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By Rev, J. M. Crave, D. D. 

The Authorized Version of the New Testa- 
ment Speaks ot bishops as presiding officers 
in christian Churches. There are bishops in 
tho Chareh of Rome—in the Greek (Caarch 
—in the Eastern Churches—and in the 
Church of _Kngland. ls the episcopal o'tice 
in those Churches the same as that spoken of 
in the New Testameat? Are the bishops. of 
the nineteenth century like the bishops of the 
first 7 Did the apostles appoint, for instance 
such bishops as those 81 Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick 7 These are interesting and im- 
portant questins, 

I thivk that reflecting readers of the New 
Testament caunot fail to’be struck with the 
difference between the religious arrangements 
of the old covenant und those ot the new.— 
Under the law there was but one place of 
worship : Jerusalem was the place which “the 
Lord chose out of all the tribes to put his 
vame there.” Under the gospel, as ** spirit- 
ual sacrifices” only wre offered, so they may 
be presented wherever ‘“two or three are 
gathered together in the name oF*Je5uE and, 
the gracious declaration is, that He is *<ip 
the midst of them.” —Uader the law, none 
could officiate at the altar but the priests: 
under the gospel there is no exclusive priest- 
bood. Kvery believer is a priest, and ma 
present his own offering: 1 Peter ii. 5; Heb, 
xiii. 15. Under the law the people bad noth. 
ing to do but to obey the priests: under the 
gospel, the administration of affairs is ‘in the 
hands of the church, and there is no higher 
earthly tribupal, in religious matters, *¢ It 
be neglect to hear the church,’ said our Lord 
“Jet him be poto thee as an heathen man and 
a publican.” —Matt, xviii. 17. 

When the Coristian Church was founded, 
the apostles naturally took the wapagement 
of it, in the firat instance, as it was some 
time belore the organization was fully com. 

» pleted. All the while they remained in Je- 
rugalem they exercised general care and con- 
trol over the new community, although they 
did not become local officers, that is, pastors 
of that or any other church, Theirs was a 
higher scrvice. They were not confined to 
place, but were free to go wherever necessit 
required or the Lord might dircet them, 

The aposiles received their appoivtment 
direct from the Saviour, ‘Paul was the “last 
of-all,’’ but in many respects the wost re- 
nowned. . As apostles, they bad no _sue- 
cessors. The office was extraordinary, and 
ceased when the first holders died. The or- 
der died out when the Apostle John expired 
at Ephesus, 
We Lav: next to inquire, how the apostles 

.. provided for the government of the churches. 
The first notice of any new “appointment at 
bead-quarters occurs in Acts xv. 2., where 
we find that on the occurrence ot a difficulty 
in the church at Antioch it was determined to 
send for advice to Jerusalem, to the ‘‘apostles 
and elders.” By that time, therefore, the 
care of the church in that city had been com- 
mitted to ** elders.” 

The same course was pursued by the apos- 
tie Paul, for we read, Acts 14. 23, that he 
“* ordained them elders in every city.” The 
elders at Jerusalem are mentioned again in 
Act xxi, 18 

When: the Apostle Paul arrived at Miletus 
on his way to Palestine, * he sent to Ephesus 
and called the elders of the church.” In the 
solemn charge which he gave them he said, |’ 
*“ Take heed, therefore, unto yourselves, and 
to all the flock, over the which the Holy 
Ghost hath made you overseers.” The word 
used there and” translated * overseers,” is 
episcopot, i. e., bishops. We learn, therefore, 
‘that there were several bishops in the church 
at Ephesus, 

Tbe historian Luke gives as no farther io- 
formation. His work ends with’ Paul's ficst 
imprisonment at Rome, A. D. 61, and we 
gather from it that at’ that time ohristian churches were under the café of elders, or 

‘| kingdom ot God.” 
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bishops, and that there were sever 
church, 

There can be no doubt that this was done 
by diviae direction. The same historian cx- 
pressly says that the. Lord Jesus was fre. 
‘quently seen by the Apostles after his resur- 

al in each 

| rection, during “‘ forty days,” and that he 
spake to them ‘of the things pertaining to the 

It is a just conclusion, 
that in their subsequent proceedings the 

‘apostles followed the instructions then receiv- 
ed, aud which were supplemented, in the 
cage of the apostle Paul by special rev:la- 
tions. 

It is remarkable that the apostolic epistles 
furuish very scanty information respecting 
government, discipline, or modes of worship, 
As to the first particular, (government) —the 
most important of the epistles—those to the 
Romanus, Corinthians, and Galatians, contain 
no reference toit, with the exception of a 
direction to tc Church at Corinth to exclude 
a member who had fallen into immorality. 
There is an enumeration of the gifts bestowed 
by the Saviour, in the Epistle to the Ephe- 
siaus, but no notice of any methods of ad- 
miuistration. Nothing is said on “the sub- 
ject to the Colossians, save that they are in- 
structed to remind Archippus of his daty, in 
words which seem to imply that be had become 

lonians are charged to * know them wich la. 
boured amony them, and were over thew in the 
Lord, and admonished. thew, and to esteem 
them very highly in love for theoir work’s ag ee yt 

sake ” (1 Thess. v. 12, 13); while, in the 
instructions given with regard to the ex reise 
of discipline, ali the-* brethren” were re- 
quired to get—to ““warn them that were 
uoruly "—and to ¢ withdraw themselves” 

J | trom such as * walked disorderly” (1 Thess, 
v. 14: 2 Thess. iii. 5). The meagreness of 
statement I bave referred to is in striking 
contrast to the ecclesiastical complications of 
subsequent centuries, and the decrees and 
¢znons which ecclesiastical busy bodies. took 
delight in framing, * hy 
.. There is one passage, however, which is 
singularly express and clear, It is Puilip- 
pians i. 1. Paul's beautiful letter is addressed 
** to all the saints in Christ Jesus which are at 
Philippi, with the bishops and deacons.” 
The single church at Philippi had + bishops 
and dezcons,” exactly agreeing, with respect 
to the former, with the church at Ephesus. 
We then come to the Pastoral Epistles, as 

they are now called—those to Timothy and 
Titus, In these epistles the apostle Paul 
gives directions to Timothy and Titus, whom 
he bad appointed for a time as his represen- 

J | tatives, the one at ‘Ephesus, the other in 
Crete. Among other things, 2they were to 
provide the churches with suitable officers, — 
But the only officers named are bishops, or 
elders, and deacons: And that by **biskops” 
and * elders” the same officers were denored 
is plain from Titus i. 5-7 :— For this cause 
I left thee in Crete, that thou shoualdest set 
in order the things that are wanting, and 
ordain elders in every city, as I had appoint- 
cd thee ; it any be blameless, the hasband of 
ope wile, having faithtul children, not accused 
of. riot or uuruly ; for @ bishop must be blame- 
less,” &e. 

The state of the case was this :=—every 
church had its elders, or bishops, and its 
deacons, To the former the work of instruc- 
tion, in its various departments, was commit. 
ted ; they presided at the meetings, led the 
worship, preached, and guided in the admin- 
istration of aflairs, while the actual control 
was exerciscd by the churches themselves and 
none could be admitted, disciplined, or exclud. 
ed, but by the votes of the members, The 
deacons, it is presumed, had the charge of the 
temporalities, and it was their, special duty to 
iake care of the poor, ; 
Where thea is the parallel in these thiogs ? 

[t is to be found in those churches, and in 
tho.e only, which consist of persons who 
have made a credible profession, according to 
the New Testament, p. repentance and faith, 
and whose affairs wo by themselves 
under the superintendency of their pastors and 
deacons. The pastors of puch churches are 
their * elders” or **bishops.” 
The contrast between the primitive and the 

modera bishops (as the word is now used) is 
very noticeable, The primitive bishop wus 
one of several elders, all of them equal in 
power and authority, and joiatly presiding 

somewbat remiss: Col, iv. 17. The Thessa.|- 
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over the same church. The modern bisho 
claims to belong to a higher order, and he 
rules over all the ministers in his diocese, 
which includes many congregations and a 
large district of couctry. Nothing like this 
occurred in the days of the apostles. I take 
no notice of the fable of Peter's bishopric of 
seven years at Antioch, and of twenty-five 
years at Rome, because it is rejected by all 
who are versed in ecclesiastical history. 

Candid Episcopalians do not scruple to 
make large concessions on these points. The 
words of Dean Alford may be quoted : 

“ The Apostles ordained those whom the 
churches elected” on Acts xiv. 23. 

** The E. V. has hardly dealt fairly in this 
case with the sacred text, in rendering episco- 
pous, ver. 28, ‘ overseers’; whereas it ought 
there as in all other places to have been 
‘ bishops,’ that the fact of elders and bishops 
having been originally and apostolically ‘sy- 
nonymous wight be apparent to the ordinary 
Koglish reader, which now it is not.” On 
Acts, xx. 17. 

“ Tha simple juxtaposition of the officers 
with the members of the church, aud indeed 
their being placed after those members, shews 
the abseuce of hierarchical views such as 
those in the Epistl s of the apostolic fathers,” 
On Phil. i. 1. A 

“ It is merely laying a trap for misnader— 
standing, to render the word, at this time ot 
the Chburch’s history, ¢ the office of a bishop.’ 
The episcopoi of tha New Testament have 
nothing in common with our Bishops. In my 
note on Acts xx. 17, 1 have stated that the 
E. V. ought to have becn consistent with 
itself, "and to have rendered episcopous every - 
where © bishops’: not ¢ bishops’ and ¢ overseers’ 
as suited ecclesiastical prejudices, But it 
would be. better to adopt the other alterna- 
tive, and always to render episcopous * over- 
seers.’ Thus we should avoid any chance of 
identifying it with -a preseat and different 
office, and take refuge in the meaning of the 
word itself, which at the same time bears an 
Important testimony to the duties of the post. 
The identity ot the episcopos and presbuteros 
in apostolic times is evident from Tit. i. 5—7” 
Ox 1 Tim. iii. 1. 
Some persons have fancied that a different 

order of things existed at Jerusalem, and they 
have ventured to say that in the latter years 
of the apostolic era James was bishop ot that 
Church, They appeal to various passages in 
support of their hypothesis; such as, Acts 
xv. 13-21: xxi. 18, Gal. i.19: ii, 12. I 
do not think it needful tc trouble your rea- 
ders with any lengthened argument on this 
point. It is sufficient to remark, that 
whatever deference was paid to “ the Lord's 
brother,” it is abundantly mauifest that he 
was not the ruler of the church. The *¢ el- 
ders” governed at Jerusalem, while such of 
the apostles as were at any time present in 
the city ‘received all the bonours which their 
character and office - deserved. Thus, when 
Paul visited Jerusalem on one occasion he 
found there * James, Cephas, and John,” 
who * seemed to be pillars.” 
Ao attempt has been also male to drag 

into the episcopal service our Lord's letters to 
the seven churches in ‘Asia, because they are 
addressed to the * Angels” respectively of 
those churches. Our friends must first prove 
who those Angels were, The ‘opinions of 
‘commentators are various and discordant,— 
Sowe supposing that that tithe something 
like episcopacy had becn developed, imagine 
that the ¢ Angel” was the presiding elder, 
They thin’: that, for the sake of order, one of 
the elders would be appointed Chairman, and 
that to him the title * bishop ” would be spe- 
cially applied, and at length, exclusively, — 
This is possible, but it cannot be proved, and 
if it could be, it would pot serve the purpose 
of episcopacy, properly so called, 

Those who hold tha: the title was derived 
from the practice of ihe synagogue are mani- 
festly in error, because “¢ the angel of the 
synagogue” was not the ruler, and did not 
occupy a position analagous to that of an el- 
der in a christian church. 

Dean Alford’s theory is that real angels 
were intended, under whose charge the 
churches were in some sense vlaced --as indi. 
vidual christians are served by ministering 
spirits,” 
One thing is evident,—that the Churches 

themselves were addressed. They were 
charged with sin : they were urged to duty; 

hh) 

p|they were commended for what 

| 

1 the doctrine. 

was praise- 
worthy ; to Zhem the promises and threaten. 
ings were delivered, and all the respoosibility 
referred to or implied was theirs. Qur Lord 
spoke to the churches—not to the officers. 

I shall endeaveur to shew, in my next, in 
what manner episcopacy, as it i¢ now under- 
stood and practised, grew up in th2 Church. 

Acadia College, Feb. 18, 1868, 

An Argument tested. 

There is an argument for pouring as bap- 
tism, which seems to be a sort of pet among 
our pedobaptist friends ot late. We find it 
in their grave commentaries, in newspapers 
and in the pulpit. 

Reduced to a syllogism, it is about this :— 
Joel, speaking figuratively, calleds a cer-. 

tain manilestation of the influences of the 
Holy Spirit, ao out-pouring ; 

Christ, "speaki 
J 

ing figuratively, called ih 
same manifestation a baptism : 

Therelore pouring is baptism. 
Of course, literally, this manifestat 

neither pouring nor-baptism, 
Now this way of finding out the li‘eral 

meaning of words from the figurative, seems 
fo open an entirely“new path-in the labyrinth 
wherein we are searching for trath ; and who 
knows but it may help us to the meanisg of 
some other words? For iostangs : 

Christ speaking figuratively to Peter, cal. 
led Christians lambs ; 

Christ speaking, figuratively, through Paul 
calls Christians soldiers : 

Therefore soldiers are lambs, 
Again. Que writer in a newspaper, some 

time ago, alluding to the Souther famine, 
said :—¢“ The vials of God’s wrath are poured 
out upon that unhappy people. 

Another, (or the same at “another time,) 
allading to the same event, said :— Fhe 
South is plunged in the deepest distress,” 

Therefore pouring is plunging, 
Andyif so, we freely admit that it is bap” 

~ Why are not 
first one ? ; 

[no like manner, we might prove that, as 
Christians are called in one place sheep, in 
another pillars, and in another stones, there. 
fore sheep are pillars and stones: Yet, we 
cannot say that we have quite confidence 
enough in the regard which our literalizing 
friends have for consistancy, to expect them 
to buy either wood or stone for mutton. 
Why will intelligent men reiterate an argu. 

ment based upon the absardity, that two dis- 
tinct figures cannot be employed in relation 
to the same thing ?— National Baptist. 

ion was 

a 
. 

these syllogisms as good as the 

Original Sin. 

Origioal sin is one thing; the way in which 
it is accounted for is avother,- The doctrine 
1, that such is the relation between Adam 
and hig posterity, that all mankind, descend- 
ing from him by ordinary generation, are born 
in- a state of sin and condemnation. Any 
man who admits this, holds the doctrine. But 
there are at least three ways of accounting 
for this fact. The scriptural explanation is, 
that # the covenant being made with Adam 
not only for himself, but also for his posterity, 
all mankind, descending from him by ordinar 
generation sinned with him, aod fell with him 
io his transgression.” The fact that man. 
kiad fel) jaro that state of sin and misery 
in which they are born, is accounted for ig. 
the principle of representation. Adam was. 
constituted our head and representative, so. 
that his sin is the judicial ground of our eon. 
demnation, and of the consequent loss of the 
Divine image, and the stato of spiritual death. 
i1 which all men come into the world. This, 
as it is the scriptural, so it is the Church view 
of the subject. [tis the view held in the 
Latin and Lutheran, as well as ip the Re. 
fo med Caurch, and therefore belongs to the 
Church Catho'ie. ~ Still, it is not essenlial to 

Realists admit the doctrine, 
but, unsatisfied with the principle of repre- 
wentative responsibility, assume that humanity 
as a generic life, acted and sianed in Adam; 
and, therefore, that bis sin is the act, with 
its demerit and consequences, of every man 
io whom' that gewerio life is individualized, 
Others, accepting neither cf these solations, 
assert that tae fact of original sin (4, e., the 


