ordain,
for the Bifhop only Ordama.—-Our Author’s playing with the
Em:dmry and Ordmary capacity of the Apefile, i is liecle o
the purpofc_ ;. however it fhall be confi - _'m 8. proper le' ;
He indced with confidence enough affures us, thet St. Paul
& in his Ordinary Capacity was but a Presbyter : But as he
does not undertake to prove it, we may fafely place it to :he
Account of a firong imagination. .

ANoTHER proof for Presbyterian Ordination is taken from ,
A8s 13. 1, 2.  where fays this Writer, Paud & Barnabas pre fet
% apart to the exercife of the Miniftry among the Gentiles, only
by the impofition of the hands of a Presbytery, which is,
4 he thinks an mcxcepnonablc evidence, that Presbyters may
® Ordain without Superiour. Now, I deny this was an Ordi-
nation at all ; for if this were the Ordination of St. Pasd, it will
. follnw from hencey not only that Presbyters have a right

- D2 Ordain
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Ordam Presbyters, but alfo that ‘their Office extended to the
Ordaining even Apoftles themfclvcs, and to give them the Au—
thorlty which they had in the Church: which is too abfard
to need any confutation. But rhen it may be asked, for what end
Paul and Barmabas received impofition ef Hands ¢ I anfwer,
this rite was- commonly ufeéd both by the Jews and primitive.
Chfiftians. in Benedictions. Facob pur his handsupon the Heads,

of Epbraim and Manafleh when he blefied them : And only to
~ mention one. inflance ‘more, - Litele  Children were ' brought to’

Chrift, that He fhould, put. his Hands on them, and blefs them.,

~ Accordingly this impofition of Hands on Paul and Barnabasy. .

was a Solemn Benedi@ion, on their Miniftry of Preaching the
Gofpel in, a particalar circuit, to which they were then fent by
the Holy §pmts direction. Hence 1; iscall'd in the next Chap-
ter, A%s ig. z6 A recommcndanon to the Gracc of God for
the Work of Mxmﬂrmg thc Gofpcl to certain Cities; whlch thcy

are faid 1 to havc fulfilled. So that this rite was not their Ordi- .

natlon to the Apoftohck ‘Office ; becaufe the end for which it
was' given, is here f3id to be fulfilled, whereas their- Apoftoli:
cal Office laﬁed as long as theif Lives. And therefore Paul
and Barnabas feem only now to.have had a particular Miffion to
Preacly the Gofpel in a certain and -limited diftriét, in--the fame

manner as.Petér and Jobn'were fent by the College of Apoftlesto

Samaria to conﬁrm the new Convcrts, and fettle the Church there;

Agam, THAT this, “was not' a proper Ordmanon, is mamfc&
from hence ; Becaufe this rite of impofing Hands whereby o-

ther- Migifters were Ordain'd, was never ufed in making A- '

p;oﬁlu.: v
/- : \ ; .
It was a diftinguifhing part of their Charaéler, that they

were immedmately called and Ordain’d by Chrift” himfelf; whe
conferred on them the Holy Ghoft by breathing on them ; but
~ncithc:‘ he nor any other is ever faid to lay Hands on them.
When 2 Place became vacant in the Apoftolick College by

s

~
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', the Apoftacy of Fudas, the fapplying of his place was Ieft to
the Appointment of ‘God ; and we read of no Impofition of
Hands. Neither was St. Paal inferiour in this mark of honour
to the reft of the Apoftles : For he afferts himfelf to be. an
,Apoﬁlc not of Men, nor by Man, but 1mmcdlatcly, and with-
out the intervention of Men, to have begn appointed by Jd'us ‘
Chrift. Gal. 1. 1. And mdecd this Gentleman feems'to me,to
haves quite forget that there was. fuch a Chapter as the fecond
of ‘the Epiftle to the. Galatians, where St. Pawf himfelf affirms
that he:and Barmabas had. many Years ‘before. received the
vight Hand of Fellowthip at Jerufalem. from Fiames, Cephas, and:
ob. - From;all which ;it appears thar: the: fore-ated Text bu
no reference to Ordmanon RT R S

.-~ BuT fuppofe Paul and Barnabas were now Ordain’d, what
gdvantage can the Diflenters reap thereby 2 This was done by:
an immediate command of the Holy Ghoft, -and confequently,
can be no prefident for thofc thay are not unpomed by fuch a.
«  Commiffion, e e g

It was a ) Maxim among the chs that 2 Prophet may do all
tbmgs by virtue of particular Warrant from God. And we ac-
cordmgly find them performing fuch things as would be cnmmai '
for other Men td attempt: - So Samucl anointed David, and’ a-
nother Prophet. anointed * ebs to be Kings of Tfeael ; whil
ethers were in poffeffion of the Throne :. which A&s had they
been performed without. God’s exprefs. Commiffion, would not
-only have been invalid and null, but Treafonable ; whereas,
both cf them had their, full force, asappears from the Sequel R )
of the Hiftory. And if the command of God authorized Pro~ '
phets to ‘break God's own pofitive Precepts ; and to conftitute
Kings, we may -conclude, that the like command would ena-
ble them to -Ordain Apoftles. But fhould anothir ufurp s
€ommiffion”of. Ordaining  Apoftles and other Ecclofiaftical Ofi-:

4 cers, * -
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cersy he muft undoubsedly be guilty of the fame offence agmﬁ the
Church, which private Men who fet up Kingsand Magdtmes
¢ommit againt the State.

" Anb tow to take a review of what has been faid. If it -

does appear, that Ordination never belonged to thofe alled
ﬁlhopsml’hdx 1.&c. | , )

hdu!mmh«admyoﬁmmthc%urchesﬂmt-
ed by theApoﬁbbeﬁda&ﬂnpcmd Deacons, to whom be-

Jongod che Power of Juridition and Ordination, as is mani-
R i Limntly, Titws, Eapbroditns &. it neceflarily follows that

Minifitrs of ' patticular Gongregations had not a Pewer of Or-

daining, call them Bifhop, Presbyter, or what yoa will. -

* s notwithffanding Bifhops in Scriptire are called Presbyters,

'@0d Presbytets Bithops, the Apoffle knew of a fuperiour Orders

to whom belong'd the afbrefaid Powers of Jurifdiétion and Ordi-
mdun, is they cctainly did.  If the whole JurifEiction was
never committed to Presbyters, and the Ruler is more honour™
able than the. Preacher : If neither Ordination nor. Jurifdiétion
in the Apoftolick times were in the Hands of the Presbytery,
as I have fully pmed they were not ;  our medern pre-

tended Bifhops muft found their Autbonty upon Ibmcthmg -

clfc!hanScn;mre Inflitution. ’ ,
IN u word, what one thing is more plain in the New

. Teflament to an unprejudiced eye, than the falaciouficfi of

arguing from the Identity of Namés to the Identity of Offi-
ces. If it ‘were poffible to add light to a Caufe, -that alrcady
appears as the Sun at Noon-day, I might obferve to you, that

. the word Bifhop is never ufed in Scriptwe with Ordin.ation_ap-.

pendant ; ang that the word Presbyter, when appropriated to a
Gofpel Minifter, as.a-meer Presbyter, is never ufed for the high-
eft ordinary Officer iin the Chriftian Church, Which renders

. . me

I
[T
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me nttaly uncapablc to imagine upon whntScnpmre Anﬁ:onq
our Modera pretended Presbyters Power can be founded.  And
it Ilook into all the Authors that have ‘ever written upon
Controverfy on their fide the Queftiony I am nothing ‘aft
fied in that enquiry. There is no Argument, upon which
any of them pretends to found their Epifcopacy, but ‘that
fome or other of the fame Party have fubverted the founda-

tion, and proved the infufficiency of the Argument. There
never was greater Confufion in the building of Babel, than

there has been in digging of new foundations for this medern

Epifcopacy : Which gives a fhrewd fafpicion, that it is niot to
b found in the Bible; otherwife there would be better Asgu.

ment among the Patrous of that Caufe, as tothe true Scripture

bottom, upon. which it is to be erefted. This is the Author's
Languagcinbismiewofwhathadbccnfaduutednpa
himfelf ; if it be eftcemed Cant and not Argwnenmtion, it is

not mine, but the ingenwous Author’s of the Divine Right of :!e
Presbyterian Ordination confidered.

From what has been faid, the reader may perceive the falls-
cioufhiefi of arguing from the Identity of Names to the Iden-
sity of Offices, that is abfur'd and ridiculous ; aad confequently
uniil the Author proves the right of Ordination to belong to
thofe called Bithops in Scripture, he has done nothing. ‘

~ BuT our writer has another rgnﬁat, and arguésfrou the power
of Preaching, of the Keys and Adminiftration of the. Sacras
ments: “ They, fays he, thac have the principal and chief parts

~ % of the facred Miniftry committed to them, have alfo a claim

# to the inferiour and fybordinate Parts of thar Office. - Well
who denies ir:? ¢ But ;Preaching and Baptizing arc the
“ principal and, chief parts of the Miniftry. I dony thar. The
power of Ordaining and Authorizing a Msn to execute thefc
Offices is much greater. This very Argument do the Papifts

Cuty’ toprovethe ﬁmcncfsoanﬁwpandebym,umOro

dﬂ-)

N



C28), '

dcr for as they ﬁy, the higheft A& is to make the Body and
Blood of Chrift prefent, fb, to feal and apply it according to
ourAu:hor, are the principal and {upcrlour Parts of the Minj-
fry ? But pray could not Philjp the Evangchﬁ Baptize and,
Preach, but could not conﬁrm. The Presbyters of Ephefus could
fecd the Flock ; in doing of which po doubt they Prcachcd ‘

and adnmmﬁred the Sacraments;; bt "ts, plain, they could ;not
Authorize another to do it : If they could, ’tis amazing to find
Perfons of a fuperiour Charaer fent amongft them, (to manage
that affair) in whofe Hands this' Power is exprefly lodged ; Poor
Men ! thiey were not fo well acquainted with their own Privi-:
ledges, as. thofe that :were born Sixteen Hundred Years after-
them. And yet notwithffanding this late' and wonderful .difco~:
wery ; in all the A@s of the primitive: Church, we: read.of this
diftinction of Officers, and can: praduce .Jong Catalogues of fin-
gle Perfons fucceeding in cvery Church in this Station and Office. .

\?Iﬁ'ﬂic next Paragraph we have a Specimen of the Gentle-
man’s extraordinary Skill in drawing confequences. He quotes,
1m. 5.17. % Let the Elders that Rule well, be counted worthy -
« of double honour ; effccially they that labour in Word and
¢ Do&rine; And from hence, as he infers, that Labquripg in
« Word and Do&rme is 2 Work fupcnor to Ruling, and the
« pnncnpal\ part of the Miniftry. Now, who is fo dull as not’’
to perceive, that this is no Confequence at all. es— Why the
very Elders who rul'd the Church, and over and above that

‘Setvite laboured in Preaching the Word, are the Perfons count- '

ed worthy of double honour.. Here is no proference given to
Preaching above Ruling, but Rulers are commended for execu-
ﬁng" the other Offices of the Miniftry.  And what is this to

bytenan Ordination ? Buc any thing to blind and impofe on

thc Reader.” Now, who wou'd be a drudge to a Caufe that can-
' not te Supported mthout fuch pmfut sm&s as thefc r

e .
. . L et
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" Qo# Author’s ncxt Argumens-is fopndéd on & Miffalien tioe
#lon thar Presbyters wére the Apoftles immediate Succeffors il
the Minifity. Now this thiftake atifes from his imagination,
_ that Bifhops now peculiarly fo called, arc the fame with thofe
Prcsbytcrs edlled Bifhops in Sctiptute, dot fonfidering, that
Bithops eminently fo called; dnfwet not to Presbyters fo called
in the New Teftament, but to fuch fuperior Church Officets as
Torptby and Thus, who had the plenitude of the Apoftolical Powét
and Authority which was ordinary and ftanding in the Chutch.

For tho' every Minifier of the Gofpel may in fome rcfp;&
be Giid to be the Succeffor of the Apoftles, becaufe bis Office is
&f Divine Right ; yer cettainly théfe Mibifeps who were Vefted
with thé whole ordinary and always neceffary Apofloligal Powery
ar¢ more propetly the Succeffors, than thofe who Mave part Of
itonly. Bur of this more paricularly auon. .

Hx queddes, © If Tirmotly had theé Authority to tommit -
¢ the funde things which he had received £ other fajth-
“ fal Mea, why huw’t all - others in the Minifiey the

‘“ fame Authority. I anfwer, becsuf:- it is gos incoofifiens

*with ghe nature o7 the Pafforal Office; or o she Gofpel, to

communicate the entire Power to fome Officersy and fome bfans
€hes of it anly w0 others. Nor do I much regatd that celes
brated Maxim of \Atch-bifliop {Jffin’s; Ovdins ¢ff Ordimars ; bt

- thatis in Ordefs, has the right and power of giving Qsders,
For we know well, that cne Deacon cannot Ordain amothery

_Confiffently wish she Diflenters own Scheme. — And altho” -

Bithops do con{:cra:e Arch-biﬂ;ops, it will not follpw ghat

Presbyters fhould Ordain Preshyters ; and she reafon is plain®
“Betanfe Presbyters are not as all impowred in she New s
meat o perform shis Work, Neicher do we allow of Infri-
ours ‘Wm"l Supstionrs, as chir Writer wqq)d difingenjountly

(:l‘ht m Gharch Affairs. And tho' a p:mu; of Order is
R gramed



(30)

gr;mted to fome dy get;cril confent, under the regulathny, ‘of
Ecclefiafticl Canons ; ‘they have no proper Saperiority and Jurif~
diion over Bithops, they being all ¢jufdens Saccrdotki et Authoritatis. -

Tuis Gentleman clofes his et Conference (with his ac-
cuftorn’d Ingcnmty") cxhxbmng a moft terrible (‘Bargc againﬁ
us of Unchurchmo the whole Proteftant World, but our felves,
bccauﬁ: deftitute of Fpifcopal Ordinaticr. Had this Gentleman
been lefs Sanguine, and more Inquifitive,” he might have difco-
vered that all the Churches of the Zusburg Confeflion have a
fubordination of Paftors ; and in Sweden, Denmark; Notway, they
have both Bifhops and Arch-bithéps. Thé Proteftant Churches
of Hungary and Tranfylvania are divided into Diocefes, the Ru'er

whcrcof is a Bithop: The Bolemian Churches had alfo their

Bifhops until the laft Calamity they fuftain'd drove them to the
_ ‘Woods and Mountains. So that this Author does moft fhamefully,
or ,nnoramly mll‘rcprcfcnt thc Pxotcﬁant World..

- Butis udus received Principle of the Catholick Clmrch, that
Unchurches foreign Ciurches ?. Or do they. Unchurch themfelves
by continuing wilful Franfgoeflorsof it? The pofitive Laws of

God are.all Sacrofand, cfpecially thofe he hath ordain'd forGos

verment, and. Me will in no wife excufe the wilful negledt of them $

“ but every fitch Tranfgreflion againfk the Polity. of the .Chriftian-

Theacracyy 1ot the pamber of :Offenders be never ﬁ-.; grcat, fhaf
recmc. a- juft recognpence: of reward.: L.

-

"l'st er, have T examined a'll ‘the Aufhor’s r‘caf'oﬁxﬁg deliver-
ed in his Fieft Conference for his new end fantaftical f\odon of Prc-

femnv Prcs‘bytcmn to’ Epfcopal Ordmnnon And “hope thefs

I‘apers ihaif hiive t‘hc‘favbur of your I’ardou 1f ot the advantag-

of ‘yéur. hﬁccm ' ’ : ¢
N L, . . . s raw d
: e Tmr.r, &,’n,
-.::nz:%a-é ;»:'r %ﬁﬁesée%ﬁ%%’”’
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_T~H'E
~Second " Letter.

Szr,

ﬁ%@:ﬁ’ﬁ@lﬂl my former Letter 1 fluck clofc 0 the Au-
PIREPUNCIR 110r's Reafoning, and believe I did not omit
g @ particularly Anfwering every thing Material
Ob,e&ed by him. Inthe examinatjos of his’

AN Second Conference, 1 fhall alter my Me-
7 w@,@,a“%@ o et v Fit, Becde
" of it Has already ‘been confidered.  Secondly, Becaufe he
has placed'his Antagonift's Arguments in o indifferent a light,
that ¥ think my felf not at all Obliged to regard-his Rating -
-tbe an&mns in-difpute ; and I fuppofe he will have little rea-.
fon to boaft of a Vitory, aﬁcr I prove thefe four Propoﬁ:ion .

)

S8

otk

. Fisk, TraT the Apoftles had properly Succeflors i the Ef-
fontials of the Apoﬁohck Office.

Secondly, T'rAT it is not contrary to the Nature of the ¥ Paf-
toral Office, or to the Gofpel, to communicate the ontire P?wcg
to fome Officers, and fome branches of it only to others. And

" under this head, I fhall examine this Advocatcs reafoning from -
the grand Mimiftcrial Commiffion.

Ea - * - ‘Thisdly,
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Thirdly, TrAT in the Apoftolick times there were Officerg

Confliruted in the' Church by the Apoftles chemfelves Superioge
io Presbyters, and that this Superiority has been eouuuugd in

Bifhops eminently fo ¢éalled.

Fourthly, TuAT had there been no fuch Oﬁcers ¢onflituted

’ by the Apoftles Superiour td Bresbyters ; Yet Motern Prcsby.
teriap Ordinatiori muft bé Null and Void. —— Thefe Propoﬁn.

+iis fully proved, will invalidate ( I conceive )and quite pnder-

mipe this Authors Sﬂﬁﬁ;nﬁm-

Firft then, I am to prove that the Apoﬁles had properly Suc-
éeflors in the Effentials of the Apoftolick Office. This my An.
tagonift denies, and endeavours to Anfwer Reafons, as he of
his great Wifdom, is pleafed to put in his Advcrﬁary sMputh 3

\ bmd:smwm:bmstpmc. e e e

"IN order thc‘}'cforc to rcduee the debate into- acﬂxctt acom-<
paﬁ EY poﬁﬁb‘c, ¥ will ﬁrﬁ ﬁxcw whercm this - Advocat: nnd I

are’ adrecd : - .
" . . ‘/

W!i. anc agmd, that the qu&lc& had o Succeﬂ'ors in that
iz of -their Powec which. was. a.nyopdmary -and- mmamlous:
~ This baing tranfietir, temporary, and limitted to, the, Necgfitiss.

of the:Church, at: the ficfl -Preaching of the Gofpel, | Bugthen,
T afivcs; that. this: was. not eential to. the ApoBolick:; ~ snd,
iy Antagonift demics.it. ~We arc alfo agueed :thae the A=
poftles ‘had Succeffors in thofe Branches of Spiritual Power,
that aré not founded on fuch cxtraordmary Affiftances,- and: pe-
culiar Prxvdedf-cs : fuch was the Préaching the Gofpel, Ad-:
miniftving Sacraments, Ordaining, &¢. Thefe Qffices. I make

hc Effzntials of the Apoﬁohc OHice, and hope to prove it
Mw all my Advcrfalys Ar«uments upon this Head will bc’
fully confidered,. If I can give a_ clcar and fatisfaltory An_’
fwer to ¢his Quettion. . Whe:hcr the cx:r 'ordxm*v Prxvdc&”cs
' e - of'

1

v

P



C33)

of workidg: Miratles, and being Witejfles of ehe ReforreQion;
yhich fho Apoftice wenc:blefled. with, ‘were effential o the
Apofiolick (ffice ? L deoyp. &cy .were, snd ayAdvaby aﬁ-
&m the contrary. S

4 I,‘_: arder therefore to give a clear Anfwer to :mw
¥ will fqppoﬁ that by Effendal, this Geatleman .underflands.

ﬂ)methmg that was pocuhar to the Apoﬁofxck Office, and wbag,
dlﬁmgmﬂm it fram il athers. And then aodung can be
‘Effential to the Apofiolick Office, but what, d&&q@mﬂm ltfm
all other Offizes : And therefore muft be fo peculiar to the\
Office of the Apoftlés, as not to belong to any other Ordg;"
of Men. Bur it is evident that thofe cxtraordxnary Gifts we.
. are fpeaking of, ‘were fo far from being peculiar to the A-h
poftles, that many Men were endued with them, who hadno
fhare at all in the Miniftry, therefore thefe extraordiaary Gifis
were not ‘of the Naturé and Effence of the Apoftolick Olﬁcc,
16 as to di!hngmfh it from all others. And fince the Apofto-'
lick Office was to continue for ever in' the Church according
to our Saviour's Prorhife, Mar. 38. 20. Who told them, Lo,l.“
am with you alway, even to the end of the World, " And
fince thefe extraordinary Gifts did not continue any fonger
than ‘the neceflities of the Chursh required them, it is mani-
fct, that thefe extraordinary Gifts were not effential to theip
- Office : And-confequently pothing was of the Niture and Ef.
fcnce of this Cffize, but what mxght be ficceeded in," bit what
was commumcatcd to other Mxmffcrs of the Gofj:cl fmm Ge.‘
ncmnon to Generation. } , :

THE i\poftles mdeed in the Execation of their Oﬁf‘e, had
the Power of working Miraclés to defend ‘it ; 'bur then tlﬁs‘
Power was not Effendal to their Oiﬁ-e, neither did it dxﬁm-{
. gmlh them in their Mnmﬁry from other- Men ; and Ido nog
‘ know’ 'bu: God would fm'mfh his Mxmﬁers cven now, with *
Ry ‘ . . Mh.
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(ach” extlordimery Priviledpet, if these was oecafion for thent's
%o that really there is nothing shit can formally ditinguifh’

an- Apoftle from other Minifters of the Evingelical OEconomy,

but the Fulnes and Plenitude of that ordinary ‘Power, which

was to continue for ever in the Church. But this Gentleman

““would fain know, how it appears, that ‘Apoftles are perma-.

“nently fet in the Church, and to continue till Chriff comes ;
& when' Prophets, Evangelifts, Miraclés, Gifts of Healing and’
¢t Diverfity of Tongues ‘are confefledly” Tempbrary —— T An-

fwér, that thefe were not fo mariy diftin& Offices. They weré

only feveral Denominations conferr'd on thofe Oﬁiccrs ‘which

were in"the Church before, with relation to their ALab‘ours in
 féveral’ Parts and Places of the Catholick Church ; and were

all included in the Names Apoftles and Elders  And indeed

thiey were only occaf onal Commiffions to cxecute fome Br anches

of the Apo&ohcal Oﬂices, which could not be executed, as
thmgs 'then ftood, without an extraordinary Power; and when«

ever God fees fuch fo. be neceffary, he may grant fuch Com-
. mxﬁiops agam But the Apoﬁohck Power which was peculiar
to them, and thc dx&m&lvc Chara@er of their Office, I have

ircady proved was to continuc for ever, and does ftill continue.

But their cxtraordmary Affiftancds were not Effential to, or dif- -

tintive Charatters of their Oﬂice Befides, the work of an
Evangchﬁ and Prophct, &c. was commen to every Minifter 3
St. Jobn & St. Matthew were Apoftles & Evangelifts ; St. Mark
a Bxfhop and Evanvch(t ; Ph'hp a Deacon and Evangelift |
and “therefore they could not be diffinét Oﬂ'xccs, that requiced
dxﬁm& Oﬂiccrs

Agsin, Ir the Eﬂ?:nnals of thc Apoﬂohck Qffice conf' ﬂed in

_being Witnefles of Chrift's Refurrction, and the. extraordinary

Affiftances of the Holy Ghoft ; then the Seventy Diftiples wha

ha)d the cxtraordmary Affiftances of thc Holy Ghoft, and were_

Wxtncﬁ'cs of our S.mom s R¢ﬁurc&|on, wére Apoﬁlcg ; Nay,
- the
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the Fivé-Hundréd Brethren by whom he wasfeerf at orie tinley.
1 Gr. 15. 6. had one Effential of the Apoftolick- Office, ande
fome of them more, for ought we know, and confequently
were Apoftles.  But, I would gladly be inform'd, to what'
purpofe Matthias was chofen in the place of Judas, if by that
choicé he could réceive no more Power than he had in
his Commiffion before 7 'The Diftinion therefore between
_ them, muft have confifted in the ordinary Branches of the ‘Paf-
toral Office ; and confequently, the Effentials of the Apoftolick
. Office were net founded on fuch extraordinary AfiRtances, and
pa:uhar Privileges ; which was the thing to be proved.

My Sccond Propofition is this, TrAT it is not contrary to
the Nature of the Paftoral Office, or to the Gofpel, to com_
municate the entire Power to fome Officers, and fome Branches
of it only to others. And under this Head, I fhall examine
our Author’s reafoning from the Grand Minifterial Comxmiﬁon

‘ IN this Opinion I am confirmed, bccaufc the Scripture fup-
pofes it may be done, and has left the communicating the -
feveral Gifts to the Difcretion of the Ordainers, to diftribute
them as they fhall find. the Perfons to be Ordained, qualified
to receive them. And tho’ the Ordainers cannot diminith the
Power which is aniiexed to anyOffjce, yet the entire Paftcrl Power
is no where in Scripture fo clearly annexed to any Cficer, that one
Man may nct be fuppofed to have the Exercife of onc Branch of
the Office committed to bis truft, and ot of another : on'the con-
ttary, - ‘the Seripture plainly fuppofes this may be, Row. 12,
6, 7, 8. Where the dnﬂ'cmnv Branches of the Paforal Cfice
are plnccd ot in the fame, ‘but different Perfons : Prophecying
In one, Teaching in -ancther, Exhorting in a third, Miniftring
in arrothcr,Rulmv in anotﬁer accordity as they were qualificd.

-_-'L‘ Agam, Tgn'r ,onr,Savxour foundcd his Church in’ an In',.. '
perity ‘both of Orde; gnd Powcr, muﬁ ¢ I think be acknow-

T . ' lcdgcd)



(36) ‘

lﬁ(!d 3 if the Tml«v& Apoftles were Sagesiopr both it O:aer
~.sod Power to the Smn:y Diciples.

AND this T am the more Sollicitous to prove, becaufe my
Adver;‘ary is of Opinion, that * to fhew wherein this Dilince
“ mgmnd Iuferiority liesis too hard atask, Its what none. of Our

,,,,,

:ﬂ'evcrauom. The Propof' ition, I prove ghus.

L Tas mmm to bewjch-sur L-#3, and aceprdv
ingly are overy whare threughont the Gofpels reckoned as his cone
flant Attendants, both from the time of their Ordination, till they
were fent forth to Preach ; and agzin after thcxt‘ return from

Prbachmg, titl his Death : But the Seventy were only appointed
to Preach, and aftér they returned to our Lord, and gave him
an account of their'fuccefs in the Execmion of thag Oﬂ'zcc, they

weie never chce mentioned again,

Tus Sc\’rc'nty ﬁére only fcm: before ourLord’s face into theCitiés
and Places, whither he himfelf would come, ( Luk:10.1.) to prepare
the People for hisReotption : Whereas the Apoftles Commiffion was
in generalto Preach toall the Jews. The Inaugurafion of the

- Seventy to the’r Office, was not {0 folemm as that of the Twelv:, .
before which, our Lord not onfy commanded the Difeiples po pray
. ' God tp fend Labour:rs into his Harvef¥, but continued a whble
Night in Prayer by himfelf. The Twelve were diﬂmgmﬁed by
the name of Apoftles, ‘the Seventy enly called By the. gencraf
name of Dxfcxp!cs ; the ‘Apoftles were conftantly called the
'I‘wclve ; whereas had they been alt equat, they rduft have beenr
the Eighty two. ‘Fwelve Thronss were appoisted, whercon thofg
Twelve. Mo fhould fit te judge the Twelve Tribes of Mracly
Mat. 19.’28. And the Twelve Foundations of the New Jerafalem
were to'contain the Names of the Toelve Apofiics. - Whena Vagand
erhappened inthe College of tho Apofites by the Ayaﬂ;rcrdf
o 'wlasy
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fnddr, another was ina moft folemn manuer by divine Defignation
Rppointed to take hisBifhoprick,and to be numbred with theEleven
Apoftles. Mattbias,thePerfonOrdained to fucceed Fudas,if ax;y credig
may be given to Eufebius, Ferom,or Epiphanius,was one of the Seveas
ty. From all, and every one of ~which obfervations, it appears
how unreafonable they are, who think the Seventy were of the
fame Order and Dignity with the T'welve,

I therefore, from what has been faid, it appears, that the A-
poftles were fuperior to the Seventy Difciples. If our Savxour
gave them fome Power, which thefe had not : If the Scnpturc
has left the communicating the féveral Gifts or Offices to the Dif-
ctetion of the Ordainers, to be diftributed, as they thall find the
Perfons to be Ordained, qualified to receive xhcm 5 pray where is
the inconfiftency of imparting, the entire Power to fome, and
fdme Branches of it only to others. This Propofition will re-
ceive further Confirmation in my examining the Auth#t’s reafon-
ing from the Grand Minifterial Commlﬂiod

'Axo firft, Suppoling what this Author contends for, that tlns
was the Commiffion by virtue of which the Apoftles Ordained
their Succeffors in the ‘Miniftry ; Suppofing I fay, that this was

the full CommiTion of the Apoftles ; all the Ends of it mlght be
anfwered, by their appointing different Orders, for different Offices
in the Church : nor will it at all follow that this is the Commiffion
of Presbyters in fuch fenfe as that they are empowred by ir, to
Ordgm others, becaufe the Apoftles were. This is the Point
, which this Writer inftead of proving has taken for granted, viz.
#hat becaufe this was a Commiffion for the Apoftles to Ordain, it
was fo to Presbyters ; whereas there is no confequence in the As-
gument., This may be the original Commiffi on, fignifying Chrift’s
) "nill 10 his Apoftles that Difciples fhould be made, baptized, and
. infiru@ed, and confequently that there fhould be a fucceflion of
. Officers in the Church for thefe Purpofes : But it will by no means
xfollow, that sherefore it was his will, thas whpﬁmer was ap-
. E , poipted
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pointed to teach, fhould likewife be commiffioned to Ordam 0.
' :hers to teach : nor is it mphed in thefe words. '

Tuz Apoftles by vertue of this very Commiffion mxght have

appointed fome Perfons to baptize, others only to teach, and o~
thers endued with all thefe Powers; and have as fully anfwered
the intent of it, as if they had appomtcd one fort of Officers, to
perform all thefe Offices. And, tho” this Commiffion doth not

ﬁy, that he who is called to teach in thc Church, fhall not be ’

tallcd to Ordain likewifc ; yet it will not follow, that every one
who ucallcd to teach, is therefore called to Ordain. Notwith-
flanding there is no difference of Officers made in the words, the
Apoftles were lefi to their own judgments, and the guidance of
the Holy Spirit, whether there fliould be a diftincion of Officers
in the Church, or not : and confequently, whether one fort or
_ more were appointed by them for the Offices defigned to continue

in the Church, muft be colletted by their fucceeding Behaviour, »

- and what that was, will be thewn undcr the next Propofition. \

: Bu altho’ this wis a Commillion given to theApoftles, and de-

- figned to fignify what their main Bufinefs in the World was to
~ be: yet that it was defi gn'd as their full Commiffion, or as a full
‘déclaration of the Methods they were to take in the execution of

their Commiffion, there is no ground to think. The words’

may be fully fufficient, to “declare the: nature of their Office in
genetal,and yet their particular dire€tion and commiffion to Ordain
other Minifters might be given themafterwards by the HolyGhoft.

_ Axp notwithftanding, this Gentleman puts this Argument, in his’'
Antagonift’s mouth, that he may have an opportunity ( as he ima-
gines ) of triumphing over him, yet heisfo far from obtdining 2
Vi&or'y,v that he has tot proved that this is even the ‘Apdftles
commiffion to Ordain. If fo, by what Commiffion ('I “defire to

‘know ) did St. Paul and Barmabas Ordain Presbyters ? I can't

difcover that"it was by virtue of the Grand Commiffion ; nor con.

fequently how the Presbyters whom they Ordain'd, could pltclad
this
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¢his Commiffion for their right to Ordain. If therefore it is
not neceffiry to fuppofe that this is even the Apoftles commiffion
to Ordain ; ( which isthe only ground of the prefent Plea )the Are
gument for Presbyterian Ordination taken from this Commiffion is
at once overthrown. And now I intend to give a Solution to s
Queftion of our Author’s. ¢ If Presbyters are notin the Com-
¢¢ miffion, .whence have they their exiftence ? -

I anfiwer, from the will of the Apoftles declared -about them.
‘The full Commiffion of the Apoftles themfelves was not made
known to them by the Holy Ghoft, and immediate Infpiration,
till after our Lord’s Death. And it wasnot in the leaft neceffary
that our Lord fhould declare his will in thefe Points, fince the-
Holy Ghoft was afterwards to be fent, in order to complete their
Commifion : And it is as much for the good of the Chriftian
Church, that theApoftles (who adted by the fameSpmt) fhould de.

clanc tthomtmﬁion of Presbyters, as that our Lm‘d blmfclf fhould, v

Bu T if Preshyters were unpqwgq;l by thisCommiffion to Ordain,
how came they in feveral Chutches, to be refirain'd by the A»
poftles themfelves, and denied the exercife of this right imme-
diately afier this Commiffion was given them 2 And why do we
find St. Paud dealing with the ficft Presbyters, exaétly as he would
have dealt by them had they ndt originally the right of Ordina~
tion. 1 Aguin, If Presbyters had thisright by the general Com-
miffion, how comes that in all acconats we have of the Primivive.
Church, we read of fingle Perfonsfucceeding the Apoltles in this
Station, and Offices? And when was the time in which they did

exercife this right of Ordination 7 And how comes it to pafs that -

their Ordination, were always difapproved, "and condemned, and A
their right to this Work conftantly denied 2 And they muft be
difcerning indeed that can from the New Teftament difcover, that

any fuch right was ever fuppofed by the Apol’da ariginally to be- |

hnngmsbytcrs. . .
. Fa o I
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. pafs therefore to the third thing propoféd. ‘That the As

poftles did thus divide the Paftoral Cfice, and Ordain'd fome to'

the whole Powér, fuch as we now denominate Bifhops, others to
part of it only, fuch as we call Presbyters ; t0 whom the power
of Ordination never did belong. = Since our Saviour, that wife
builder, founded his Church in an‘inequality of Church Officers
by making his Twelve Apoftles faperior to his Seventy Difciples,
how the Apoftles could 'have acted otherwife, than according to’
this Plgtform, he had left them, will puzzle any reafonable Mati

to conceive, For he tells them, Asmy Father fent me, fofend I

you. As he fenit them with Power fupcr,lor to th¢ reft of his D‘f .
ciplés, fo they muft Ordain others to the fame Powcr as their Suc-
ccﬂ'ors to the end of the World. As they therefore were fuperiog
tG other Presbyters whom they Ordain'd, fo they chofc out fome
of thofe Presbyters, (nbw dxﬁmgmihcd by the name c of Bnihops) to
whom they ¢ communicated ali the btanches of the Paftoral Office, ,
who might fupply thcu- places when they were gone, and be fus
perior to other Presbyters .Buch were Timotly, Titus, Epaphros
ditys, &c. - And this is a very remarkable thing, that when there
were Presbyters alréady fented at Ephefus and Crete ; and fuch
as no doubt were as well qualified to Ordain in latter Ages, tha,
8t. Paul fhould nat think fit to entruft this Affair with them, and
their Presbyteries, but fhould devolve it wholly upon Timotky and
Titus ; fhould appcint thefé two fo that Office; without mention-
ing any rightin the Téachers ; as they according to modern
reafoning, muft certainly have had. The leaft that can be con®
clyded from this Argument,’is, that St. Paul knew of no fuch right
belonging to them. Aad this confideration is the more: weighty
becaufe the Epiftles to Tisotky and Titus, are the only records in
which we find his will plaialy exprefi'd, concerning the firft Or»
dination of Presbyters and Teathers properly fo called ; and yet
hot a word, asif he thoughe that Eresbyters had a right toOrdain

behers, but fa the contrary all hls zules dlrc&cd to Superiout -
Oﬂiccrs.

i
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* Officers, And this difﬁp&ﬁon of Power was not to be laid a3
fide, but to remain as long as the World endured.

T'uis was the Opinion of the Primitive Fathers who unani-

- toufly agree, that St. Paul imade Timotky Bifhop of Ephefus,

and Titus of Crete. Thus does Ewfebins exprefly declare ; Eufe,
Hift. Ecc. Li. 3. C. 4 That Timwsky was Ordain'd by St. Pasl:
Bifhop of Ephefus, and Titns of Crete, ‘Thus alfo do St. Ferom,
Primafius, Ifidoré, Theodoret, Sedulins, &c. As may be feen in Bithop

- Taylor's Epifcopacy Aflerted. And indeed I do not know of any'

one Author, who fo much as calls it in Queftion.

* Sincs therefore it is confef'd on all hands, that imotty and
Titus were vdted with all that Power) which the other Presby~’
ters of Ephcfus and Cretc were vefted mtbal and befides’
that had fome Power which they had not : And fince all the
Primitive Writers agree, that they were truly and properly
Bifhops, it is evident beyond confideration, that in the Opinion

" of thé Ancients, the Apoftles divided the Paftoral Office, and

Ordain’d fome to the whole Power, and others to part of it only, :
whlch was the, Queftior to be refolved.

Bur it is faid, * That Zimothy and Titus were Evangelifts,’
« extraordinary Officers.  And therefore no Arguments to be
“« drawn frem hence, : . :

Tuis I call a meer conje@ure, becaufe this Advocare has
not fo'much as attempted to prove that they were meer’ Evangc{'
Jifts, which he ought by all means to have done, efpecially corifi- -
dering that all Antiquity efprcﬂy declares that they were Bifhops. -
As for Titus there is not in Scripture the leaft pretence of hisbeing *
ai Evangelit. St. Pawl indeed gives hini & Superiority of Eccle-
fiaftical jurifdiétion over all the Presbyters of Crete ; a Power of-
excommuniczting Hereticks, of rebuking with all Authority, of”
Ordaining Elders, or Presbyters,in every City : Nay this was the
Very caufe for which St.. Paul lef himin Crete : All which ara./

s _ Eptfcopal
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Epifcopal afks, asd muf continue as Jong as the Church enduies;
fo that here is not the leaft thadow of Proof, that Titws was an
Erangehﬂ

-8t Paul indecd bids Timotty do the work of anEvangclxﬁ a2 Tim.

& 5. But what this work of an Evangelift was may be feen in.

the fecond yerfe of this Chapter ; Preach the word, be inftant
infealon, outof feafon, reprove, rebuke, exhort with all fuffer<
ing and doftrine. All which every Bifhop is obliged to perform.
Sp that this can be no proof that Timothy. was a meer Evangelift,
and that his Office wasfTemporary; Nay I defy this Advocate
9 producc any one fingle duty which Timothy was obliged to
pcrform, as a Minifter of Chrift, which was Temporary. Nor
docs St. Paul's cnioynmg him to do the work of ah Eyangelift
make lnm any: mere 3 meer Evangeh& _than tbc words imme-
dlqtel y followmg make, him a meer'Deacon, for he i is commanded

o t'ulﬁll his; D¢aconﬂnp if therefore this latter cxprefﬁon does

hos Epd'copt;y no burt, neither does the former, but he might be
Bl.ﬂnop, Evangelift and Deacon.

To be an Eyangelift is agreable to all the Subordinations of thc '

Chnﬁmn Hierarchy ; and whate,veerﬂionary,( let him be Bxﬂlop.
Pn:ﬁ or Deacon ) travelsto mnvert\lnﬁdcls, does the work of

Can Evangchﬁ when he propagates the Gofpcl in the fame fenfe

that Txmat%y is called to do it.

Bu'r a grcat dlﬁculty is ﬁarted and a grcat Argument drawn
from T'mathy’s prefence at the time in which 8t. Paul exhorteth the

Presbyters of the Ephefian Church in thefe words,  AQ.20. 28+

¢ Take heed therefore unto your, felves, and to all the Flock,over
« which the Holy Ghoft hath made you Overfeers &c. From

hence the Gentleman mfcrs, ¢ that the Church of Ephefus was at

< ¢his time committed to the fole care of a Presbytery. . This
is like the roft of his Inferences. St Paul its true, exhorts tb..

Pgesbyters to do the Office of Bifhops, (i.¢.) of thofe thencal- .
led.:

Cor
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led Bxfhoys or Overfeers, who denies it : But will it thence Pol-
]ow,that he commands them toOrdam andGovern 7 This was what
the Author fhould have proved, wou'd he prove any thing. : But
his Arguments drawn from the Identity of Names to the Identity,
of Offices have been fully confuted in my former Letter, — That
ﬁmothy was a Bithop of that Place ; that he’ dycd upon his Curc.
and that he was fucceeded in his Epifcopal Authoriry over thae
Place by fingle Perfons, all the ancient Records affure us. Eyfe-
bius fays, Lib. 3. C. 4. that Timotly is foried to "have been the

N

~ firft Bifhop of the Province or Diocefe of Ephefus. In the Apofto-
lical Conftitutions we are exprefly told, that he wasOrdain’dBithop -

of itby St Paxl. Conft. Apoft. Lib. 7. C.-47. And the Fathers of
the Council of Calcedon, including Témoty in the number, reckon
“T'wenty fevenBithops of Ephefus to their time. Conc.Calced. A&sII;
So we have as much affurance of his being Bifhop of that Placc,
as we can have for any matter of Fadt whatfoever.

-1 Shall not trouble the reader with examining whether Bithop
Pearfon’s or Mr. Owen’s account of the date of .the Epiftles to Ti
mothy be trueft, becaufe the moft injudicious reader may plai’nly‘ fee
that the decifion of that matter, does no way affe@ my Caufe, tho”
Bifhop Pearfon’s account fhould be wrong ( which no judicions man

| mene ==y

will fay) for the utrnoft that can be faid, is only this, that St. Pant .

fent Timothy on feveral Mcflages-after he was Bifhop of Epkefus.

T1v1 therefore this Author be able to prove that thePower with
which Timethy and Titus were vefted by St. Pasd, and exércifed in

~ the Churches of Ephefusand Crete, was only Temporary ; “till he

can invalidate the moft anciént Recoids of the Church, all which
upanimoufly agree, that they were fixed and fettledBifhops of thofe
Placqs ; "Till he can prove, that they exercifed no Power over'the
Prcsbyters of Crete & Ephefus, I'hope, he will gtant that thefe in-’
Randes do uttetly deftroy his Caufe, that they tvidently prove, that
St. Paud gave all the Ecclefiaftical Powet to-fome, and part of it
anly-to othiers ; and that it is fafer depending on the unanimous

‘ con-
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confent of the Primitive Fathers in fuch a matter of Fa&, than
upon his precarious and groundlefs conjeGures.  And there is all’
the redfon in the World to rely on their Teftimony in this cafe,be-
caufe this is a matter of fimple uncompounded Nature, perfelly -
within their knowledge, not requiring learning or reafoning, but
level to all Capacities ; a mattet in wluch they might be very ea-
fily contradi@ed had they reprefented it falfely; and a matter in
which they could not be byaffed in the firft Ages, bylntcreft. And
in thefe there is fuch a conftancy and unanimity,that everi St. Ferom
himfelf (who was born near 250 yeats after the Apoftles, and is
the chief Perfon in all that time whom the Presbyterians cite for
any purpofe of theirs) traces up Epifcopacy to the very Apoftles ;-
and mhakes it of their Inflitution ; and in the very place where he
moft exalts Presbyters, he excepts Ordination as a work always pe- .
euliar to Bifhops. Add tothis, that My. Baxter could not but own
thus much-at leaft < that there were fixed Bifhops in fome Chur-
¢ ches in the days of one of the Apoftles; that neither the Apoftles
“ nor any one of their Difciples, nor any Chriftian or Heretick in
¢ the World, fpoke or wrote a word againft Epifcopacy till long o
« affer it was generally fettled in the Churches. And I challenge ‘
this Gentleman to inftance any Chriftian Church for 1 500 years
without Presbyters and Deacons fubordinate to their Bifhop; not- |
wathﬁandmg his extravagant boaﬁmg that the Primitive Fathers |
are all of the fide of the Presbyterian Scheme. / , |

-Bur if as he ( very modefily ) afferts, the Primitive Fathersare

all of his fide the Queftion ; it will not ( I hope ) be judged jmpep-
tinent in me to defire information in thefe particulars, :

- 1. WasN the Epifcopal Ufurpation began, ,
" 2. WazRs it began, whether in a particular Church, or fow
Churchcs at firft ; or all at once ghro® the univerfal Church 2
. §. Ir it began in Particular Churches, how or by what fieps j3
madc fits Progrc& all over ;hc Chyiftian Church 2 -

B 4 Wi
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& Wasraer it can be fuppofed that the Presbyters then liv-
- ing cou!d be all or moft of shem ignorant of the Powers belonging
% them by Original Right ?

5. Wasruar it tan be fuppokd that the Presbyters would
~ willingly and wittingly fubmit to a reftraint from exercifing thc
Powers intrufted wich them by God ?

6. I# they did not willingly, what force was there made ufc of .
to compel them to it ? - « '

' How. can it be accounted for, that there fhould be no menti-
on of filler Relation of fo great an Ufurpamn o be found in’
Record in Ecclefiaftical Hiftory ?

Tis foregomg Particulars feem to me to carry in them diﬁcul-
. ties infaperable ; upon which account, I apply my felf'to this Gen~
mian as the propereft Perfon from whom I may expeét light and in-
formatien in this very important Affair, from his great intimacy,
and familiat Correfpondence with the Primitive Fathers.

Uurn. I receive greater infight in this matter, I muft unavoid-
ubly content my felf with that Golden Rule of Vincentius Lirivenfis ;
- Qued Ulig, quod femper, quod ab Omnibus creditum  eft, id quidem
vere of Catbolicum. ‘That which every where, always, and by all
has been reccived, muft needs be a Catholick cruh. '

Tuss Author muft excufe me if I wholly pafs over his Modern
Authorities; for could he produce thoufands of greater Namies than
he mentions, I fee not of what importa'nce it wou'd be in the Cafe
of matter of fa, we muft not be born down by great Names, in
& matter which isin them purely Opinion,(which Opinion fome of
‘them upon the moft exal enquiry have recanted ) and depending
upon their own reafoning, .

Hav this Gentleman been a little more ingtifitive, and not
{ depending on the Authority of others ) negleted cxamining the
Epiftles of St. Jgnatius an Apoﬂélial Father, he might have met
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-with one, afferting the Supenomy of Bxﬂmps to Presbyters by
Divine Right. To omit the plain and manifeft difindion He
makes between them in every one of his Epu'tles hear wlm he
ﬁys in that to thc Plﬁladelphlans T

« Fow as s many as are of God, and of Jefus Clmﬁ arealfo with . :

¢ their Bithop ; again there is but one Flefh, of our Lerd Jefus
« Chriff; anid one Cup, in the Unity of his Blood ; ene Altar ;as
¢ alfo there is one Bifhop. . He compares the Bithop o the Father, -
¢ ia his;Epiftle to the Trallians ; in his Epiftle to the Mlgndiaps
. ¢ he exhorts them to reverence the Bifhop accordmg to the Powcr
“t of God the Father.

_ Awpitjs the mot reafonable thingin the Wosld to fuppofe, that
he could not fpeak of Epifcopacy- as he doth, had he known it to

hawe been only the Agresment of Presbyters amongft themfélves;
had he knownit to have been anAlteration in the Church,from the

State in which the Apoftles lefi it’; as he muft have done according
to the conjeture of fome M odern Writers ; And the more bxgbly
,he magpifies it, flill the greater Argument iis, that he knew it
'to be fetled by the Apoftles in the Churches of Chrift, and that*
it was their will it hould be retain’d and efteemed. It isimpoffibfe-

he fhould fpeak of it as he doth, if he kaew, and all'the Churchthen -
- knew it, to be a Voluntary prudential compa& amongft the Presby--

ters.” For what could induce bim to it? Or what. influence coald
his high words have upon thofe who knew as well as himfelf that
it was juft then Agreed upen ; And had no higher an Original than
the Confent of Presbyters, fp that this wholly deftioys the ftrange .
fuppofition that a Bifhop was only the chief of the Presbyters.

- But this Author has recourfe toCouneils, particularly the fourth:

of Carthage, from whence he quotes feveral Canohs, ¢ A Bifhop.

« muft not Ordain any without the Counfel of his Clergy ; He muft’
“ hear ng Man’s Caufe, unlefs his Clergy be prefent ; otherwife the

« Bithops Sentence fhall be void. Whilft a Bithop fits, he ﬂxall
«,net fuffer a Presbyrer to fland. Hc muft know that he is buta
‘ # Colleague
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% Collcague of the Presbyters, ——— Well! and what then, there-
fore Preshyters can Ordain ; No fuch thing. Leta Bifhop be Or:
dain'd by two or three Bifhops, a Pricft by one Btﬂxop, and fo like-
wife a Deacon ; Apoﬁ Canon, I. I.

Tuis isavery inftruétive Canon; for here the intelligent Rea-
der will obferve the three holy Ordcrs retaind in our Church, dif-
tinguithed from each other. 2ndly, The Power of Ordination re.
ferved to the Bithop only. To what purpofe fhould I mulriply
Quotations, the Teftimonies on this Sub]e& are fo many, and have
been fo often produced by learned Men,that itis ncedlefs to tranf
crite them,

Tux Reader would do well to obﬁ-.wc, That altho' tlns Author
makes ufe of the Teftimony of the Fathers, he does it only as
Argumentum ad bominem, for elfe where he calls them ¢ g7 ignis
0 fatuus, that will lead a man he knows not whither. Modeft eno-
'gxdecd ! They ferve not his purpofe, 4nd therefore are with Igno-
miny difcarded.  But let me tell this Gentleman, thisisof dcfperate
confequence with refpect to allHiftorical ccmmty that tl;e univer
&l Teftimony of many ages fhould be rejected upon | fuch a frange
 fappofition, fure the Tcﬂ‘imony of the Primitive F. athers may be
depended on in a fimple matter offaét ; perfeily within their know—
ledge ; and that more efpecially, fince it is upon the Tefltitnony of
ancient Writers in all Ages,that we believe the Books of the New.
Teftament to Have béen extant from the Apofles days;and to lave,
been written by: the Apoftles,or by Rerfons approved of shem, and
this indeed ftould make all good Men the more follicitous to ef2a-
blifh the Credibility of this Teftimony. Becaufe I fear thie Objec-
¢lons advanced againg it will .militate.as ﬁrongly agamﬁ all Hiftce
%jcal ccrtamty, and reach farther than they were defi gncd 10 the
Prc)udxcc of what is of the laft importancé to the Chriftian Church.
I meanthe Holy Scriptures. I ihould now proceed to refcue fome
,Argumcnts ( miferably torturcd ! ) out of this Gentleman’s hands,
frequently made ufe of in Defence of Epifcopacy, arid with "ﬂ; L
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he furnithes his Anragqniff.  But thefe Sheets having already

_faqll’d toa grcater.bu_lk‘tli,an 1 expefied, make me decline it ;

~and that {o much the yéghcr,'Be@ufc I think J have gained my
Point withoat them, and proved what I propofed. I cannet how-

 ever forbear taking notige of a moft curiousRemark of thisAuthor’s, -

. you will find it page 37th of his Book, Thus he argucs, «'The

_ ¢ Seventy were fo far from being Presbyters in the Chriftian

. ¢ Church, that they were not fo much as Members ofit. And
yet in the fame breath he would cqual them with the Apoftles
¥ can't help being congerned for this Gentleman, and bis critical
. Ynfpe@ors ; and Mallonly remiod them of Fobw 4. 1,2. When
therefore the Lord knew how the Pharifees had heard that Jefus

mads and: Baptized more Difciples than Fobu ( tho' Jefus himfelf

Baptized not but bis Difeiples ) What ? Did they Baptize who
~ were.nog themfelves Chriftians ? 1 defire to know if they were
ot then Members of the Chriftian Church,at what time they weré.

. lmdned This I Jeave to thchntlcmaﬂ'zmqrcfeﬁom conﬁdctmo't '

- Waar _mllﬁnéé follow from what has been faid, J leave to

all to determine for themfelves. ; yet I think I may fafely conclude,
‘that a ferled Diflin@tion betweoa the Offjces of Bithops ¢ pecaliarly
" focalled ) and Prasbyters, is founded upon the will of the Apoftles :
perticularly, that the Right of Ordination, by their will, belongs to
Bifhaps,& was never defigned by them to be entrufted o Pesbyters.
" Bur Liawe Rill anaccount v make up with this Advocateywhich
is the nexs thing to be confidered, and my laft Propofition. viz,
That fippofing all the Arguments urged by this Gentleman in De-

Fenge of Presbyterian Ordination, were incphteftably true, yet Mo-

' e Preshyterian Qrdination muft be null and void..

" *T'is too well known to require Proof, ‘That the true ftate of the

Controverfy between us and the Presbyterians depends upon the

flace of the Minifterial Office at the time of the Reformation sand

thet whofocver wauld judge aright of the Validity or Invalidity of
- Lo Cwhat
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( what has beea ever fince the Refarmation, called) Presbym
Ordination, muft in the firft Place duly inform himfel, in 'luc
fenfe the word Presbyters was taken at the time of the faid Refoa.
mation,what Order of the Miniftry was then dxlhngulﬂ:ed orknown

by that Name, " atid with what Minifterial Power thofe then calleq.

Presbyters were invefted by virtue of the Ordination they them-
felueshad received. The Qpeftion is aot, Whether fisch a5 were
“called Presbyters in the times of ¢the New Teflamertt;had thePower
of Ordination ; but the Queltion we are concpmed sbottt is this,
Whetberfnqb as were called Presbyters at the time of the Refor.
gnation, had the Power of Ordination. All Presbyterisn Writers
atknowiedge, thatet, and for tome Hundred Ycans before the
Reformation, the DiRtin&ion of the three Minifterial Orders, 23
they now ftand in the Church of England, had obtain’d it all pares
~ of the Ghriftian World : And that according to this Diftinttion,

4 thofe of the uppermoft Order of the three, were at, and fome
tundred Years before the Reformation alone ftiled Bithops, and
" were alane invefted wigh the Power of Ordination ; fo the name of
Presbysers was at, and duriog the fame Period, applyed only to
- thofe that were of the Second Minifterial Order, and fo Inferior to
Bifhops, and confequently not invefted with the Power of Ordina-
tion. Since then it has been obferved already, that the Queftion
in Debat'q is, Whether fuch as were filed Presbyters at the time of
the Reformation had the Power of Ordination ; and fince ds as.cer-
fain as any thing can be made by the univerfal Confent of Ecclefi-
aftical Hilory,& fince "ds hereupon no othcr than what is acknow-
Jedged by the LearnedMen of their own Perfwafion,that the name
of Presbyters did, at, and for fome hundred Years before the Re-
formation, denote only fuch Minifters, as were Inferior to Bifhops ;
aﬁd were never invefted with the Power of Ordination : Hence it

clearly follows, thatthe trye flate of the Queftion controverted by

us, is in fhort this, wz. Whether a Perfon in Holy Orders, thos
ncvcr mvcﬁcd lumfelf with the Power of Ordination, can aeverthe-
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Ie& be mﬂy £id to have the juft Power of Ordmmon, or( which

comesto the fame ) can neverthelefs duly and rightly take upon
hun to give Ordination to others.

Now the Queftion being thus truly and plmiy ftated, onw(uch

fide of it the truth lies, feemsto be fo clear, asto be in a manner

Self-cvident. For common reafon teaches us, that no one can duly

-8& beyond the Commiffion he receives ; or beyond that degree of

suthority, he has been invefted. Andiffo,ther it ‘ollows,that fuch
Presbyters as are concerned in thisControverfy, could not duly Or~
dain, fince they were never invefted with the Power of Ordination ;

and confequently, that by taking upon them to Crdain, they n&e;d
beyond that Minifterial Commiffion théy had received, or beyond

~ that degree of Minifterial Authority, wherewith they had been

invefied ; and thercfore atted unduly and unwar'rantably

To the teftimony of common Reafon may be added the greater
and more weighty teftimony of Revelation. . As therefore St.Paxs
arguesin Rom. 10. 5. How can they Preach; except they be fent,
namely to Preach 7 8o itis to be argued in this cafe, how can
they Ordain, except they be fent, namely to Ordain. - :

' Bv‘r there feems to be no occafion to infit on the Teftimony

"~ cither of Reafon or Revelation, fince’ what they are brought to

prove in the Cafe before us, is granted (if not exprefly, yetin effe®)
by the Party themfelves. For whilt they go about to juftify the
validity-of Presbyterian Ordination, by endeavouring to fhew that
the Presbyters in the New Teftathent were invefted with Apoftoli-
¢al Authority, as to the permanent and ftanding parts of the  A-
poftolical Office, and confequently were invefted with the power
of Ordination ; they do implicitly or in effet grant & acknowlege
the main Point, that the Church of England requires to be granted,
vizThat no one can duly or rightfully Ordain,without being him-
felf firft duly invefted with the Apoftolical Powér of Ordination.
And tho’ it be certainly true, that fuch as are invefled with the
full extent of flanding Apoﬁohcal Power, arc invefted with the
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Powct of Ordination ; and tho’ it thould be tme, that thofe called -
Presbyters'in the New TeRament,  were thus invefted mth the”
fall extent of the ftanding Apoftolical Power ; yeét both thefe do

not avail any thing towards_the Juﬁxﬁcanon of the Presbytenan

Caufe forafmuch, as what has been ever fihce the Reformation
* called PresbyterianOrdination, was at firft brought up, & has begp = -

ever fince continued, by firch Presbyters as were never themfglves

invefted with the: Apoftolical Power of Ordination ; and confes

qucntly fach an Ordination is not a due and valid Ordination.

“Awp thus I have fhcwn by a natural and clear method, that -
“the Presbytetian Ordfiiatiorn, which has been practifed fince ¢heRe- '
formation, and which alone is concerned in the Controver@ bee
tween the Church of Eugland and that Party, is by no meags. Vae
lid and fufficient to Authorize any one to take upon him the cxa'- ¥

cife of any part of the meﬁcnal Oﬁce

Tuz1r ridiculous pretcnﬁons to ncgular Miffion by Succcﬂion .

would naturally tempt a Man to fbmc litle Mertiments : Becaufe

. were we to trace the Ordination of the prcﬂ:nt Presbyterian or In. .
dependantTeachcx-saboutOnc Hundred Years backward, we fhould »
“find it derived from meer Lay-men, and all their regular Succeffion

probably «&eriminate, in.fome g\ftcd Mecanicks, among the Sepa-
ratifts, formerly- known by ghc name of ‘Brownifts, - And indeed
the firflt Nonconformiﬁs;' (as they flood diftinguithed from the
Brownifts ) were fo far from pretending to, or exercifing fuch a
Pawer, thatthey pronounced the Miniftry of the Church of Eng-

¢ land a lawful Miniftry, charging thofe who feparated from itas .
¢ guilty’ of a fhameful and odious Schifn, See Anfwer to
Ainfworth, Preface 15. Sec more in Bifhop &:ﬁngﬁm: unrcafo-‘

nablenefs of Scraration, Part I

Tm: cafe being thas, the Noncntxty of thefe unhappy. Poople’s
Church, appears upon a double account ; Firft, as wanting a Mi-

* niftry, which the Apoftles make one of the Conflitative parts of a

Church, they being appointed for the edifyig the Body of Chrift
' ' V ' And
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