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ADVERTISEMENT concerning the Author.

H E Author of this little Book can never pafs either for arod
Man, or a avife Man, in the Place avbere he lives; nor in-
deed in any other Place avhere Riches are efteemed Goodnefs,

and where Cunning, and facrificing all Loings to the Love of Gain,

are thought Wifdm.

ik

He Hat no Connexion avith any Party of C)ergy Pfriving about t/:e
publick Leading in Rt[zgm;z, having no Intereft in this World to purfae
or contend fbr in connexion with bis Religion ;5 though, as a buman
Creature, be muft have fome Religion, and, as an Animal, he muf? fub-
Sfiff and live on the Earth.

Mqﬂ of his Study, Sor be is a fort of Student, has been [bent in com-
paring Cbrgﬁmmty, in all the Shapes awberein be couid aé_/f:'f ve it ap-
pearing in the World, «with the original Draught of it in the Scri-
ptures : And, as he evidently fees the Scriptures fzz Wflled in a ceneral
falling away from that, under the Chrifiian Name, this ___/E’rwes much
to confirm him in the Truth of thefe Scrz'pture.s of the Apofiies and Pro-
phets, on which the only true Church is built, and awbich be can never
enaugb value and regard, for the glorious Charaller of Gad, the di-
wine Contrivance of Salvation tr)roufr/.a the Dcath and Rejurrefion of
the Son of God, the cxcellent Charalier of :}"fﬁu Chrift and of lis
true Followwers in the Faith, and the agreeable Ovrder avherein be
quould hawe them to  followv bim unto eternal Life, as the Captain of
their Salvation made perfel? through Sufferings.

He has conceived an unconguerable Averfism ta the Charaer of all
the Sorts of thofe Men ‘w/Jr:fe Dufinefs it is ta adatt tris plsiious Reve-
lation to their ]theré_’ﬂs in this L{fe aud efp ccially 1o make it _/ub/er-
wient o their Honour and Glory in this prefent World. He fees them
led by a Principle, avhich, avhile it governs them, mufl form them into a
defperate Averfion from being as lbav and cmtempz‘zéla in tois V¥ orld,
as Fefus Chrift, his true Gofpel, and his Kingdom, always was, and
ever awill be, 10 the End of tbe W orld.

Wihile



1V P R E F A C E,.

While be laughs at all tic Pretences avbereby thefe impofe, perhags,
on themlelves, and, moft cevtainly, on the Chriflian World that folloavs
their Ways s Lzlauzhs nolefs at thole merry Fellsivs, avbo can gravely
think that they are ridiculing true Chriftianity, avhen they ridicule the
Clergy. The attentive narvow Obferwation e takes of the Clerg 9 un-
der their Mafe, cannot binder bim from taking notice of the pitiful
Grimace af f/,‘c_?ﬁ? ﬁfze Gentlemen fu'/..ro, Jze‘glc’:.‘?ing a/z'ogftber that proper
Lofiinét of Dan by ahich alone be is capable of corrciponding avith his
Maker, are flrutting in the Airs of Maflers and Patrons of a Reafon
and Firtue wicreby it is impoyible 12 diffinguifb them from the Brutes.
And, wuvlereas they pretend to be the Fotaries of right Reafon and true
Virtue, in a grinniig Sncer at the Word of Faith avbich the Apofiles
preached, Le bas becu forced ta fee thom, by feveral Inflances, the wiaft
wnreafcnable ard the mofl witiius of Maniind.

T5e foiloving Lucubrations on Aenids fewv that be reads a little ;
and it canrst be desied, that be puts Pen to Paper t20.  But, as be is
Jar foom duing this to pleaje, or to make himjelf” agreeable to any Party
of Dlen in the Werld, Fe is veady alio ta laugh ewen at bis Friend,
that auenld aduife Him to fpare his Pains in a Way avherein be lofes
/.ximﬁ//, and wwhercin he is not capaé/c to recommend f')i.w/i’y lo any /c'nrt qf
Meu of Senfeor Lafle s for it iswery ridiculous, to tell one that labours to
pleaje bimfelf, and is accordingly pleafed, that e lofes bis Labour : And,
if fe be much diverted awith the Fault that all Sorts of Men find, in
tbeir Turu, avith avbat ke aurites, and, avben that cannut be handjomely
gainfaid, <xith bis Manner of Writing, he thinks it not quite friendly

]

to grudpe bim this fame Diverfion.
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The Herely of AERI1US.

INTRODUCTTIO N.

Giving a fhort Hiftory of Aerius, and a large Account of
the Ufe of the Word Herely, in order 10 fee how it
Jhould be applied to bis Way.

Pipuanius, Bithop in Cypras, who died in the Year
402 or 403, is reckoned among the Writers of the fourth
Century. He wrote a Hiftory of all Herefies, with a
large Confutation of them, to the Number of eighty.

And, in this long Lift of Herefies, that of Aerius ftands the 75th

in Namber. 'T'his great Work of Epipbanius {feems to have been

begun in the Year 374, and ended about the Year 376.

Aerius, whole Name diftinguithes this 2sth Herefy, had been 2
Companion, in the Monaftick Way, to one Exflathius; who, upon
his being made Bifhop of Sebaflia in Pontus, made Aerius a Pre-
{byter, and gave him the Charge of a Houfe there, for receiving
and entertaining poor Strangers. ‘T'his Euflathius, having at firft
adhered to the Nicene Faith, became afterward an Arian and Ma-
cedonian Heretick. And Aerius, atter very fharp Contentions with
him, {eparated from him; accufing him, to all, of covetoufly ufurp-
ing to himielf the whole Difpenfation of the Church’s Money.
Having in this Manner given up with his old Comrade and his
Bithop, he drew a great Multitude of Men and Women after him,
and obftinately maintained four great Errors, as Epipbgnius ac-

counts them, which make up the whole Aerian Herely.
o A | | Before




D INTRODUCTION.

Before we enter upon a particalar Confideration of thefe, it will
not be improper to inquire a littie into the Senfe and Meaning of
the Word Herefy; that, if pofiible, we may have a juft Notion of the
Charalter Heretick, asit has been fixed upon this Zerius. And, be-
caufe this Word is ufed in Scripture, and taken from thence, it
cannot be thought amifs to obierve, in the firft place, how it is ap-
plied there.

In the New Teflament, the Word Sesz ftands frequently, in our
Tranflation, for Herefy. And fome are of Opinion, that it is a
Word ufed indifferently, fometimes 1n a good Senfe, and fome-
times in a bad. But, whereas the Apoltle places Herefies fimply a-
mong the Works of the Fle/b, in Oppolition to the Fruit of the Spirit,
1t may be obferved, that the Word Herefy is not applied in the
Scripture to fignify a 'Thing efteemed good by them who ufe it; for,
whatever fort of Men be there found ufing it, they always apply it
to what i1s evil in their Account: As, when a Writer of the Neaw
Teflament mentions the Herefy of the Pharifees, and the Herefy of
the Sadducees, we may know he looked on both thefe as Ways ot the
Feawiyh Religion, contrary to the Doftrine of AMpses and the Pro-
phets, and oppofite to the Spirit of their Writings, which the Apo-
ftles conftantly appealed to, againft them, as the true Standard of
their Religion; even as the Lord bade his Difciples beavare of the
Dolirine of the Pharifees and of the Sadducees. And, when Panl com-
mends his Teftimony concerning Jefus to King Agrippa, trom his
known Charalter amongft the Fews, as having been very oppofite
to the Truth that he now teftified, and as fhewing that his Tefti-
mony was far from being influenced by any preconceived Prejudice
at the fews or their Religion, even in that Way of it that was moft
oppofite to Chrift ; and therefore {ays, After the mofR firaitefl bere-
fy of our religion, I lived a Pharifee ; it is manifeft, he then had
fuch a View of a Pharifee, as a thorough Proteflant has of a Jefuite.

And, on the other hand, when the fews applied the Name He-
refy to the Chriftian Way of Religion, they looked on that Way as
very odious : For we muft know, that Chriftianity itfelf pafled un-
der this Name by the Authority of the Feaws% Church. The High
Prieft, and the Prefbyters of that Church, called Paxla Ringleader
of the Herefy of the Nazarenes, by the Mouth of their Orator, ac-
cufing him before the Roman Governor. And, in his Anfwer, it 1s
plain, he takes not with the Name Herefp, which they faftened upon
his Way of Religion, while he takes with the Way which they
called Herefy, and vindicates himfelf, in thefe Words, to the Gover-
nor, before whom they accufed him : But this I confefs unto thee, that
after tie way which they call berefy, fo worfbip I the God of my fa-
toers, believing all things wbhich are awritten in the law and the gra- |

prets ; and bave hope towards God, awhich they themfelues alfo :
thas
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that there fball be a refurveition of the dead, both of the juft and un-
juft. And berein do I exercife my felf, to bave always a confeience woid
of offence toward God, and towward men. 'Though all this that he
faid in his own Vindication, was true, i1t did not in the leaft clear
him, to the Rulers of the Fezv#/h Church, of the Charge of Herely,
{o juftly due, in their Account, to the Way wherein he worfhipped
the God of his and their Fathers. And fo the Way of Chriftianity
pafled currently under that fame Name, that Pa«/ publickly refufed,
among all the Fewws throughout the World. For, when he came
to Rome, he found himfelf alio a Heretick there; where the Feaws
faid to him, We defire to bear of thee awbat thou thinkefl : for, as con-
cerning this berefy, awe know that ewvery wbhere it is [poken againfl.
The fews throughout the World looked on Chriftianity as a
Way of Religion eftablifhed on Principles contrary to the univer-
{al T'radition of the only Church of God upon the Earth, which he
had avouched in the moft {folemn Manner to be his Church, in Dif{-
tin€tion from the reft of Mankind, and to which he had commit-
ted his Oracles ; as the Chriftians themf{elves alfo allowed, while
they oppofed a T'radition handed down to them, together with
thefe Oracles, by that fame Church ; a Tradition as ancient at leaft
as the completing of the Scripture-canon, or they could not tell
when or how it commenced : And, at the {ame time that they re-
ceived the Scriptures of Mofes and the Prophets from the Church,
they reje€ted the Church’s Interpretation, and followed a new Glofs of
theleScriptures, concerning the Meffiah and his Kingdom, contrary to
their common Senfe, eftablifhed by the Authority of all the holy and
Jearned Rabbies and Fathers of the Church; a Glofs that led them,
1n oppofition to this, to acknowledge a crucified Man as the great
Mefhah, and to worfhip him as God, glorying in his Crofs, as the
End of the Law for Righteoufnefs to every fort of Men that belie-
ved 1n him; and, being but a few of the moft ignorant and con-
temptible ot the Fewifh People, aflociated with as many of the un-
circumcited Nations, even the vileft of them, as they could perfuade
to believe, as they did, in the crucified Jefus, and obey his Precepts,
they called themfelves the Church of God, the Kingdom of the
Mefliah, and Fellow-citizens, in a heavenly Ferufalern, with all the
Saints who, they faid, died of old in the Faith of their Chrift to come;
and, at the fame time, pronounced the Fewi/s Church and Na-
tion, with all who would not be perfuaded to believe as they did,
Slaves of Satan, Enemies to God, and Obje&ts of his Wrath. This
was-the View the Feaws had of Paul’s Way of Religion, when they
called it Herefy ; not doubting but it was good Service done ta
God, not only to excommunicate, but alfo to kill him : And there-
fore, when he was refcued irom the Mob, the High Prieft and the

Prefbyters, the Rulers of the Church, came down ta Ce/area tlc:
A 2z jcek

2
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feek his Death from the Roman Governor, before whom they ac-
cufed him as @ Ringleader of the Herefy of the Nazarenes.

Again, we fhall find the Apoftles, who were themfelves called
Hereticks by the Feawi/sb Church, applying the Name Herefy to a-
ny Way of the Chriftian Profeflion that Men chufed to themf{elves,
oppofite to the Dcétrine which they taught by Commiflion from
the Lord Jefus Chrift, and calling them Hereticks, who, under the
Chriftian Name, caufed Divifions and Offences among Chriftians,
contrary to the Apoftolick Duftrine, chufing to them{elves Ways of
Chriftianity that were oppufite to the Unity of the Faith, or to that
Unity which Jefus would have to ly in éelieving on him through the
Word of his Apefiles. And {o Paul places Herefies amongft the Works
of the Fle/b ; and fpeaks of Herefies to the Corinthians, fome of
whom were beginning to fay, 7bat there is no Refurreflion of the
Dead, contrary to the Gofpel which he delivered to them and they
received. He fays to them, When ye come topether in the church,
{ bear that there be [chifins among you ; and I partly believe it. For
there mufl be alfo berefies among you, that they awbich are approved,
may be made manifefl among you. When ye come together therefore in-
20 one place, it is not to eat the Lord’s fupper.

As we {ee the famous Word Scbifin here ufed to fignify an Evil,
not the very fame with that which is intended by Herefy, it will
be eafy to obferve, that it has happened to the Word Schifin, as to
moft other Scripture-names which are not applied, 1n common
Ule now, to point out the fame Things to which the Scripture ap-
piied them : For Schifins here cannot be taken to fignify Separati-
ons of Communion, but Divifions in the fame Communion, Fatti-
ons and Parties among them who were coming together in one
Place to the Lord’s Supper; by which they were rendered unfit to
eat it, and by reafon of which their coming together was unto Con-
demnation. And any Man may perceive this to be a quite dif-
ferent Thing from feparate Communions.

But, as to the Apoftolick Ufe of the Word Here/y, we may have
{fome Notion of it from a Diretion that Pax/ gave to his Minifter
the Evangelift 7itxs, while he was executing a Commiffion for him
in Crete. After he had given him a fhort Sum of the Dc€trine of
¥aith, which he would have him to affirm conftantly, commending
it to him as the Source and Spring of good Works, and as good
and profitable to Men, bidding him, at the fame time, awoid foilifh
queflions, and genealogies, and comtentions, and firivings about the laaw,
as unprofitable and wain ; he then {ays to him, A» beretical man,
after the firfl and fecond admonition, rejel? 3 knowing that be that is
fuch, is fubverted, and finneth, being felf condemned. By what he was
juit faying of Queftions and Strivings about the Law, in oppofition

0 the faithful Word which he had been commending to Tirus, we
m may
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may underftand him to be here pointing at the Fudaifers, or them of
the Circumcifion (2s he had called them) who, under a Profeffion of
Chrijtianity, gave {fo much Difturbance to the Apoitles Miniftry
every where, caufing Divifions and Offences among Chriftians, con-
trary to the Word of Faith which he preached. And fo 1t 1s a Man
of this Sort that he he:e calls beretical, giving Order for his Reje-
¢ion from the Chritian Communion, afrer the firf! and fecond Ad-
monttion; with this Reafon for it, 'T'hat 1t is manifeft, fuch a Man1s
Jubverted, or turned off the Hinge of Chriftianity, ff the Founda-
tion of the Apoftles and Prophe:s, and turned out of that one Way
wherein all thofe walk who believe in Chrift through the Word of
his Apoftles ; and that be finneth, or trefpafles upon the divine Au-
thority 1n the Chriftian Revelation, to which he profeffes Subjeétion,
and {o 75 felf-condemned : For there is a Chain of Chriltian T'ruth, a
Connexion in the Words of Faith; {o that he who, under a Pro-
feflion of the Faith, {ets himfelf again{t any of thefe Words, may
be condemned out of his own Mouth. He may be condemned, in
going about to deny a Part of the Truth, by the Part of it that he
confefies ; 1n like Manner as thofe in Corinth, denying the Refur-
rection of the Dead, ftand condemned in that Demal, by their own
Confeffion of Chrift’s Refurreftion, without which they could have
no Pretence to the Chriftian Name. And further, a Man that
would pervert the Gofpel, muft have his Mind corrupted from the
Simplicity that is in Chrift, and cannot have his own Confcience
teftitying of that Simplicity and godly Sincerity in him wherewith
the Apoftles preached the Gofpel, and true Chriftians profefled 1t
from the Beginning ; and {o, under a Profeflion of Faith and of Cha-
rity, or the Love of the Truth, he muft be confcions of a ihilike
of the T'ruth which he labours to pervert, and of a DitaficCtion to
them who are of that Truth. Thercefore Paul {ets our being car-
ried about with every avind of doftrine, by the fleig bt of men, and cun-
ning craftinefs avbereby they lie in avait to deceive, in oppofition to
Speaking the trath in bve. And Peter {peaks of falle Teacters arong
Chriftians, awho privily fhall bring in, or {lily intreduce, Herejics of
Deflruttion.

The Apotftles plainly foretold a general Apoftaly among Chnlti-
ans, from the Dcérine which they tauche, and trom the Spirit of
Chriftianity, under a Form of it, condulted by falfe Teachers, much
like thofe Caufers of Divifions among Chriftians, contrary to therr
Po&trine, in their own Time, who adulterated the Word ot Faith,
by Mixtures of the Fews% Tradition, and of the Philotophy of tie
Greeks; and fo, profefling to believe the Goipel, pesverted it, and
made it as another Gofpel. This was changing the T'ruth of God
into a Lie: And therefore the Apoftles called thefe firtt Perverters
of the Gofpel, Liars and Antickrifls, as oppofing Chrift in tue Name,

of
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of Chrit. And they pointed out thefe Liars and Antichrifts, as
the Forefathers of thar grand Antichriff to come after them, whom
they called 2 Liar; becaule, baving a Form of Chriflianity denying
the Power of it, is the moft damnable of all Lies. 'T'herefore Paul
reprefents that Man of Sin as uppofing God, fitting 1n his Temple,
where he exalts himfelf ; and he {ays, his coming is avith all porer, and
feons, and avonders of a lie, and with all deceivablene/s of unrighte-
oufnefs, in them that perifh 5 becaufe they received not the love of the
truth, that they might be faved. And for this God thall fend them the
encrgy of errvar, that they may believe a lie, i.e. believe a perverted
Goipcl, fuited to their Tafte who received the T'ruth without the
Love ot it. In the View of this great Perveriion ot the Gofpel, the
Apottles wrote their Gofpel to them wbo fnow the Truth, and that
2o Lie is of the Trath ; and commend their infpired Writings, to-
gether with the prophetick Word of the Old Teftament, whereof
thefe Writingsare the only publick authentick Interpretation, to thetr
moit careful Study and Obfervation, as the only Rule and Standard
of Chriltian Relizion; by cleaving to which, they fhould be kept
from the general Sedution that was to prevail upon ail thofe who
receive not the Love of that Truth, which is only to be found pure
and entire 1n thefe Writings. 'T'he Apoitle Poter writes piainly to
this Purpole in Words that may be here read.

I wvill not be neglisgent to put you alivavs in remembrance of thefe
dhinos, though ye know them, and be eflablibed in the prefent truth,
DL lresver, Iavill endeavour, that you mey be able, aficr iny deceafe,
2o have thefe thinos always in remembravce. For ave bave not_followw-
ed (IfFZ;'ZZ'i;’g._?j‘ devifed fables, awwben ave made known unio you 1he porver
and comniny of our Lord Fefus Chrifi, but avere eye-avilncffes of his muea-
j¢/tv. For Lerveceived from God the Fathcr, bonour and glory, when there
came fuch a wcice to him fiom the excellcnt glory, This is my beloved Son,
in achim Iam avel] pleafed.  And this woice awbich came from beaven
ave beard, avhen we awere avith bim in the boly mount.  And we have
e propbetick avord the more firm 5 awbereunto ye do well that ye take
keed, as unto a light that fhineth in a dark piace, until the day dawn,
c1z:d the aay flar arife in Your bearts : Knowing this S/, that no pro-
plecy of the [cripture is of any * private interpretaiion.  For prophecy
came 10t in old time by the «will of man : but boly men of Gad foake mo-
wed Ly the Holy Ghofl.  But there avere falfe prophets alfo among the
posple, even as there fhall be falfe teachers among you, wbho pri-z:i{}z//}a/l

reng

6

* Such an Ioterpretation as the 7ecawi/h Church gave the Word
of Prophecy by their own Will, 1s here called private, 1n oppofiti-
on to the publick authentick Interpretation that the Holy Ghoit
cives that prophetick Word in the New Teltament Revelation,

w.uch confirms ite - And fo the Scripture mnterprets itlelf.
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bring in bevefies of defiruttion, even denying the Lord that bought them,
and bringing on themfelves fwift deflruttion. Andmany fhall follow their
defiructiors, for avhom the eway of the truth fhall be reproached.  And
in covetoufnefs fhall tley avith feigned avords make merchandize of you.
This fecand epiflie, beloved, I now avrite unto you 5 in bath avbich
I flir up your pure aiinds by wway of vemembrance : ilat ye may be mind-
Jul of the avards wvlich awvere fhokcn before by the boly proskhats, and of
the commandizent of us the apoflles of the Lovd and Savisur. As our
beloved brother Paul, according to the avifdom piven unto him, bath
avritten unto you 5 as alfs in all bis epifdles, fieaking in them of thefe
things: in «wbich are fome things bard to be underflzod, awbich they
that are wilearned and unfialile avrefl, as alfs the other feriptures, un-
10 their owen deflruliion.  de toerefore, beloved, feeing se kunorw befire,
beaware lefl ye aljs, being lod aavay avith the error of the awicked, fall
Srom your cwn fledfaflnefs.

When we read this, it may put us 1n mind of the Words of A7-
fes, when he had made an end of writing the Words of the Law 1a
a Book. He commarded the Lewites, {aying, Tak: this bosk of the
law, and put it in the fide of the ark of the covenant of the Lord your
God, that it may be there for a awitnefs againfl thee. For I kuaw thy
rebellion, and thy fliff ncck : belold, awbile Iam yet alive with you this
day, ye bawve been rebellious ayainft the Lord 5 and boaw much mare af-
ter my death ?——For I know, that after my death ye avill utterly cor-
yupt and turn afide from the avay wbich I have commanded you.

The Scriptures of the Oid Teftament, containing the Words
which were {poken before by the holy Prophets, were the only Ruie
of Religion for the Fewws in the Time of our Lord, when he came
to give them a new Revelation, according to thefe Scriptures, to
which he conftantly appealed from their Tradition. T'he Holy
Ghoft interprets thele Scriptures in the new Revelation, that 1s con-
tained in the Scriptures of the INew Teftament, fetting torth the
Commandment of the Apoftles ot the Lord and Saviour. And thefe
Scriptures of the O.d and New Teftament, thus taken together, are,
according to the Apoitle Perer, the only Rule of Charithian Religion,
after the Deceale ofthe Apoftles. And 1n like manner as the Scri-
ptures of M es and the Prophets were kepr among the Jeavs amidit
all their Corraptions, and appealed to by the Lord and his Apoftles,
jult as the fews then had them, in oppofition to their cerrupt In-
terpretation, which they had by Tradition from their Fathers; e-
ven fo what Peter fays, moft plainly {fuppoles, that the Apoftolick
Scriptures would be kept after their Death always among Chrifti-
ans, in midft of all their Corruptions, as a Wiirels agaiit them:
And that Suppofition is now manifeft inFallt. Ard, though helays,
fome Things in thefe Scriptures are hard to be underitood, and ha-

ble to be wrefted by thofe who are not tavght of God, nor eﬁabli{h&-
€
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ed in the Faith ; yet he gives tl:efe fame Scriptures, in place of the
decea.’d Apoltles, to preferve true Chriftians trom being led away
with the Error of the Wicked, and to guard them againit the pene-
rally prevaning Secucnion of faife Teachers, privily bringing in He-
refies of Deftruciion; which he foretells would take place after
their Deceale.

‘I'ne Ieiefics thercfore of which the Apoftles fpake among Chri-
fiinns, muil be thefe Ways, 1n the Profeflion of Chritianity, where-
in they have deviated from the Way of Trath, as it 1s fet forth 1n
the Apoilolick Scriptares, toilowing T'eachers perverting the Go-
frel.  And, to caufe Divifions among Chriftians, contrary to the A-
poitolick Dulirine, as they delivered it to the firft Chriftians while
they lived, or asit is left written in their Scriptures after their De-
ceaic, 15 to be a Heretick 1n the Apoftolical Senfe: And this makes
Men hable to the Deitru€lion that they have connefted with Here-
fy in their Writings.

But 1t is a quite different Ufe of the Word Here/y, to apply it to
Deviations trom any Forms or Standards ¢f Chriftian Dedtrine com-
poled by uninipired Men, according to the molt prevailing and u-
niver{al Tracition, and according to the Art of the Diputers cf
this Worid, in their Oppofitions of Science, and eftablifhed by the
Authority of the Church as Teits of ‘Truth and Error. Thefe
Forms of Faith, contrary to their profefled Defign, have ferved to
leud Men away from attending, asthey ought, to the Scriptures of
the Avottles, and have caufed manifold Divifions and Offences a-
mone Chritians ;3 who will never be united in any one of them ;
whiie ai. true Chriftians, who believe in Chrift through the Word
of his Apo:itles, muit only be united, as Chrift would have them, by
mcans of that Word ; which is not to be found pure and entire but
in their Writings., 'I'he Apoitles could have no regard to thefe un-
infpired Forms of Faith and Siandards of Chriftian Religion, when
they gave their own Writings as the Standard, 1n oppofition to all
the Herefies of Deftraction that fhouid be {lily introduced after their
Deceste.  And, it we would faften the Name of Herely upon a
Deviation frcm any other Form of found Words or Standard of
Churiitiacity, but what we have in their Scriptures, we fhall not
find any {ucn Ufe of the Word Herefy 1n the Scripture, except that
fame Ule which the 7eas made cf it, when they applied it to Chri-
ftianity, and calied the Way of Chrift a Herely.

After the Death of the Apoitles, the Name Heretick, among
Chriftians, in the fecond Century, wasapplied, much in the fame way
as the Apecitles had applied 1t, to thofe who corrupted the Doétrine
of the Gofpel by the Few:i/b Tradition, and by the Philofophy of
the Gentiles: And they were rejeCted by the Chriftian Churches,
and confuted from the Scriptures of the Apoftlesand Prophets, which

) they.
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they kept, and from Tradition, among thofe who had feen the A-
poftles, only in fo far as agreeing with thefe Scriptures ; while He-
reticks, in place of the falfe Apoftles that troubled Chriftians in the
Apoftles Time, were troubling them with falfe Gofpels, Atts, E-
piltles and Apocalypfes, forged and vented by them as Apoftolick
Scripture. And, even in that fecond Century, fome Philofophers,
becoming Chriftians, began to ufe their Philofophy in the Explica-
tion and Defence of the Gofpel, ftudying to adorn it with the Spoils
of the Heathen Philofophers, and to fet it off to the World in that
Drefs ; which ferved at laft to turn the {imple Word of Faith in-
to a Science, and the plain Form of {found Words, that was taught
by the Apoftles, and left in their Writings, into a Syftem fuited to
the Oppofitions of Science falfely fo called : So that, however well
it might be intended at firft, it really tended to corrupt the Minds
of Chriftians from the Simplicity that is in Chrift ; and fo it did at
laft.

But, when Tradition came to be joined with the acknowledged
Scriptures of the Apoftles and Prophets, as the Rule of Chriftian
Religion, as it was in the End of that fecond Century, when ano-
ther Generation arofe, that knew not the Apoftles, when they had
long Quiet in the Reign of Commodus (by meaus of his Whore Mar-
tia ) and in the firft ten Years of Sewerus, and when they grew to 2
confiderable Party of Men in the World ; then, whoever oppofed
and reje@ed the prevailing Tradition, came at length to be rejeted
as a Heretick, as they who caufed Divifions contrary to the Apo-
ftolick Doftrine in the Scriptares. And then it was, that the Ufe
of the Word Herefy among the Fews, as it had been by them ap-
plied to Chriftianity, took place again among Chriftians; fo that
any who took a different Way, in the Profeflion of Chriftian Reli-
oion, from the eftablifhed Interpretation of Scripture, or from the
prevailing Tradition, came at laft to be rejefted as a Heretick.
Even in that Time, 7i&Zor Bifhop of Rome, with a Synod of Wefk-
ern Bithops, refolved to reject the Afian Bithops, for keeping Pa/ch
on the 14th Day of the Moon of March, contrary to a Tradition
that he pretended to have handed down to him from Peter and
Paul, by a lineal Succeflion of Roman Bithops keeping Pafch always
on the Lord’s Day ; while the 4fzan Bifhops perfevered obftinately
in their Praflice, pleading as ftrongly a T'radition they pretended
to have from the Apoftle Fobn, who died amongft them long after
the Martyrdom of Peser and Pazl. It is true, this is commonly
called but a Schifm ; yet, when Tradition was thus joined to the
Scripture, by the Confent of contending Parties, as the Rule of the
Chriftian Religion, it begat the Feawi/h Ule of the Word Herefy
among Chriftians: And, in this Senfe, the Church of Rome applics
it ¢o all Proteftants to this Day. |

B Now,
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Now, to put an End to this tedious Hiftory of the Name Herefy,
and apply what has been {aid of the Ufes of that Word to our Pur-
pofe, we fhall foon {fee, that Aerius muft be looked on as a Here-
tick, only in this lat Ufe and Application of that Name. He
{feems indeed to have been obftinate in his Way ;5 and, as Epipbanius
informs us, Multitudes both of Men and Women followed it; and,
if there were no Bifhops in his Train, we may come to fird a Reafon
for that. But his Errors cannot be traced up to thefe old Springs
of Herefy, Philofophy and Tradition. Nor will 1t be eafy, with-
out the Help of Tradition, to fix upon him the Charge of depart-
ing, in any one of his four Points, from the Scriptures of the Apo-
ftles. He became a Heretick, by deviating from the Statutes of
the Church : For Epiphanius convi€ts him of Herefy, even where
he fays with the Scripture, by his forfaking the Law of his Mother
the Charch. For, in the fourth Century, when Aersus lived, there
happened a vaft Alteration in the State of the Charch; Chriftianity
then becoming (againft its Genius) the Religion of the Roma» Em-
pire, and, as much as was then peflible, adapted to the State of that
grand Kingdom of this World. 'T'he Church, being animated by
its Genius, had many Statutes that could not be feen in the Apo-
ftolick Scriptures, which were calculated for Strangers and Pilgrims
on the Earth ; though nota few of thefe S:atutes pleaded a Foun-
dation in oral Tradition from the Apoftles: For many things had
concurred to pave the Way for this great Alteration, and to prepare
the Church for it, long before it came. Now, Aerius appeared to
Epiphanius pleading the Infirution of his Father in the Scriptures,
againft the Laws of his Mother the Church, handed to him by old
‘T'radition, ard contained in the Canons of her Synods; and {fo he
fell into a Herefy ; which is wholly fummed up in the four follow-
ing Heads.

The four Errors laid to the Charge of Aerius &y Epi-
phanius, who entered biim into the Lift of Hereticks.

1. A4 Profoyter differs not in Order and Degree from a Bifbop; but
be who is a Prefbyter, is called a Bifbop 5 in as far as, in any one A,
cwbherein be is chofen by the Prefbytery, be prefides in the Congregation ;
becaufe, in the Church, nothing fhould be done or carried on confufedly.

I1. There is no Palch remaining to be obferved or celebrated among
Chriflians.

[XI. Fafls ousht zot to be prefixed to certain and flated annual Days

and Solemnities 5 fuch as, the Faft of Lent, and of the Week before
Palch.

YV. Prayers are not to be poured out and made for the Dead.

For
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For thefe four Negatives offered by Aerius to the prevailing Re-
ligion of his Time, he has been {poken againft as a Heretick ; and
{fome who have happened, in later Ages, not to differ from him
in thele, have been reproached with him as their only Forefather
among the Ancients: Yet this fhall not hinder us from inquiring
what we fhould think of them, any more than the Name of Here-
/> and common bad Fame, frighted the ¥eavs at Rome from in-
quiring what fhould be thought of Chnifianity. Let us then view
them in the Order wherein they have been laid down ; and they
naturally caft our Thoughts into the four following Chapters.

CHAP L
Of the Samenefs of Bithop and Prefbyter,

SLECT. L

Shewing avhat might move Aerius to this Way of thinking, in the Time
when be lived.

HEN the Difference of the Bifhop in Order and Degree

Q j§ / from the Prefbyter, eftablifhed by long Cuftom among

{uffering Chriftians, was found {o very agreeable to the

Change, in the Situation of Chriftianity, that happened in the Time

of Aerius, to the great Joy and Satisfadlion of all that wifhed its Pro-

{perity in the World ; it may be confidered how Aerius could be

led into his Way of thinking againft it, and what fhould move him
to oppole it with {fo much Zeal even in that Time.

Hereticks, we know, if nothing elfe can be laid to their Charge,
are always fufpefted of Pride and Ambition in {fume Shape or other.
And it 1s very true, that Aeizus was but a Prefbyter ; and no more
was ferom, who, in the following Century, talked a little in the
fame Way. It is very poflible, they might both have thouglt and
{poke otherwife, if they themfelves had been Bifthops. Yea, it has
been infinuated, that this Branch of the Herefy of Aerzus, did {pring
out of a Difappointment of his Hopes of being made Bifhop of Seba-
ftia, in the Room of the depofed Euffathius; with whom, Epiphanius
informs us, he had contended very fharply.

But 1t was very poflible for Aerius, without this Ambition, to
bave fallen into that fame odd Way of thinking in the very Time
when he hived, by comparing the State of Chriftianity which was
before his Eyes, with the origiral Draught of it in the Apoftclick

Scriptuses ; for which he feems to have had a very great Regard.
B2 And
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And thisis what any Man may do at any Time. But the Diffe-
rence of Bifhop and Prefbyter appeared, in the Time of Aerius, with
fo much of another Face from what it did before Conflantine, as
was fufficient to awaken his Attention to that {fame Subje& parti-
cularly. Indeed that Difterence had been made long before ; and,
in the Time of Cyprian, if we may judge of the common Pra&tice
by his Writings, it was carried pretty far. But, even then, it lay
under feveral Limitations; which, being fet afide in the fourth Cen-
tury, made it have a quite different Appearance: So that one who
could have borne with it before, might now declaim againft it, as
did Aerius ; and get a Hearing too, as he did, among Chriftians.

For, in Cyprian’s 'Time, the Bifhop’s Charge was a Flock, only,
of Chriftians made fo by teaching, called out from the World, and
called together by the Gofpel, to profefs the Faith and Hope that
1s in Chrift Jefus, and to keep his new Commandment, of Love to
one another as Difciples, whereby all Men fhould know them to be
his Difciples, and for that hated and perfecuted by the World.
"They then baptized none but Difciples, reckoning their Infants
with them : For it had not yet come into their Heads, to per-
vert the Lord's Commiflion to his Apoftles, to make Difciples
of all Nations by teaching, and to baptize the Difciples, by turn-
ing it into a Commiffion to make Difciples by Baptifm.

And the whole Flock, whereof the one Bifhop was then Paftor,
was but one Congregation of Chriftians, ufing one and the fame
Eucharift, or coming together in one place to eat the Lord’s Sup-
per ; becaufe then it was as irregular to have what they called
more than one Altar in one Church, as to have more than one
Bifhop. And, by the fame Rule whereby we fhall be able to con-
ceive many Altars in one Church to be yet but one Altar, we
fhall conceive many Bifhops in one Church to be no more but one
Bifhop.

Ag}:in, this one Bifhop, however diftinguifhed from the Prefby-
ters of this Flock, did not then adminiftrate the Government and
Dilcipline without the Counfel of the Prefbyters, yea nor without
the Confent of the whole People, the whole Church. For Cyprian,
the moft zealous Man i1n his Age for the Epifcopal Dignity and Au-
thority, who fpeaks of it in the mott high {welling Words, fays ful-
}Jy as much, as has been juft now faid, concerning his own Conduét
and Praltice in that Ofhice from the Beginning. 'This, with what
he fays of the Suffrage of the whole People in Peace, and of the
Majeflty of the Chriftian People, alluding to the Majefty of the Ro-
man People, plainly fhews, that he looked on himfelf, in the higheft
Dignity of his Epifcopal Office, as no more but the Prefident of
that great Court, the whole Church, and upon his Prefbyters, as
Afleflors to him, who prefided in that avguft Affembly.

And
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And further, in Cyprian’s Time, there was nothing like a Dif-
ference of Station in the World attending upon the different S:a-
tions of Bifhop and Prefbyter in the Church; only the Bifhop, be-
ing confidered as the leading Man among the Chriftian People by

their Heathen Neighbours, was the moft expofed to Sufterings on
the Account of Chriftianity.

While the Pre-eminence of the Bifhop in Order and Degree, con-
tinued limited in this Manner, by thefe Remains of the Apoftolick
Inflitution, 1t was far more tolerable, than in the Time of Aerius,
who {aw a great Change in the State of this Matter, by the Re-
moval of ail thefe old Bounds.

For, now that Chriftianity became the eftablifhed Religion of
the Empire, after the moft zealous Chriftians had been taken off
in the ten Years of Dioclefian’s Perfecution, there were Multitudes
of Chriftians, not made by the Influence of the Gofpel, but by
the Influence of the Roman Emperor and Power of that Empire ;
who, under the Chriftian Name, leading a Life almoit Heathen-
ifh, gave abundant Caufe for that new Diftinttion, betwixt Ciri-
ftians and Saints, which remains ever fince every where well found-
ed in the Chriftian World. And thus the Bifhop’s Charge came
to be a confufed Multitude (for a great Part of 1t) of fuch Chri-
ftians as were not Difciples of Chrift, nor capable to love one ano-
ther as fuch ; and who, in place of profefling the Faith that is in
Chrift through the Word of his Apoitles, were affociated in the
Profeflion of Faith, in the Forms and Standards of Faith that were
eftablifhed to them by the Authority by which they could be in-
fluenced.

And now the one Bifhop’s Filock became many Congregations
of {uch Chriftians united in him as one Flock, compounded of ma-
ny : For that ancient Mean or Sign of Union in a Church, the fame
Euchanft, was now fet afide, as it had begun to be in fome of the
largeft Cities in the End of the third Century. And the one Bi-
fhop, having got rid of his one Altar, appeared now in a higher
Sphere, with many Aitars, and Priefls ferving under him at thefe
Altars, as their High Prieft.

‘T'his Bifhop and his Prefbytery lorded over this Multitude of
People; whofe worldly Intereft brought them in Subjettion, and
whoie Religion lay chiefly in a blind Obedience, being uvnwilling
and unable to judge for themfeves, and having their Minds firongly
poflefled with the Fear of Difobedience, and ot Separation from
this one vifible Head of their Church, as the greateft Impiety. And
{o the Bithop and his Prefbytery were eafed of the Labour of con-
dufting a Flock of Chrift’s willing People, by Perfuafion and Ex-

ample, 1n the Obfervation of all his Commands, who was the on-
ly Lord of their Confciences.

And
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And fuch Bithops, having the Chriftian Empire parcelled out a-
mong them into Diftricts, had Revenues {fuitable to their Station
out of the Spails of the Heathen T'emples and Priefts ; and their
Share of the Tythes behoved to be proportionable to the Difference
of their Siaticen in the Church or the World {now materially the
fame) from that ot a mere Prefbyter.

Bat this was not all that Aerius had to look to about Bifhops in
his Day. FLie faw a Difference acain among them. He beheld the
Bithops of each Province {the civil Provinces torming the Body of
the ecciefiaftical) dependent on their Metropolitan, the Bifhop of
the civil Metropolis; who called together, ordinariiy twice a-year,
and prelided over a Synod or Council of the Bifhops of his Province,
And, as many civil Provinces made one Diftriét, which was called
a Diocefs, {o many ecclefiaftical Provinces made one ecclefiafli-
cal Diocels ; of which Aerius faw the Bithep of the principal Cr-
ty to be the Head, having the Rights, Prcropatives, Privileges
of IHonour and Turildittion over the whole Diccels, and cnjoying
the Right of ordaining Metropolitans. By this Subordination of
Bifhops to Metropelitans, and of thofe again to capital Bithops, the
ecc:efiattical Government of the Empire, now made Chriftian, and
called the Catholick Church, becacme conforimed to 1ts civil Govern-
ment, according to the new Diftribution of 1ts Provinces.  But the
Clerogy were not yet the Head of this Chriftian Empire. The
Chariftian Emperors ruled it, till it was broken, by barbarous Hea-
then Nations frem the North, into about ten independent King-
doms; which, fubmittung to the Religion of the broken Empire,
and beire made Chriftians by Baptiim, became unanimoufly iubjedt
to the Clergy; and remained united in nothing elic but their Re-
lizion, which they fupported by their Power. '['bis was the Work
et the following Century, when the Man of Sin, conceived 1n the
f1: {c Churches, brought torth by the Aid ot Conflantine, and nuried
up and educated by the Chriftian llinperors, was enthroned, and ex-
alted to reign as the eigath Head of that Beaft having ten Horns ;
wnon the Lord has been for fome time confaming with the Spirit
o his Mouth, and will {oon deftroy with the Brightrels of his Co-
ming.

Aevize, who lived an Age before this great Event came out, could
not iceit; but be faw the Fourdation of it laid in the Work
of this fourth Century wherein he lived. And 1t was eafy for him
to perceive, that all the Subordinations of the Clergy efiablifhed 1n
h:s Time, and making Way for their Kingdom in this World, had
2 Fcundation in the Subordination of the Prefbyters to a Bifhop,
tiat had been eftabiithed in the Churches long before his Day, and
vct had no Foundation, that he could fee, in the Scriptures. Now,
1 the Church had Power, 1n any T'ime after the Apottles, upon any

Emergency,
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Emergency, to eftablith that firft Subordination, and make that Dif-
ference of Order and Degree betwixt Bifhop and Plefbyter ; then
certainly, upcn Occafion of further Txicencies, {he mivht make
furthcr Submdlnamtm'r and eftablith rew dificrent Orders of ec-
clefiaftick Officers. Lut Aerius was not {atisfied thot the had {fuch a
Power ; and therefore contended, that the Bifhcp and Prefbyter did
not difter in Order and Degree.

- SECT. I

Setting farth the firflt Aroument of Aerius for the S amencfs, with the
Anjicer of Eplphamuq Jrewing the Diference.

Erius, to fhew, that Bifhop and Prefbyter differ not in Order
and Degree, pleaced, 1n the firft Piace, That their Oflice s
the {ame, by their both doing the {ime 'U'hings, {fo that what{oever
the Bifhop does, the Prefbyter dees hikewife ; as, laying on Hands,
baptizing, difpenfirg the divine Wurthip, and fitung in the
* Throne; which, it {eems, the Piefbyters did in his Tune. Now,
if they did all the {ame Oflices, if their Employment was the {fame,
he {uppofed their Charaéter the fame; and {o could not fee how
they differed in Order and Decree, unlefs he could i=e the one em-
ployed in any Work that the other could not be employed in.

In anfwer to this, Epiphanius denies not that the Prefbyter did
the {fame Offices which the Bifthop did; but be charges Madnefs
or Folly upon this Argument of his, becaufe he fhould have added,
that the Effects of thefe Offices or Works are the fame 3 ; which his
Wifdom clearly difcerns to be vaftly different: For he pleads, that
the Bifhop begets the IMathers of the Church; but the Prefbyters
beget not Fathers or Teachers; they beget only the Sons of the
Church. And, by this Difference of the Effelts, he fhews tiue Dif-
ference of the Order and Degree.

It is not quite certain, whether the Affertion of Aes7ns, 'That the
Prefbyter did the {fame Gfhces with the Bifhop, was wholly founded
10 the Pradluce of his Thime, from which he enrumerates the Aflions
.of the Bithop; or whether (becaufe we fhall {ee he mrainly pleads
Scripture) 1t might not be alfo taken from Peter’s E:zhertation to the
Prefbyters among Chriftians in his Time, and {0 to all Prefby-
ters 1n all Times, in that remarkable Paffuge, where ke cails him-
felf alfo a Piclbyter ; as having, with the other Apoltles, exercied
that Ofhice in the Church at Ferufalem, before anv other Prefliyiers
were ordained there, even as they allo exercifed the Deacons Of-

ﬁ\.ﬁ

* Sitting in the Throne.] fn the Time of Aerius, the P'f7;-;2's
Seat in the Church had caz;e to be calied the Throne, arzd the Dr joy-
ters were Jaid to be gy Rpwi and surztpiura.
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fice before the Ordination of the Deacons; for which Reafon,
Fobn alfo calls himfelf a Prefbyter. In that Paflage, Peter fets him-
feil above the Prefbyters, i1n nothing but that wherein he was ne-
ver fucceeded by any; his being an Eye-witnefs of what he was
chofen to teftify as an infpired Apoftle. And he exhorts. them in
thefe Words : The profbyters awhich are among you I exhbort, wwho am
alfc a prefbyter, and a avitnefs of the fufferings of Chriff, and alfo a par-
taker of the glory that fhall be rewcaled : feed the flock of God awbhich is
among you, exercifing the bifbop’s office, not by conflraint, but willing-
by ;5 not for filthy lucre, but of a ready mind ; neither exercifing lord-
Ship over the lots, but being madz examples to the flock. And, avben the
chicf Pafior fhall appear, ye fhall receive a cronwn of ghry that fadeth
not away. 'Then he turns his Exhortation to the Chriftian People,
or the Lord’s Lots, (being each of them aliotted to him as his Pro-
perty, and obtaining his Part in the Lord’s Flock as by Lot) ; among
whom thefe Prefbyters were Bithops and Paftors: And he diftin-
guifhes the Flock of thefe chofen People, which they feed as Pa-
ftors, and overiee as Bithops, no otherwife fromn them, but as the
vounger from the eider; faying, Likewife ye younger, fubmit your
Jfedves unto tie prefbyiers : yea, all be (ubjelt ome to anstbher, and be
clotled avith humility : for God refifieth the proud, and giveti> grace to
the bumktle.

As this Paflage affords us a beautiful Profpe&t of the original Or-
der of the Church, and the true Spirit of its Government; fo we
may fee from it, as manifeltly as Words can make any thing appear
to us, that the Apoftle charges the Prefbyters among Chrittians,
with the Work of Bithops, as well as of Paitors, under Jefus Chrift
the chief Paltor, ccinmitticg the whole Care of the Flock, which
15 among them, unto them jointly, under him immedately, or with-
out any cne vihble uniting Head.

Now, whether Asrirvs had any Refpelt to this Paflage or not, in
his Aflerticn, that the Bifhop’s Work was the fame with the Prefby-
ters, it was bold enough in Epiphanius to call him a Fool, or a
Madman, for urgivg what Perer had exprefsly commanded, and
making no Diltinélion wherc the Apofile had made none: For,
would it not require a very extraordinary Degree ot Wifdom, and
Soundnefs of Mind, to ditcern a Diftintion betwixt the Effeét of
the Bifhop’s Work done by Peter’s Preibyters, and the Effe@t of

that fame Work done by another, called a Bidsp ?

SECT,
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SECT. IIL

Wherein is confidered the other Argument of Aerius for the Samenef;,

taken exprefsly from the Scriptures ; with the Anfwer of Epipha-
nius, Pewing the Difference.

H E main Strength of A4zr7us on this, as on all the other Bran-
ches of his Herely, lay in what he had to fay from the Scrip-
tures, as appears from his other Argument ; of which Epiphanias
alfo informs us, for we have nothing from himfelf. This Arga-
ment, even as ftated by his Adverfary, ferves to thew, from the
Scripture, the Samenefs ; and even in that very Point where Epipha-
nius had been placing the Difference, with a Reflexion on his Fol-
ly for not perceiving it.

The Argument is to this Purpofe. 'The Apoftle writes Prefbyters
and Deacons, and writes not Bibops. And to a Bithop he faith,
Neglecz not the gift «wbich is in thee, wbich thou hafl received by the

bands of the prefbytery. And again, in another Place, he writes to
the Bithops and Deacons.

And the Anfwer of Epiphanius comes to this: That Times are
to be diftinguifthed : For the Beginnings of all things are {fmall; bus
they grow by Time, 'The Apoftles could not, at once, conftituie
all Things. They wanted fit Men in fome Places for the Bifthop’s
Office ; and, in other Places, for the Prefbyter’s Office : Therefore,
where Bifhops were already conftituted, the Apoftle wrote to the
B:fhops and Deacons; but, where they were not, he wrote to the
Prefbyters and Deacons.

Then he fhews the Difterence of Bifhop and Prefbyter from the
{fame Apoftle, in this Manner. Pax/ adyonithes Timothy, a Bithop,
not to rebuke a Prefbyter; likewife, not to admit an Accufation
rathly againft a Prefbyter : But he did not fay to'any Prelbyter,

Receive not an accufation againft a Bifbop ; nor did he admonith him
not to rebuke a Bifhop.

In this Anfwer, there is no notice taken of what is faid in the
Objeétion, to fhew, that the Effets are the {fame even there where
Epiphanius himfelf places the Difference: T'or, as he looks on 7-
smothy to be a Father of the Church, holdirg him as a Bifhop, in
Diftinftion from Prefbyters; the Objeftion points out this fame
Bithop of his, begotten by the Prefbytery, or Company of Picfby-
ters, that laid Hands on him : So that Prefbyters begat him who
judged Prefbyters. And what more could his Bithopdo? Fur, if they
were capable to ordain his Bithop, what made them unfit to judyge himn 2

But here 1t 1s fuppofed, that Yimathy was a Bilhop, without the
leaft Foundation for it in the Apoftolick Writings; where 1t cannog
be pretended that he 13 called fg, and where he is reprefented in a
* quite
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quite different Light from any Notion we have of a Bifhop. Heis
plainly there one of the Minifters of the Apoftle; whom he calls
Evangelifis and 7eachers, 1n Ditiné&tion from the Prophets ; fetting
them in the third place, next to the Prophets, who are {econd, as
the Apottles are firit ; and diftiiiguithing them from Paftors, or Bi-
fhops, and ordinary Teachers, s ubuve them : For they are called
Evangelifls and Teachers, in Diftinction from thefe, as being endued
with that fame Knowledge which the Apoftle fays fhould vanifh
away, when Prophecies failed and Tongues ceafed, 7. e. when the
New Teftament Revelation thould be perfeéted. When therefore
that Gift of Knowledoe vanithed away, whereby thefe Evangelifts
and T'eachers were fitted for tneir Ofhce, {o did the Ofhice vanifh
for which that Gift qualified them. And thefe Minifters of the
Apcltles, whofe Bufinefs it was to atteud upon them where-ever
they went preaching the Golpei, to go every where upon their
Errands, to carry their Meflages to the Churches, and bring them
Accounts trom them, while they were laying the Plan of the
Churches, and forming them, cannot remain, after the Apoftlesre-
main no morc in the World, to be thus attended upon, and mint-
ftred to. Paul would have Zimothy to go forth with him, from the
Church where he was, unto this Work of his Minifter and Evan-
gehft, which was pointed out for him by Prophecy, and to which
he was feparated by the laying on of the Hands of the Prefbytery
of the Congregation of Chriit’s Difciples in Lyf#ra, or in Derbe, or in
Leconium, (for from one of thefe Pau/ took him, and there was a Pre-
fbytery in each of them); even as Pau/ and Barnabas were {eparated
at Antioch, to the Work to which the Holy Ghoft called them. And
as their Separation to this Work did not give them the Charge of
any particuiar I'lock of Chriftians; {o neither did his: And there-
fore it could not make him a Bifhop. And it cannever appear, that
Paul made him Bifhop of Epbkefus, from his befeeching him, when
he went into Macedonia, to ftay and aét for him in Epbefus ; from
whence, after a few MonthsStay, he returned to him in Greece, and
from thence attended h.m 10 his Journey to Ferufalem, in Company
with feveral others of his Minifters. Even as it cannot appear, that
he -nade 7itus, another of thefe Minifters, Bithep in Crete, from his
Ieaving him, to {et 1n Order the Things left undone there ; calling
him from thence to him to Nieogolis, where he was to winter: For
one might with equal Rezton fay, that he was Bithop in Nicopolis,
or in Delmatia, to which Paul/ informs Timothy he had departed
gpm him as in Crete, where he left him for a while, to return to
m.

Epipbanius finds himfelf obliged to account for what Aerius obfer-

ved in the Scripture, That the Apoftles write of the Bifhop and Pre-

fbyter as one and the fame Order, in diftinétion from the Deacon ;
and
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and never {peak of them as three Orders, Bithop, and Prefbyter,
and Deacon ; but as two only, Bifthop, or Prefbyter, and Dea-
con. He denies not the Fat from which Aerius drew his Inference;
but he accounts for it, and endeavours to make it confiftent with
the three Orders, by faying, that, in Places where they wanted fit
Men for the Bithop’: Office, there they writc of Prefbyters and Dea-
cons ; and 1n other Places, where they wanted it Men for the Pre-
fbyter’s Office, there they write of Bifhops and Deacons. But here
the orthodox Father fpeaks without Book to his Heretick, and, fup-
pofing the very Thing in debate, goes quite off the Queftion ; which
1s, Whether it can-appear, from the Writings of the Apoftles, that
they conflituted thefe three Orders, Bifhop, and Prefbyter, and Dea-
con ? And, when he cannot deny that the Apoftles write of them
as if they were bat twn, furely he cannot then pretend, that he, or
his Heretick, might learn from their Wnitings, that they were
three.

It 15 yet more furprifirg, how he came to guefs, that the Apo-
ftles found Wilen in fome Places fit for the one Cfhice, and not for the
other; {fo as in fome Places they had Bifhops, and not Prefbyters,
and in other Placcs, Prefbyters, and not Bithops; feeing 1t 1s unde-
niable, that there 1s but one and the fame Charzéter for them both,
lett in the Apoftolick Writings, in diftinétion from the Deacon.
¥or, when Pau«/ delcribes to Limothy the Men whom he thould ac-
count fit for the Bithop’s and Deacon’s Office in Epklefus, he gives
him no Charalter for a Prefbyter diftiné&t from that of the Bithop
and that of the Deacon. And when, 1n his Journey from Greece
to ferufalem, attended by Timothy, touching at Miletus, he {ent for
the Prefbvtersof the Epbefian Church, ard gave them his laft Charge,
leaving the whole Care of the Church and of themfeives unto them,
under God, and the Word of his Grace; he exprefsly calls thefe
Prefbyters, Bisbops, {aying, that they had been qualified by the Ho-
ly Ghott for that Office. His Words to the Prefbyters of the Fiock
of God 1n Eplefus ave: Feed the flock of God, over the avhich the Hs-
by Ghofl hath made you bifsps.  And again to Titys, whom he lefr,
to corititute Prefbyters 1 every City 1n Crete, he defcribes what
fits a Man for the Cffice of a Prctbyter, and gives him the fame
Charater over again that he gave to Timothy tor a Bithop: And he
{ays to him, For this caufe left I thee in Crete, that thou fheuldfl fet
in order the things left undone, and conflitute prifbyters in exvery city, as
1 bad appointed thee. 1If anv be blamelefs, the hufband of one avife—
For a bifhop mufl be blumelef/s.—INow, it the Apcltlc had no other
Dire&ion to give Titas, for conftituting fit Prefbyters inevery City,
but a Defcription of the Charalter of a Bifhop, hew could Epipha-
7ius imagine, that in {cme Places they had Men fit for being P're-

fbyters, and not fit Bifhops ; and that in other Places they found
Cz ivien
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Men fit for being Bifhops, but not Prefbyters? We cannot but fee
a plain Neceflity here for guefling again, or giviag up the Point to
Aerius: For, if the Prefbyter’s Characterbe not the famein Scripture
with the Bifthop’s, it is certain he has no CharaGer there. And, as
Paul direGed Timothy how he fhould conftitute fit Bifhops in Epbefus,
it 1s quite ridiculous to feek the Difterence of Bithop and Prefbyter in
Paul’s Advicestobim about rebuliing, and receiving Accufationsa-
painft Prefbyters there ; who were all Bifhops, and therefore might
judge Bifhops, as Paul/ bids themn take heed to themfelves, as well
as to the Flock. And is not a Bifhop to be intreated as a Father ?
or is an Accufation to be lightly received againft a Bifhop, any more
than againft an Elder?

And thus, for all that Epiphanius has {aid, the Difference of the
Bifhop in Order and Degree from the Prefbyter cannot appear in

the Scriptures of the Apoitles; to which Aer7us appealed in his Ar-
gument.

SECT. 1V.

Which gives fome Account of the Writers of the fecond Century agree-

2ng awitn the Apofiles and with Aerius, and of the Writers of that
Jame Uentury agreeing ewith Epiphanius.

F wedid not believe, that the {fame Providence that watched over
the Oracles of God in the Scriptures of the Old Telftament com-
mitted to the fews, became alfo engaged for the Prefervation of the
New Teftament Scriptures, we might wonder how they got {afe thro’
the fecond Century, which abounded as much with forged Scri-
ptures, as the firlt Century did with falfe Apoftles. And fo much
did the Humour of feigning and forging Writings prevail in that
‘T'ime, that 1t produced falfe Writings of famous wife Men among
the Heathen, as Hermes Trifmegiflus ; and Heathen Oracles, as falfe
Books of the §ibyls, cited by many ancient Chriftian Writers, and
even of the fecond Century, in favour of Chriftianity ; though O-
rigen informs us, there were fome Chriftians who oppofed them that
inade ufe of their Teftimony, and called them Sibp/ifs. Some in
that Century indulged themielves in telling Fables, and fpeaking
deceitfully fgr God; while others had an open Ear to hear thcfe
Fables and wonderful Stories told, to ferve the Caufe of Chri-
ftianity, (as they fuppofed who could not reft in the Apoftolick
Evidence for i1t), but really ferving againft it. -And we have a
owatch of the Manner of writing Hiftory in that T'ime, in the Frag-
ments of Hegefyppus preferved by Eufebius. Yet the Interceflion of
Jetus Chrift for his Apoftles has prevailed, and the Scriptares con-
taining their Word, have come fafe through that Century, and all
the Centuries following, to the prefent, teftifying againgt all the Cor-

ruptions
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ruptions of the Chriftian Religion, by the very Men who have
been inftrumental in preferving them. And there are ftill {fome Re-
cords of the {econd Century extant, from which we may form fome
Judgment of the State of Chriftianity in that Period; and even
with refpeét to this Queftion betwixt Aerius and Epiphanias.

The frft of thefe is a Letter from the Church fojourning in
Roame, to the Church fojourning in Coriuth, faid to be penned by the
Clemens of whom the Apottle {peaks. While that Letter mentions
three Orders of Officers in the Church of the Old Teftament, it at
the {fame time corfcunds Bithop and Prefbyter, even as the Apo-
ftelick Scriptures do; and it moft plainly makes but two Orders
of Church officers in the New Teftament Church ; which, Clemens
fays, were conflituted by the Apoftles, in the Forefight of a Contro-
verly that fhould arite about the Epifcopacy, :. ¢. the Name of the
Bifhop’s Office ; faying, at the fame time, that inthis Apoltolick
Inftitution was fulfiiled that Prophecy of J/azah, which he renders
thus: I awill confiitute their DiZops in peace, and their Deacons in
righteoufnefs.

The next 1s a Letter from Polycarp, and the Prefbyters with him
in Smyrna, to the Phliliptians, And, wihereas Paxl Lad wrote to the
Bifthops and Deacons in Pli/ipp:, withcut any mention of Prefbyters,
Polycarp commends to the Philippians due Subjeltion to their Pre-
fbyters and Deacons, without any mention of a Bithop. And this has
obliged {ome of the Contenders {or the three Orders to guefs, like
Epiphanius, that there was a Vacancy at that 'T'une in FLilppi by
the Death of the Bifhep.

And there 1s need for {ome Conjefture like thig, in order to main-
tain, that the feven Epiftles of [rnatius, commenly called the genu-
ine, are the very {ame with thole mentioned in Folycarp’s Letter ;
and 1n order to reconcile them with that Letter, and with the com-
mon Stile of the firft Part of that fecord Century; efpeciaily where
they carry the Dignity and Pre-eminence of the one Bifliop above
the Prefbytery fo wvery high, and infiit upon with {o oreat
Warmth and Zeal, that (not to {peak of thofe learned Men wiho re-
jet them altogether as fpurious) they have been julily fuijpedled by
{ome as interpolated by * {ome Author of thefe Forgeries commit-
ted, and falfe Writings paffing current toward the End of that Cen-
tary, when the Diference of the one Bithop from the Prefbytery
came to be eftablithed, efpcciaily in the greater Cities.  Nut that
they doubt of Iynatius’s having wrote Epiltles, or of Polycarp’s having

' ha

* Some Author of thefe Forgeries.] Dionyfius of Corinth, avbe
lived in that Time, avrote feveral Epifiles, and complained, tiout the
Miniflers of the Dewil bad filled them avith Tares, by retrenching and
edding many Things.
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had them, any more than they doubt that there were Books of the
Sibyls kept in the Capits! : But they no more believe what is faid
of the one Bifhop in thefe Epifiles to have been written by Ionati-
xs, than they believe the Books of the Sibyls cited by the Fathers
to have been the {ame that were fo carcfully kept at Rome. The
Author of that Interpolation, in all the Lpiftles of fynatius, con-
cerning the one Bithop, has been zealoufly engaged as a Party on
that Side of the Controver{y which Clemens {aid the Apoltles fore-
faw would arife about the Epifcopacy : And that Side ot the Que-
flion prev.iled toward the Iind of the Century, when they made up
Liits, which have been handed down to us, of fingle Bifhops above
Prefbyters, fucceeding onc another, at Rene and other great Cities.
In thefe Lifts they placed the firft Bitheps in Succeffion afier one
another ; who yet appear to have been Bifhops at the fame 'I'ime :
As, in Rome, they have, firlt, Linus; afterhis Death, Cletus, or Ana-
cletus, {as Irenauscallshim) 5 and, atter heis defunct, Clemens comes
who is again fucceeded by Anacletus, it he be not the {fame with the
fecond, collea Clerus.  Whereas 1t cannot appear 1n tie Scriptures,
that the Apoltles ever ordained a fingle Bifhop in any Church; but
it is manifeft, they always corflituted a Plarality of Prefbyters,
whom they called Bi/kops.  And it appears from Clemens’s Epiitle
to the Church in Corinth, and the State of the Church in Corinth
seprefented in that Epiftle, that the Church of Rome then knew of
no {uch Thing as a fingle Bithop in ore Church; as Polycarp’s E-
piltle to the Philippians thews, he knew nothing of a fingie Bifhop
in Philipsi, where the Apoftle had a Plurality ot Bithops. 'This
oae Bifiiop, ir Diftin&ion from the Preibyters, and Pre-eminence a-
bove them, was the Work of the latter Part of the fecond Centu-
rv, when they made up their Rolls of Succeflion. And it 1s no won-
der to find their Genealogy of Bithops a littie confuled, when it
come; near the Apcftles: For there they beheved to place thofe in
Succeflion who were Bithops at the {ame ''ime, even as the Apo-
ftles conflituted them in every Church.

Neor was this the only Deviation from the Commandment of the
Apoftles of the Lord and Saviour, that took place and began to
prevail toward the End of the fecond Century : For, together with
this Innovation, of one Bifhop in a Church difterent in Order and
Dcegree from the Prefbyters, and as the native Fruoit of 1t, Synods
and Councils of fuch Bithops took place, after the Profeflion of Chri-
ftianity had been maintained in the Churches for more thana hun-
dred Years without them, to far better Purpofe than ever it was
fince. This ncw Church ofhicer, fet over the Prefbytery as the vi-
fibie Head of the Church, and called a Biop, could nnt be ordain-
ed or judced by the Prefbyters, but by lis Peers, the Bifhops of o-

ther Churches : And this created Affemblies of fuch Bifhops, and
naturally
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naturally brought the Churches into Dependence upon their Coun-
cils; which produced a new Kind of Catholick Church, vifibly uni-
ted in the Conncxion of thefe Heads of the feveral particulac
Churches with one another. And, by a very great Inconfiltency,
while a Church, with its Clergy and People united to their one Bi-
fhop as the vifible Flead, was reckoned a compleat organized Body
within 1tfelf, it became, at the fame Time, through that Head, bat
a Pact of a Body organized in the Connexion of fuch Heads. W here-
as originaliy, every Church of the Saints, having one FEucharift, and
the Catholick Rule of Chnihanity, the Word of the Apoftles, wi.h
all the Ofhicers of Chrill’s Inftitution within itfelf, and depending im-
mediately upon him who walks 1n the midft of the golden Candle-
fticks, was confidered as a compleat vifible Keprelentation of the
only true Catholick Charch, which is invifible; and not at all as a
Part of any other vifible organized Body or Church.

Now, thefe Councils or Synods of Bithops, whereby the Union of
this Catholick vifible Church 1s eftablifhed and maintained, had a
remarkable Beginning, and made their firft notable Appearance in
the End of the fecond Ceatury, on Occafion of a Diffcrence among
Chriftians, as to an oral I'radition from the Apofitles, about the Day
on which Lafler thounld be obferved @ For then T'radition began to
be the Rule together with the Scriptures. And it was {o ordered
in Providence, that the Uncertainty of that Rule was manifelt in
Fadt, from that very Queftion upon which thefe Synods met ; and
the Difference betwixt #7&or of Rome and his Weftern Synod, and
Polycrates ot Ephefus with his Afian Synod, might have opened the
Eyes of all Chriftians to fee what Kind of Unity they were to ex-
pet from this Mcan of Catholick vifible Union. But the Man of
Sin behoved to be revealed in his Time.

And we may likewife notice, while we are on the fecond Centu-
ry, that, toward the End of it, and after Polycarp’s Martyrdom, an-
nual Days began to be obferved to the Honour of Martyrs, and as
an Incitement to follow them. And praying for the Dead began
in a little to be talked of ; as we fee it 1s by Yertuliian 1n the Con-
clufion of the Century. So that Aerias, who was no Friend to
thefe Things, cannot be thought to have payed any regard to the
Sayings or Doings of that Time. He maintained his Puints by the
Scriptures againit Tradition ; and he held every thing for an In-
novation, however ancient, that had no Foundation there; in like
Manner as thofe Chriftians did, who, not being fatisfied, it {eems,
with the Ways then prevailing, were requiring Scripture for every
thing ; again{t whom Tertullian wrote, for Tradition. And thele
Oppofers of T'radition, whom Tertullian could not call Hereticks,
may be confidered as the Oppofers of the Innovations, and particu-
larly of the Exaltation of one Dithop in every Church above the

Prefbyicry,
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Prefbytery, contiary to what they faw in the Scripture. Ard fo
they may be loclied on as helding the feriptural Side of that Corn-
troverfy which, Clewens {21d, the Apoftles forefaw would arife a-
bout the Fpicopacy, and in the View of which, they conflituted
fiic two Orders, cf Bithops, or Prefbyters, and Deacons.

S ECT. V.
Hhich tarcs the 1int given by Acrius, to JLeav, that the one Biftop
aas grafied upon the Apcflulick trefiding Prefoyter 5 and gives fome
sccount of bin. _

[Hen Aerius {peaks of his being called Bi%np who was cho-
{icn by the Prefbytery to prefide in the Church in any one
A&, he plainly refers to what the Apoftle wrote of Prefbyters pre-
Sfidiny cvell, 10 Ditinétion from Prefbyters labouring in the Word and
Do Frive, and of him that teackheth, him that exhorteth, and him
that profuleth.  For, while the Apoitles made Bithop and Prefbyter
the {ame, their Office the fame, and their Charaéter the {fame, in
D:lin&tion from the Deacons, or the Mimfters ¢f Tables, as being
Mirifters of the Word, apt to teach, oy Folding fafl, as to doftrine,
the fuithful avord, that they may be able both to exwort in found teach-
ing, and to coenvince the cainfayers, Dy which they were qualhified to
taize care of, and prefide in the Church, which is to be conduéted
by the Word of Faith; they at the fame time made a Ditirétion
in this Minifiry of the Word, according to three remarkably diffe-
rent Ways wherein it may be exercifed, with a threefold Difierence
of Iifc&te; for cvery one of which, every Mimfter of the Word is
not equally fufficient ; and in eich of which, every Prefbyter or
Bithop does nct equally excel.  IFer one exceils in the Explication
of the Word of Faith that was taught by the Apoftles, and in lead-
ing the Church intc a more explicit Knowledge of that Word, and in
convincing Gainfayers by it: And be who excells 1n this, and {o
gives himfelf efpecially to it, or labours in i¢t, 1s [ that teacketh, or
the Prefbster trar lubours in teaching.  Arother excells in Exhorta-
tior, by that fame Werd, moving the Affe€lions, and warming the
Heart with the Love of the known Truith: And he who excells in
this, and gives himfclf efpecinlly to it, 13 Le that exhorteth, or the
Picfbyter that labours in the Word of Exhortation., And another ex-
cells in the Application of the fame Word, for the Diretion of the
eutward Cornverfation in the World, and among the Bicthren,
1n all good Works, and in all the mutual Offices of brotherly Love, |
according to the new Commandment ; whofe Talent lies therefore
tn the Diretion of the Difcipline of the Cnurch, that goes upon
the Works and Corverfation of the Brethren : And he who excells
this Way, and fo give: him{elf moitly to it, and dogs it to the beft
Purpofe,
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Purpofe, or to the greateft Advantage, s be that prefideth, or the
Prefbyter prefiding awell. One of this laft Sort ordinarnily prefided in
the Aflfemblies of the Church, while the others were as his Affef.
fors in the Difcipline, every one exercifing him{elf moftly in that
Branch of the fame Office wherein his Fellow-Prefbyters agreed
that he excelled. All thefe Prefbyters or Bithops did teach, ex-
hort, and prefide: But he who excelled in teaching, was the La-
bourer in teaching ; and he that excelled in Exhortation, was the
Labourer in the Word of Exhortation; and he that excelled in pre-
fiding, was the Prcfbyter prefiding well. It required thefe three in
every Church or Congregation of the Saints, to perfet its Order,
and to make it fully compleat. And, according to Chrift’s In-
ftitution of binding and loofing by Diicipline, no Church can ex-
ercife that Difcipline without two of them, at the very leaft, har-
monifing to afk concerning every Deed to be done for them of the
Father which is in I{eaven : And therefore the Apoftles left a Plu-
rality of Prefbyters or Bifhops 1n every Church immediately depend-
ent on Heaven.

Now, in a Church where they lcft but one Bifhop teaching, and
one exhorting, and one prefiding, the laft prefided ordinarily in the
Affemblies ofé the Church, whereof they were all Bifhops: And,
when he did fo, he was called the Angel of the Church, by a
Name borrowed from the Synagogue, (even as the Aflembly of
Chriflians is called by 7 ames their Synagogue ), where there was cer-
tainly a Plurality of chief Rulers, the Archifynagogoi : And he, by
whofe Mouth, at any Time, the Congregation {ent up their Prayers
to God, was called the Angel of the Congregation, that 1s, their Mef-
fenger to God, whether he was an Archifynagoges or not, (for any
Feww might be, at fome times, the Mouth of the Synagogue in
Prayet) ; but he that was fo ordinarily, was diftinguifhed by the

ame of the Angel of the Congregatisn. Even fo, whereas the
Difcipline of the Church was executed by Prayer, and this Prayer
was in the Mouth of one prefiding, that Prefident who f{pake
the Prayer of the Prefbytery in the confenting Church, was called
the Angel of the Church, their Meflenger to God, to whom they
fent up their Prayers by his Mouth. And fo we {ee the Lord Je-
{fus dire@ing his Epiftle to a Church from Heaven, unto him by
whofe Mouth they fent up their Prayers to Heaven.

But this was far from being limited to any fingle Perfon, fo as
to make the Unity of the Church to hinge upon him, as {et above
the Prefbytery, (as the Interpolator of Jpnatius’s Epiitles would do),
and efpecially where there were more prefiding Prefbyters than one
in a Church: For the Apoftles no where limit a Church to a fingle
teaching, a fingle exhorting, and a fingle prefiding Prefbyter ; and,
where there were more than ori;:, they might take iy by turns,

Cyen



26 The Samenefs of Bifbop and Prefbyter. Chap.I.

even as the Prefbytery of the confenting Church chufed. There-
fore we find the Lord Jefus, writing to the Angel of the Church
in Thyatira, {peaks to this Angel as more than a fingle Perfon, {ay-
ing, Unto you (viiv) and unto the reft in 1byatira, as many as kold
not this dolfrine. |

The Stile of the Writers of the fecond Century agrees with what
has been faid of the Apoftolick Way of writing, concerning prefi-
ding Prefbyters: For fuffin Mariyr, who wrote about the Middle
of that Century, calls him the Prefident, by whofe Mouth the eu-
chariftical Prayers of the whole Church faying Amen, were fent
up to God; the Prefident, not of Prefbyters, but of the Brethren;
not of a Prefbytery, but of the whole Brotherhood aflembled in
one Place to eat the Lord’s Supper. And even Tertuliian, in the
very Conclufion of that Century, rctains fomething of this primi-
tive Stile: For, when he is defcribing the Order and Difcipline of a
Chriftian Church, or worfhipping Congregation of Chriftians, he
fays, that approved Elders prefide.

But, toward the End of that Century, they began to appropn-
ate the Scripture Name Bi/bop, which it gives in common to all
Prefbyters, unto the prefiding Pretbyter; and called bim the Bi-
fhop in their Lifts of Succeflion from the Apoftles. 'Thus Poly
carp, a famous Martyr, who had been only a prefiding Prefbyter
1n the Church of Smyrr#a, came to be called the Bithop of Smyrza ;
and Anicetus, who had been, at that fame time, but the prefi-
cing Prefbyter in the Church fojourning in Rome, came to be af-
terward called the Bithop of that Church, and to ftand under that
Name 1n the Genealogy of Succeflion. It might have then been
thought an odd Scrupulofity and extreme Precifenefs, to quar-
rel or make any Noife about a fmall Variation in the Ufe of a
Word, or the Application of a Name ; but all new Ufes of Scri-
pture-words, and different Applications of Scripture-names, have
brought Innovations with them in the Chriftian Religion. And fo
did this: For, under this new Ufe of the Name Bifbop, a new Or-
der of Church-ofhicers was intreduced, different from, and fet above
the Prefbytery. And this human Plant, being thus cunningly grafted
upon the {criptural Stock of the prefiding Prefbyter, was the more
eafily {uffered to faften and grow up at firft in the Churches; who
never imagined, that it would grow to the Height that Aerius be-
held it at in his Day. And fo 1t may be true that Aerius infinu-
ates, vz, 'T'hat the Difference of the Bifhop from the Prefbyter in
gr&ier and Degree, began at calling the prefiding Prefbyter the

ifhop.

And here it is much to be remarked, that the Apoftle, no
doubt forefeeing this, took fufficient Care to prevent it ; and has

faid enough to hinder as many from complying with it, as wonl:{ld'
y taxke
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take earneft heed to the Scriptures as the only Rule of their Reli-
gion. For what can be more exprefs againft the Pre-eminence of
the prefiding Prefbyter above the other Prefbyters, than this that
he {ays, Let the prefbyters that prefide awell, be counted worthy of dou-
ble banour, efpecially they ewbho labour in the aword and teaching 2 1§
the Things the Apoftles wrote, muft be acknowledged, by Chrifti-
ans, as the Commandments of the Lord s was not this Command-
ment of his plainly made void by the Tradition that gave the Pre-
eminence to the prefiding Prefbyter, under the diftinguifhing Name
of Bi/bop, in Order and Degree above the Prefbytery ? And had
not Aerius Reafon to rejeft {uch a "I'radition ? Or fhould Chriftians
rejet him as a Heretick, for not receiving an oral Tradition from
the Apoitles, contrary to their exprefs Writings ?

SECT. VI,

Wherein it is obferwed, that the Moderns aio agree avith Aerias as

to the Samenefs of Bifbop and Prefbyter, bawe yet ns Connesion <vith
bim in their Prefbytevian Formof Ghurch-gavernment.

Obn Calvin was a great Divine and excellent, Writer of the
{ixteenth Century, no way equalled by thofe whn fhew the
reateft Contempt of him in comparifon with their Ancients.
he fourth Century has not furnifhed us with any Writing ¢n Di-
vinity that can be compared with the fuflitations which this Mo-
dern is {aid to have wrote at twenty two Years of Age, and which
he dedicated to the King of France. And, if he had lived in tne
fourth Century, with the Knowledge he had of the Scriptures, one
may be bold to fay, that even Epipbanius might have been his
Scholar in Divinity. He happened to agree with Aerius as to the
Samenefs of Bifhop and Prefbyter: And a great many Proteiiants
are the fame way minded with him on that Point; which is {o ma-
nifeft in the Scriptures, that it may at any Time be obferved there,
by any attentive Reader or Hearer, though neither 4zrius nor Cal-
win had ever {axd a Word of it.

But, though Calvin agrees with Aerius, and with the Apoftles, as
to the Samenefs of Bifhop and Prefbyter ; yet his Form ot Prefbyte-
rian Church-government, grafted upon that by him in Geneva, and
brought from thence to Scotland by his Difciple Fobn Knox, has no
Connexion with any thing that Aerius built on that Samenefs, any
more than it has with the Apoftolick Order in the Churches of the
Saints. For Aerius had no other Followers 1n his Day to bring 1in-
to Church-order, but as many as would hearken to him pleading
Scripture againft eftablifhed ‘T'radition; having no worldly Interett,
nor any other Influence, but that of Perfuafion, to draw them in to
that Order, 1n oppofition to theDOrder eitablifhed in every Provinbce:

2 y
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by the Power of the Empire: And fo he had no more Qccafion
than the Apoftles had, for making out a Draught of Church-govern-
ment fit for being eftablifhed by the civil Power 1n any Common-
wealth, or Kingdom, or Province of this World, as its Ecclefiaftick
Government. But Calvin had Occafion for this; and according-
ly devifed a Form of Church-government fit to be eftablifhed in Ge-
newa, building i1t upon the Samenefs of Bifhop and Prefbyter; and
his Difciple adapted 1t to Scotland, where he laboured to have it e-
{tablifhed by the civil Power. And though this Form, once eftablifh-
ed, may {ubfift, among People that have been accuftomed to it,
without an Eftablithment, as the Epifcopal Form likewife can do ;
yet it 1s made fit for an Eftablithment ; and the want of that muft
itill be a great Lofs to it: Whereas the Draught of the Apoftolick
Order in the Churches of the Saints thatis to be feen in the Scri-
ptures, appears not there with the leaft Air of a Defign to be {o efia-
blifhed ; and is at no manner of Difadvantage by the Want of it:
For indeed it muft undergo {fome confiderable Alterations, before it
can become the Ecclefiaftical Government of any Commonwealth,
or Kingdom, or Province of a Kingdom of this World. There is
one L'hing that Ca/uin {fets afide, as incompatible with his Syftem,
which {ome, 1t feems, were infifting for in his Time ; and that is,
the Neceflity of all the Members of a Church partaking of the
Eucharift, being fatisfied in one another as Chriftians and Brethren
1n Chrift, in order to their coming together as one Body, to eat of
that Bread, and to drink of that Cup, in brotherly Love to one
another, as joint Partakers of Chrift. The People of his commu-
nicating Church, the Parith, muft not be allowed in {crupling to
partake with any whom the Prefbyter and Kirk-feflion judges fit to
communicate. And this makes a Church of a different Kind from
the Apoftolick Churches of the Saints, and Faithful 1n Chnift Jefus,
while it gives the Prefbyter, in his Seflion of Prefbyters not apt to
teach, more Power over the People than ever Bithop Cyprian and
his Prefbytery offered to aflume to themfelves over their Flock.
And this 1s a firft and moft neceffary Article in the Prefbyterian
Form of a Church, or in any other Form, to make it iit for an E-
ftablifhment in any Nation of this World.

Again, the Prefbytery of Aerius and of the Apoftles, governs a
Congregation of Chriftians aflembling 1n one Place to eat the Lord’s
Supper; and his prefiding Prefbyter prefides in this Congregation, as
Juflin Martyr's Prefident of the Brethren, who was the Mouth of
their Aflembly all faying Admen to his Prayers at the fame Eucha-
rift, whereof his whole Church did partake: And fuch, and no
more, was the Flock, the whole Church, ruled by Cyprian’s Prefby-
tery, in the Middle of the third Century, But Calvin’s Prefbytery
ys a Council of Prefbyters, gathered out of Kirk-feflions, and go-

verning
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vermng them and all the Congregations of the Diftri&, which
make one Prefbyterial Church, the Flock fed by this Prefbytery,
and united in it. And, to prevent Confuiton in this Prefbytery,
one 1s chofen to prefide among them, who is called Moderator. And
here 1t is that the Difference of this Form from Diocefan Epifco-
pacy 1s moft manifeft ; for they all have Accefs to this Moderator-
fhip. This Prefbytery, over-ruling a Clufter of Congregations or
parochial Churches, is again fubordinated to aSynod of fuch Prefby-
ters, governing all the Prefbyteries of a Province ; and this provin-
cial Synad, is again {ubject to a national Synod, governing a natio-
nal Church: And there 1s Room left in this Draught for an cccume-
nick Synod of Prefbyters, coverning all the Nations of the Earth,
when they can be made Chriftian, and brought in Subje&ion to
this Prefbyterial Form of Government. I dare fay, Aerius had
not the leaft Notion of this Frame of Church-government by Pre-
fbyters. Does any Man really perceive it in the Scriptures? or
will any one pretend to fhew, that ever it appeared in the World
before the fixteenth Century ?

A Prefbyter, prefiding in a Kirk feflion chiefly compofed of a fort
of Prefbyters who are not at all Miniflers of the Word, can have no
Pretence to being any thing like him who Aerius {ays was cholen
by the Prefbytery to prefide in the Congregation or Church; and
it is no more like Cyprian’s Bithop, governing with the Counlel
of his Prefbytery, and the Confent of his whole People, thanan Ap-
ple islike an Oyfler.

CHAP. I
Of no annual Chriftian Paich.

SECT. I

Explaining the Subjel, and flating the Queflion, from the Argumeni
of Aerius, and the Anfaver of Epiphanius.

Pafcl: remaining to be obferved and cetebrated among Chri-
flians.

And for this Aerius alledged, what Pax/ {ays in his firft Epiftle to

the Corinthians, 'That Chrifl our pafch is facrificed for us.
To which Episkanius anfwers, That Paul himlelf celebrated
Pafcr; becaufe he kept the Day of Pentecofl in Feruialem : So th;t
the

T H E next Branch of the Aerign Herely is, That there is no
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the Pa/ch of Chriftians is not {fubverted by the Authority of hia

Epiftle.
pThe Queflion here is plainly about the Chriftian Feftival that we
call Eaficr, from the Name of an old Saxon Goddefs, called Zefer,
or A-flai ; the fame, as Bochart thinks, with the Planician Afiarte,
to whom the Heathen Saxons had {acrificed, and kept a folemn an-
nual Feaft, about the fame Time in which they kept Pasch after
they became Chriftians by Baptiim, by which many thoufands of
them were made Chrifliansin a Day. And the Hebrew Pafch, orx
Pejach, is, 1n plain Englih, Paffover.  Sothat the Queftion betwixt
Aerius and Epiphanius, who had nothing to do with the Saxon
Eafler, mult be, Whether Chriftians ought to obferve, as the Chri-
fitan Paflover, that annual rcligious Feitival which they kept at the
Seafen of the Fewifb Paflover ? For the Argument of Aerius, which
Epishanius anfwers, 1s far from ferting afide the true Chriftian Paf-
fover. He cannot be charged with denying, that Chriftians ought
aiways to feaft on Chrift their Paflover facrificed for them. He did
not deny, that they ought flill to keep a holy Remembrance of
Chriit’s Death and Refurreftion, and in a {nlemn Manner, every firft
Day of the Week when they come together to break Bread. But
he denied, that the annual Solemnity which we call Eafler, 1s the
Chriftian Paffover, and that it is to be kept by Chriftians in place
of the Fewifh Paflover: For, it feems, it appeared to derius, that,
when God inftituted annval Feafts to be kept to bim, he diftin-
guifhed thefe Solemnities by peculiar Ordinances to be obferved at
them ; as, at the Paflover, the facrificing of the Pajchal Lamb, with
all the Rites proper to it, repeated yearly at the appointed Time.
Bur the Sacrifice of Chrift, the T'ruth of that Palchal Sacrifice, and
the only Chriftian Paflover, being once mace, and never to be re-
peated, has put an End to the annual Solemmnity of the Pafiover.
And, as God has not diftinguifhed that 'I'ime to Chriftians by any
peculiar Ordinance to be obferved in that Sealon, it muft be a holy
Fealt wholly of their own making, if they keep it, and not as the
Feavid Paflover, which was a divine Inflitution; in the Place cof
waicn, ke hath given to Chriitians, Chnift their Paficver already {a-
crificed for them, and not to be facrificed annually, or at any Time
apan tor ever: And it derogates from this, as the End of the Paf-
tover, to hold an annual Chriftian Pafiover 1n place of the Fewvy/h.
Epiphanius denies not, that Pax/, in his Epiftle, sives us Chrift
faciiticed for us, and our fealting upon him, as the true Chriftian
Paiiuver 3 nor does he deny, that this is a different Thing frem the
Poflfover in queltion betwixt him and Aerius : But he pleads, that,
beirdes the Paffover whereof Paul/ fpeaks in his Epiftle, he hath alfo
recommended to us, by his Example, the Obfervation of the annual
citival of the Pcflover; becaufe it is plain, from the Hiﬁoris;_of
111}
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him in the 485 of the Apofiles, that he haftened, if poflible, to be
at Ferufalem the Day of Pentecofl. If he then ftudied to keep thefe
annual folemn Fealts himfelf, notwithitanding what he writes in
his Epiftle of Chrift our Paffover, furely it cannot make it unlaw-
ful for us to keep that annual Solemnity, the Chriftian Paflover ?
For, if the Apoftle of the Gentiles kept the Ffewwih Pentecofl, after
the firft Fruits of the Spirit had come, on that Day, as tne End of
that Feaft ; no doubt he as well obferved the Fewi/b Pafiover, after
Chrift our Paflfover had been {acrificed, as the End of that Feaitl:
And, if this was not unlawful for him, far lefs 1s it unlawful for Chri-
ftians, to regard the Seafon of the facrificing of Chrift our Paflover,
and keep an annual Day to the folemn Remembrance of that great
Benefit. And therefore the Chuich ought no more to be condemned
by Aerius for regarding that Day, than the fame Apoftle would
have thofe condemned who, being Chniftians, in his Time regard-

ed the Fewih Days.

SECT. IL

Which ferves to fbew, that the annual Chriffian Paffover aid net rile
from the Apofile’s keeping the Jewith Ffﬂﬂs, and that the Lazfulic)s
of keeping it cannot be made appear from bis Praffice.

H E Avpoftles declared plainly to the Gentile Converts, that

they ought not to obferve the Law of Myjes, while they them-
felves, being 7 eavs, and all the Chriftian Fews with them, coutinu-
ed in the keeping of that Law, till that Part of the New Teltainent
Revelation came forth which loofes the Fezvs from the Oblization
of that Law, once laid upon them by divine Authority; ana makes
it as unlawful for them, by that fame Authority, to keep its pecu-
liar Precepts, as it is for the Genti/es. And this 1s that Part of the
New Teftament Revelation which we have written in the Epiitle to
the Hebreaws. Before thiscame, the Conicience: of the believirg Feavs,
who foughtnot Juftification by the Deeds of the Law of 57%/s, but by
the Faith of Chnift, as the end of that lozv for izl teoufress, did vet
remain obliged by the divine Authoritv 1n the Precepts ci tace
Law, ay and until that Obligation was lcoled by that fame Au-
thority, in a new Revelation, fthewing, that they ought no more to
obferve them : For the firft Chriftians, who believed the Imputa-

g W

tion of Righteoufnefs without Works, both [7eawsand Greutllos,
made a great Difference betwixt keceping divine Precepts, and leek-
ing to be juftified thereby ;5 yea, their Faith 1a Chrit for Rigate-
oufnefs, fthewed itfelf in the molt tender Repard to every divine P.c-
cept. And therefore, long after the Will of God was made krewa,
that the Geatile Difciples fhould not be circumciicd, nor keep the
peculiar Precepts of Mo/es, the Apoftles, and cther ueieviry ;-:w,

oo

il
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kept them : And even Pau/, the Apoftle of the Genriles, who cone
tended moft zealouly againft their obfervmg the Law, kept it him-
felf ; as we may fee from a Paflage in the 4 of the quﬂ/e:, where
Fames, and the Prefbyters of the Charch 1o Ferufalem, fay to him,
Thou feeft, brother, Fow many thoufands of fewvs there are which be-
licve, and they arve all zealous of the law. And they are informed of
thee, that thou teacheft all the fewvs wwhich are among the (zentiles to for-
fake Lofes, faging, that they ought not ta circaumcife children, neither
to walk after the cuflors. Do therefore this that ave fay to thee :
e have four men which bawve a wow on them; take them, and purify
thy felf awith them, and be at charges avith them, that they may //.mrve
theiv heads : and all may bnow that thofe things m*fzfreqf they avere
informed concerning thee, are nothing, but that thou thy felf” walkef?
orderly, and keepeft the law.  As touching the Gentiles ewwbich believe,
awe hawve awritten and concluded, that they obferwe no fuch thing.
Then Paul took the men, and the next day purifying bimjelf awith them,
entered into the temple, to fionify the accomplyfbment of the days of puri-
Sication, until that an offering flould be offered for exvery one of them.
By this we {fee, that Fames, and the Prefbyters in feru/alem, agree
with Pax/1in the Revelation already made, and acknowledge, with
him, that the Gentiles thould not obferve the Law ; and even the
iMultitude of believing Feavs, zealous of the Law, had no Offence
at Paul/ on this Head: And, by the Reference here made to that
Revelation, touching the Gentiles which believe, it appears, they, as
yet, knew of 1o Revelation obliging the believing Feaws to forfake
DMofes, and to obferve his pccuhar Preccpts no more than the Gezn-
$ilcs 3 yea Paul plaicly fhews he knew then of no {uch Revelation,
and declares, in the moit folemn Manner, that he had never yet
taugit the 7ews to forfake Mojes, and that he had not forfaken
him himfelf. Now, this happened at that fame Feaft of Pentecof?,
which, Epipbanius obierves, Paul kept in ferufalem. And he might
as wel ha* e faid, that his forbidding the Gentiles, in his Epiftles, to
keep nJa/e.f s Law, ouzht not to hitnder them from following his Ex-
ameple in IxC"pan it.  The Apoflles, and all the Chrithian Feavy,
obferved the Law, till they were loofed frem it, by the Revelation
written in the Epifile to the Hrlnerzw, about the Beginning of the
Fewih War, when the Deitruétion of the Temple was approach-
ing ; which mal:zes it as unlawful for the Feaws, as it was before for
the Gentiles, to {erve the Tabernacle, or keep the Law of Mofs,
But, afrer that Revelation came, it cannot be made appear, that any
Apoftle, or true Chriftian Jew, did any more oblerve any of the
peculiar Precepts of Mbjes; nor could any believing Few, after that,
regarding the Days infiituted in that Law, claim the Forbearance
that was due to them who regarded thefe Days of divine Inftitution,

before the Will of God was made known, that loofed them frol:n-
the
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the Obligation of thefe Inftitutions. And if it be not now lawful
for a Chriftian Feaw to obferve the holy Days of the Law of Mo-

Jes, much lefs is it lawfual to regard any fuch Days that God never
inftituted.

SECT. Il

Which confiders how Chriflians might fall in wery early to the keeping

of an annual Palch, avithout being led in to it by the Apofiles keeping
the Jewith Feafls. '

Rom what is faid it may appear, that the Obfervation of an
annual Paflover among Chriftians, after the Death of the Apo-
itles, did not arile from their Praltice of keeping the Feafts injoin-
ed in the Law of Mbo/es until God declared them free from the Ob-
ligation of that Law. And there appears not any thing in the A-
peftolick Writings, to give Rife to it, befide that Praltice; which,
inftead of leading Chriftians into the Obfervation of their annual
Paffover in place of the fewwsfh, would have led them to keep the
FJewyh Law and Fewzh Feafts. Yet 1t was very poflible for Chri-
ttians, both Fews and Gentiles, who had been always accuitomed
to annual Solemnities in the Religions of their Education, to think
of the Obfervation of an annual Solemuity in their new Religion,
very {oon after the Apoftles.

They all knew, that Chrift their Paffover was facrificed for them,
at the very Time of the Fewi/ Paflover ; and that he rofe again
for their Juftification on the firft Day of the Week, as the firft
Fruits of them that flept, the Morrow after the great Sabbath of
the Paflover, when the firlt ripe Sheaf was offered ; and that, being
by the right Hand of God exalted, and having received of the Fa-
ther the Promife of the Holy Ghoft, he poured out the firft Fruits
of the Spirit upon his Difciples on the firft Day of the Week, which
was the Morrow after the feventh Sabbath from the great Sabbath
of the Paflover, and the waving of the firft ripe Sheaf ; that Mor-
row after the feventh Sabbath being the very Day of Pentecofl,
which was the Feaft of firft Fruits. And they were taught by
the Apottles, even in that Epiftle which difcharges the Feaws from
the Obfervation of the Law of Mofs, and {eventh Day Sabbath,
to obferve this eighth Day, or firft Day of the Week, this other
Day, on which Jefus ceafed from his own Works, and entered into
his Reft, as the Sahbati{mm, or weekly Day of Reft, remaining to
the People of God in place of the Sabbatifm of the feventh Day :
They were led by the Apoftles to aflemble together on that Day to
break Bread; and, in the Obfervation of that and all the other In-
ftitutions of Worthip, to remember Chrift’s Incarnation, Death and

Refurreftion, and the Defcent of the Holy Ghoft. While they
L | were
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were doing this weekly, it was very natural for them, at the Sea-
fon of the Feavih Paflover and Pentecoff, to refle€t, that this was
the very Time of the Year when the great Events fell out which
they were always remembering on the firft Day of the Week, and to
confider the Day on which they were then aflembling, as the Day
of the Year whereon Chrift arofe, being the third from that where-
on he {uffered; and again, at Pemrecofl, as the Day of the Year
whereon his Entrance into his Reft was notified on Earth, by the
Defcent of the Holy Ghoft. And how eafy was it for them:, who
had been ufed to annual Solemnities in the Fewi/b or Heathenifh Re-
ligions, to incline to diftinguifh, from other Times of the Year,
thofe T'imes wherein the great Events happened, upon which their
whole Religion now depended, as well as their eternal Salvation ?
But they had nothing written to them by the Apoftles, of the

Manner wherein fuch an annual Day fhould be diftinguifhed and fo-
lemnifed: They had no other Ordinances of Worfhip left them; to be
obferved on fuch a Day, but thofe they were alieady obferving every
firft Day of the Week ; which was the only fet Day of Reft, and fet
Day of folemn Aflembling, left to them in the New Teftament Scri-
pture. And therefore they behoved to diftinguith fuch a Day to
themfelves, and make it folemn the beft way they could, borrow-
ing as much from the Solemnities of their old Religions as they
could, without the ‘fewi/b Sacrifices, and without the idolatrous
Rites of the Gentiles ;3 at the fame time referving fomething of
that Zeal and Fervor in the Chriftian Worfhip which was due
to the Lord’s Day every Week, and keeping it up for thefe annual
high Days.

~ Yet, as to the Time of the Paflover, when Chrift died and rofe
again, they did not all happen to fix upon the fame very Day for
the high Day of their annual Solemnity : For {fome, confidering the
Day before the great Fewsh Sabbath of the Paflover, as the Day
on which Chrift their Paffover was facrificed for them, made that
the great Day of the annual Solemnity, in honour to his Death, and
called that the Chritian Paffover, whatever Day of the Week it
fell upon ; while others, confidering the firt Day of the Week, the
Lord’s Day, as the Day in which they had always remembered thefe
great Events of his Death and Refurreftion, fixed upon the Lord’s
Day that followed the feawi/b Paflfover, and, holdiag that as the
Day of Chrift’s Refurreftion, made it the high Day of the annual
Solemnity, and called that the Chriftian Paflover. And hence
came the different Practice of Polycarp in Smyrna, and Anicetus in
Rome, and the great Breach that fell out after that, in the End of
the fecond Century, betwixt ViZor of Rome, and Polycrates of Ephe-
fus. Each of thele contending Parties pleaded Tradition from the

Apoftles, for the high Day of their annual Selemnity, the Paﬂ'cxecc'l.
- n
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And the very Oppofition of thefe two Traditions, thews the Agree-
ment of both Parties, that the Apoftles had left in the Churches an
unwritten Tradition, (for there can be no Plea for a written one),
that a Day fhould be obferved annually, and an annual Solemnity

kept among Chriftians, as the Chriftian Paffover, about the Time
of the Fewib Pafiover.

SECT. IV.

Shewing the Neceflity of a Warrant from the Apofiles for Palch, fro
the wery Plea of Tradition from tbems and the Fallbood of that Tra-

dition, from the manifefl ContradiZion in it, as well as Sfrom Aerl-
us's Argument.

Hen both contending Parties pleaded Apoftolick Tradition
for the Day of the Chriftian Solemnity of the Paffover, it
1s plain, this Plea, on both the Sides, went upon the Neceflity of a
Warrant from the Apoftles for the Obfervation of fuch a holy Day.
They were all agreed, that fuch a religious Solemnity i1s a Thing of
that Nature which requires Apoftolick Authority, or an Inftitution
from Jefus Chrift himfelf by his infpired Apoftles: And therefore,
having no written Tradition, either for the Thing itfelf, or the
Manner and precife Day of it, they pleaded an oral one. For, if
there was no need of Apoftolick Authority inthe Cafe; if the Church-
es had Power, in any Time after the Apotftles, to make fuch an In-
ftitution of Chriftian Religion, where was the Occafion for making
any Work or Noife about Apoftolick T'radition in the Cafe ? This
was a proper Occafion for fhewing that the Church was vefted with
this Authority, and {fo condemning any Party that took a different
Courfe from the moft eftablifhed and common Cuftom of the Church-
es, that had the beft and the moft of ecclefiaftical Authority on its
Side. Buteven Vifor, who condemned the Afrans, did not therein
{uppofe that Chriftians were to be condemned for any thing but a
‘T'ran{greflion of the Commandment of the Apoftles : And Polycrates
agreed with him ; tacitly owning, that he were indeed blame-wor-
thy, if he tranfgreffed the Apoftolick Commandment; while he
vindicated himfelf, and condemned /i&or, by Apoftolick Tradition.
Indeed Polycarp and Anicetus, who lived a little nearer the Time of
the Apoitles, found no fault with one another, did not condemn
one apnother for their different Pratices in this Matter ; being con-
{clous there was no Tranfgreflion of any Apoftolick Commandment
on either Side, as knowing no Authority in the Calfe but the Cu-
ftom of the Churches where they happened to prefide. But, when
Chriftians began to condemn one another for their different Practices
in keeping their Pa/fover, they found the Necefiity of an Apoftci:ck
Commandment todoit by : AncEi: {o Vidtor pleaded a Commarna ;nent:
Z (UIN
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from Peter and Pax/, handed down to him through little more than
a hundred and twenty Years, by a lineal Succeflion of Bifhops in
Rome, his Forefathers, who always kept the Paffover on his Day ;
while, on the other Side, Polycrates pleaded a Commandment from
the Apoftle Fobnz, handed down to him through not much more
than ninety Years, by the lineal Succeflion of the Bifhops of Ephe-
Jus, where Fobn died, his Forefathers, who, as well as Pohcarp of
%myrrm, who had {een Fobn in his Youth, kept the Pa/fover on his
ay.

Now, this being the firft remarkable Inftance wherein oral Apofto-
lick Tradition was pleaded among Chriftians as the Rule of Chriftian
Religion, letusfee what can be made of it to form our Judgment about
all other ancient T'raditions, for which we {ee not a Foundation in the
Apoftolical Scriptures. Shall we then fay, that one of thefe contra-
dictory Traditions muft be falfe ; or that either the Epbefian or the
Roman Tradition muft be true, and the other falfe ? But how fhall
we then find which to callthetrueone? Forwe cannotrejet theother
as falfe, without razing the firmeft Foundations upon which any o-
ral Tradition from the Apoftles can be eftablithed ; fo that we fhall
not leave any thing whereon to build the Truth and Certainty of
the other that we admit as true. Shall we therefore {ay, for the
Credit of the Succeffion of Bithops handing down Tradition, that
both thefe contradiftory Traditions are true ; or that the Tradition
of Viftor was the Commandment of Peter and Pau/, and that the
Tradition of Polycrates was the Commandment of Fobz? But
this is to fay, that the Apoftles have left contradiftory Command-
ments to be obferved by Chriftians: And, if we ftand not by fobx's
Command as the laft, who fhall tell us which of them to oblerve ?
for we cannot take up with any one of them, without tranfgrefling
the other Apoftolical Commandment. Shall we therefore fay,
which is the only Thing left to be faid, that both thefe T'raditions
were falfe ; or, as the Apoftles faid of a Tradition that fome Teach-
ers brought from them in Fferufalem to Antioch, That they gawve
no fuch Commandment either to the Church of Rome or Ephefus ?
"They gave no Commandment about an annual Pg/ch among Chri-
ftians. T'hat Ufage, though the moft ancient of all unfcriptural U-
{ages, has no Connexion with the Apoftles, has no Relation to their
Word, wherein the Lord prays, that they, and all that believe on
himthroughit, may beone ; and therefore fhould be rejeéted,as wholly
foreign to true Chriftian Unity, and ferving to divide them whom
Chrift would have united only by the Word of his Apottles. And,
1f that Word do not unite Chriftians, Tradition, that caufed Divi-
fions from the Beginning of its Eftablithment as a Rule, never will.

But we muft not imagine, that all Chriftians, in that Time when

the contending Parties about Eqfler agreed in oral Tradition as a
Rule
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Rule of Religion, were agreed with them on that Head : For 7¢»-
tullian informs us of fome Chriftians in thofe Days, who demanded
Scripture-authority for every thing; againft whom he pleads for
‘T'radition, from the common Pra&ices of Chriftians in his Time,
that had no Fcundation in Scripture. And it feems thofe Chrifti-
ans who made this Demand, did not find themfelves obliged to tell
wheén or how any univer{al Pratice commenced, if it came not from
the Apoftles ; but wanted to oblige the zealous Maintainers and
Promoters of {uch religious Ufages, to thew them Apoftolick writ-
ten Tradition for them. Aeriusappears to have been the fame ve-
ry Way difpofed. But he carried this Matter a little further: He
pretended to thew from the Scripture, that the Apoftles had left
a quite different Account of the Chriftian Pajch from that of an
annval Solemnity coming in place of the Fewyh; and therefore
denied that they could leave any Tradition about fuch a Pafct.
And Epipbanius cannot deny the Fa&, that the Apoftle writes of
the Chriftian Pa/ch as a different Thing ; but yet makes Aerius a
Heretick, by the Example of the Apoftle ftudying to be at Ferufa-

lemn the Day of Pentecsfi. And fo we have feen the fecond Branch
of the Jerian Herely.

CHAP Il
Of no fixed annual Fafls.

T HE third Branch of the Aerian Herely, is, That Fafis

ought not to be prefixed to certain and flated annual Days
and Solemnities, fuch as the Fafl of Lent, and of the Weck
before Palch.

Here Epiphanius mentions a Scripture which Aerizs made
ufe of to thew that Chriftians are not bound to fuch fixed Times
of Fafting. And that Scripture 1s found in Paz/’s firft Epiftle to
Timothy; where he {ays, But ave bnoav that the laav is good, f a man
ufe it lawfully ; knowing this, that the laav is not lnid to a righteous
man, but to the lawlefs and difsbedient, &:c. and if there be
any other thing that is contrary to found dofirine, according to the
glorious gofpel of the blefled God, avlich avas committed to my trufl.

The Words here, that Aerius 1s {aid to have founded efpecially
upon, are thele, The laww is not laid to a juft man. But, as we are
not informed by the Anfwer of Epiphanius, how he built upaon 1,
all that can be made of his Argument is this: That a Chriftian,
or a righteous Man, (tor the Heretick made not the Difierence be-
twixt the two that was mace in his Time), 1s not under the Law

of
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of Mofes, that obliged the Feaws to faft annually at the Time there-
in fixed 3 but under the Goipel; whichisindeed oppofite to all Un-
righteoulnefs as any thing can be, but fixes no annual ftated Time
of Falting; though it be agreeable to it to faft occafionally, or as
the proper Occafions of Fafting lead the Righteous to think it fic
for them; who are not limited to the Times of Moses’s Law, and far
lefs can they be limited by the Commandments of Men, fixing an-
nual Solemnities, with certain Days of Faiting, 1n Imitation of that
abrogated Law.

And all that can be made of the Anfwer of Epipbanius is, That,
without touching the Scripture, he oppofes only to him, the com-
mon Confent of the Chriitian World, and the Conftitution of the
Apofties, decreeing the IYaft of every Hednefday and Friday through-
out the Year, excepiing from Pajch to Penmtecoff, and of the fix
Days of Pa/-[, how nothing at all is to be taken, but Bread, Salt,
and Water.

It is odd that the Slaves of Church-authority muft always be
betraying a Confcioufnefs of the Need of Apoltolick Authority
for the religious Cuftoms that they {crupuloufly oblerve. We find
them {lill grafping at every Shadow for {ome Pretence of a Coun-
tenance to their Ulages from the Scriptures ;5 even as, when they
came firft into the Ufe of Fafting before their annual Pajch, and
f {ted forty Hours, as from the Time of Chrift’'s Death to the Time
of his Refurre€tion, they encouraged themfeives in this Ufage, by the
Countenance they imagined thisScripture gave to 1t: #'ben the bride-
gresm jcail be taken from tioem, then fhall they fafl in thofe days. But Epi-
parius here, rot fatistied in the common Confent of the Chriftian
World, and finding no Pretence from the Scriptures for his ftated
F:its, 1s fain tofeek for fome Pretence to Apoitolick Authority, by
having Recourfe to the Work of that Impoitor, who, about the
Bezinning of the fourth Century, macde a Colletion of all the In-
rovations that had taken place any where among Chriftians after
the Death of the Apoltles, throughout the {fecond and third Cen-
turies, and palmed them upon the World for Conftitutions of the
Apoities.

p.r'ind what fort of Authority is it that warrants us in faying, that
Le who eats Bread with Salt and Water, is not breaking his fait ?
When the Ancients falted on ¥ednefdays and Fridays ull thice
o' Clock in the Afterncon only, we underftand they did not break
their Faft by takirg any thing tll that Hour. And we may con-
ceive it pefiible for them to keep the Pajthal Faft while it lafted
bu: fortv Hours: But, when it extended to {ix Days, and at laft to
f.riy Days, there was then a Neceflity for making an Alteration
in the verv Nature and Notion of Fafting, or Abftinence from
Foco; wrich was aiwiys effential in Fafting, whatever elfe beiongc-l-

€
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ed to it. For, though they pretended to imitate the Lord falting
forty Days before his entering on his publick Mimftry, as Moses
did at the giving of the Law by him; and though the Promoters
of fuch Inftitutions as this, boatted of Miracles, as ferving to coun-
tenance them : yet they were not pofieffed of miraculous Power e-
nough to make the Appointment of a Faft of forty Days, or even
of fix Days, effcétual upon the Chriftian World, nor had they In-
fluence enough to obtain common Confent to it. But they had as
much Influence upon the Chriftian World, as to obtain their Conient
to an Alteration of the Notion and Nature of Fafting, which they
thought themfelves poffefled of a Power to make. The Clergy
are capable of doing great Things, and marvellous in the Sight of
Men, by means of Diftinftions. Some of them have Diftinctions
ready to fupport us in believing them, telling us fuch Stories as thefe,
That one held his Head in his Teeth, or that one held his Body in his
Hand, and the like. And, as Diftin&@ions have ferved all forts of
‘them much, in making void the Commandments of God to efta-
blifh their own T'radition, they had an eafy Diftinétion here ready ta
{erve them in the Matter of their Fafls, wherein they have efpeci-
ally difplayed their Authority : For, whereas Fafting, if it be any
thing at all that can be feen, is Abftinence from Meat, it was the
eafieft Thing in the World, to diftinguifh betwixt a rota/ and a par-
tial Abftinence, and fo to make the partial to be fafting, as well as
the total. 'Thus eating Bread with Salt and Water only, came to
be {trit religious Fafting. And thus they made Room for the brighteft
Difplay of ecclefiaftical Authority and Power: For now they had
Power to command Men to faft while they were eating, and to per-
mit and allow them to eat while they were fafting. But, as they
do not fhew their Authority and Power f{ufficiently, but where it
incroaches upon the divine, and in his Name too, they have made
void the divine Apoftolick Commandment, that takes away all Dif-
tin€tion of Meats of God’s Creatares, forbidding nothing but the
Blood ; aund, by their own Authority, have eftablifhed a new Dif-
tin€tion of Meats, which God hath created to be received with
Thankfgiving. And fo they have given a Commandment, where-
by it is unlawful, without their Leave, to eat Flefh, while it is law-
ful and right to eat Fifh, throughout the whole Faft of forty Days.
Thefe reiigious Eaters of Fifh, who think it a Sin to eat Flefh in
the Seafon of their Faft, yet, for the moft part of them, think 1t
15 nothing to eat the Blood, when they may lawfully eat Fleih.
And though fome of this fort of Chriftians {cruple at the Blocd,
yet this Scruple arifes not fo much from the Apoftolick Command-

ment, {for then they would regard it in other Things), as from the
‘T'radition of their Ancients.

Dut
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But here it thall be faid, Why is all this Clamour and Noife rai-
fed upon nothing but the Senfe of the Word Fafling 7 Has it any
other Foundation but the fixing of the Idea of total Abftinence to
that Word ? And that not agreeably to the Scripture either: For,
was not Daniel fating, when he ate no pleafant Bread, nesther came
Flefh nor Wine in his Mouth, neither did he anoint himfelf at all,
till thrce whole Weeks were fulfilled ? And is it not faid exprefsly,
that the Men of Fabeh fafled feven Days, when they buried the Bones
of Sax! and his Sons ?

And to this 1t fhall be anfwered, That, if there be any Fault in
fixing the Idea of total Abitinence to Fafling, the Scripture muft be
charged with it. For it fays not at all, that Danie/ fafted in the
three full Weeks of his Mourning: Nor fays it, that the Men of
Fabeh-gilead fafted from the Beginning of their {even Days till
they were finifhed ; for then, according to Scripture-ftile, it muft
have been faid, they fafted {feven Days and feven Nights; as 1s faid
of Eflber and her People fafting, neither eating nor drinking three
Days, Night nor Day. For, when the Fewvs fafled a Day, their
Faft endea at Sun-fet; and fo the Men of Fabe/h might eafily faft
feven Days, while yet they could not falt feven Days and feven
Nights, like as Mofes was, at the receiving of the written Law which
he gave to Jrael, forty Days and forty Nights neither eating Bread
nor drinking Water ; and as our Lord is faid to have fafted in the
Wildernefs forty Days and forty Nights ; which is pretended to be
1mitated 1n taking, not Flefth, but Fifh, or let it be but Bread, Salt,
and Water, from the Beginning of their forty Days, till they be all fi-
nithed. But, though it cannot appear from the Scripture, that a
Man fafts who takes any thing in the Way of Meat or Drink;
who would flirive with them about the Ule of a Word, if there were
no fuch Thing built upon it as a T'radition and Commandment of
‘Men making void a Commandment of God ? And indeed we had
need to lock well about us, as to the Ufe and Application of Scri-
pture-words : For the Corruptions of Chniftian Religion, and the In-
novations that have been made in 1t fince the Days of the Apotftles,
have always been promoted and maintained by perverting and mif-
ufing Scnpture Words and Names.

CHAP.



CHAP. IV.
Of no Prayers for the Dead.

SECT. L

BVhich treats of the firfi Ufe that Epiphanius finds for Prayers for the
Dead. :

HE N Aerius denied, that Prayers are to be poured out
\)‘; and made for the Dead, he fupported himfelf in this
| Denial, by alledging, in the f-/ place, That our Prayers
can be of no Ufe to them in that State: For, 1t feems, it was his
Perfuafion, that they who had lived and died in Unbelief, and o in
a State of Condemnpation, could receive no more Refrefhment or
Eafe of their Pain in that State, by means of our Prayers, than the
rich Man’s Soul] in the Parable had, or could receive from his Fa-
ther Abrabam and Lazarus; and that they who had died in the
Faith, and fo in a State of juftification, cannot, through our Pray-
ers, receive, in the feparate State, any Addition to that Comfort
wherewith they are comforted in the blefsful Sight and Prefence of
the Lord Jefus; and, whereas their Bodies are to be taken into his
Reft at the Refurreftion of the Juft, and they are then to ftand in
their Lot in his Kingdom, according to their Works done in the
Body before they died, they can receive no Benefit in that Refurre-
étion from any Works done or Prayers poured out for them after
their Death. And thus Aerius, or any other Man who cannot ftand
a Moment upon Scruples about the Benefit that the living Saints,
who are in the T'rial of Faith, may receive from his Prayers, might
yet confidently deny, that the Dead in Chrift have any need of
his Prayers, or can have any Advantage by them.

Epiphanius, in anfwer to this firft Objetion of Aerius, finds him-
felf obliged, in not very few Words, to point out the Ufefulnefs of
. Prayers for the Dead ; and he condefcends on three Ufes of them.

The fir/? of them is, That fach Prayers are ufeful asa Teftimo-
ny of our Faith concerning the Life of the Saints with the Lord.
And this muft be confidered as the Ufe he afligns for reciting-the
Names of the Dead in the Prayers, to perfuade thofe that are pre-
fent that the Souls of the Dead are ftill alive, and to let us fee that
there is gaod Hopes of thofe that are dead. |

But this can never be thought of as a Reafon why any Petitions

{hould be put up for the DeadFin our Prayers: For, if we teftify
our
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our Faith of their living with the Lord, this is a plain Declaration
and Confeflion, that they do not need our Prayers for them, as be-
ing beyond our State of Probation, and at reft with the Lord, as
much as they can be before their Budies be taken into his Reft at the
Refurre€tion. It is not charged upon Aerius, that he, in the leaft,
denied the Prayers of all Sazints for the fecond Appearing of the
Lord Jefus, and the Redemption of the Bodies of the whole Church
in the Refurretion of the Juft. But as, it feems, he thought that
the Saints, in that Refurrettion, muft enjoy Chrnift’s Reward, ac.
cording to each one’s Works done before Death, even his Works
of Charity ; he could not be perfuaded, that any one of them could,
then, enjoy one whit more of that Reward, through any Prayers
that can be made or poured out for them after they are dead, and
all theit Works are finifhed that fhall be recompenfed in the Re-
furreftion of the Juft. And{o he was clear to fay, that our Pray-
ers can be of no Ule to the departed Saints, either as confidered in
the feparate State wherein they are living with the Lord, or as con-
{idered in the State of the Refurretion, wherein Chrift will give his
own Reward to every one of hisSaints, according as his Works done
in the Body fhall then be found to be. We mutt not fuppofe, as{ome
would do, that either Aerius, or any other who agrees with him on
this Head, makes no Difference betwixt the feparate State of the
Spirits of juft Men, and the State of the Refurrettion. For who ever
{aid that thefe two States are the fame? Is it not confefled, that Jefus
Chrift himfelf 1s expeting till his Enemies be made his Footftool?
And can they who acknowledge this, deny, that the Spirits of juft
Men, living with him, are in a State of Hope and Expetation, e-
ven while they deny that they can receive from our Prayers any
Addition to their Joy of that Hope in the {eparate State? So that,
while every Chriftidn joins in the common Prayer of all Saints
in Heaven and Earth, for the glorious Appearance of Chrift, and
the Refurreftion of the Juft, it is very idle to be telling us of the
Difterence betwixt the {eparate State, and the State of the Refur-
reftion, as if that could fhew us the Ufefulnefs of the Prayers for
the Dead, which Zerius denied. One of thofe who infift on the
Difference to this Purpofe, is very diverting in his Manner of de-
fcribing it. He would thew us the Happinefs of Souls in the {epa-
rate State, confilting in a joyful Retrofpe€ upon their paft La-
bouwts, and Holinefs of their Lives, (here fuppofe the Thief on the
Crofs now in Paradife), and in a certain Profpe&t of their future
i1fs, rather than in a full Participation of their ultimate Reward,
And he would thew us thefe fame happy Refle&ers on the Labouts
of their holy Lives, when they pafs out of that State at the Refur-
reCtion, the Time of their full Recompence, not at all confcious of
their A€tions for which their Judge fhall then reward them with
that
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that {fame Reward, in the Profpe& of which they were before right
happy. But how is it that they are not confcious of thefe A&ions,
thefe paft Labours, upon which they had fuch a joyful Retrofpe&t
in the feparate State ? Why, it feems they come out of that State
1ignorant of this, that Chrift efteems what is done to the leaft of his
Brethren, as done to himfelf. He brings them out of that State,
not as yet acquainted with this Goodnefs and Conde{cenfion of the
Lord, which every Believer of the Scripture on Earth, and every
Worker of the Works of Charity, knows very well. This learned
Doctor, interpreting Scriptute to us, and fhewing us the Bleflednefs
of feparate Souls, can tell us no more of the Bleflednefs of the Man
to whom the Lord imputeth Righteoufnefs without Works, than a
Heathen Poet entertaining us with a Fable of his E/fian Fields,
He has no Notion to give vs of the Happinefs of feparate Souls,
and even the Souls of Infants, in the Prefence of the Lord, parta-
king with him, as joint Heirs, in the Light of the Father’s Counte-
nance, that Fulnefs of Joy in his Prefence, and thofe eternal Plea-
fures at his right Hand, wherein is rewarded that one Obedience
whereby they are all made righteous, as it will alfo be further in
the Refurretion at his Appearing and hisKingdom, andyet further
after the laft Judgment, when all Things are made new, and all
Chrift’s People, as joint Heirs with him, fhall inherit the new
Heavens and the new Earth. And with this thofe only are truly
acquainted, who, being made the-Sons of God by Faith in Chrift
Jelus, receive the Spirit of Adoption, giving them a lively Senfe of
his fatherly Love and Favour, through the Righteoufnefs of his Son,
wherein they believe: For thisis the very Beginning and the Ear-
neft of all the Chniftian Happinefs. But necither has this E/ fran
Do&or any Notion to give us of the Relaticn that the Works of
Chriftian Faith and Charity have to him who was delivered for ous
Offences and raifed again for our Juftification, nor any Notion of
the Connexion of thefe Works with the Reward of his Righteouf-
nefs in the Refurre@ion of the juftified by Faith, who fhall then all
partake with him of that Reward as Brethren and joint Heuts, e-
very one according to his Works of Faith in that Righteoufnefs,
and of Love to it. He is as ignorant of the Relation of thefe
Works to his Righteoufnefs, and of their Connexion with his Re-
ward, as his E/yflans are when they come up from that State.  Baut,
leaving him and them to be as happy as the Retrofpeét of their palt
Labours and Holinefs of their Lives, and the Profpeét of a Reward
futtable to them, can poflibly make them, we muft return to Eps-
phanius.

And, if what he fays of departed Saints living with the Lord,
were to be underftood of that Life, whereof they had the Beginning
and Foretafte while they lived by the Faith of Chrift, and now, {ee-
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ing him, and being prefent with him where he is in Heaven, they
enjoy; partaking there with him 1n that Light of his Father’s Coun-
tenance, that full Senie of his Favour and Love wherewith he is
made moft bleflfed for ever, and which 1s the moft proper Life that
can be thought of for the Soul of a Man ; this would be an Argu-
ment againft their ftanding in any manner of Need of our Prayers,
and fo againft the Ufefulnefs of thefe Prayers for them. But it 1s
to be feared, his living with the Lord is another Thing: For it
is his Opinion, that all the Dead, except thofe who rofe with the
Lord, are abfent from him ; and {fo he encourages thofe who can
now affirm, that even the higheft of the departed Saints, the blei-
fed Virgin herfelf, is not yet admitted into Heaven; in exprefs
Contradiftion to Pax/, confidently aftirming, from his certain Know-
ledge, that he, and others baving the Earneft of the Spirit, would
have a Manfion there upon the Diffolution of the Body, and, when
they were abfent from the Body, be prefent with the Lord. But the
Faith that Epiphanius would have to be tellified in Praycrs for the
Dead, is not the Faith of what is faid in the Apofiolick Writings
concerning the State of the Souls of Saints departed. His Faith of
their living, is indeed a Belief that they are not annihilated, but li-
ving {till in lome dark Place of painful Defires and Longings for
being acquitted in the Judgment, where they are {equeitrated till
the Day of Judgment, and where they may be refrefhed with fome
fort of Vifits from the Lord, and enjoy Happinefs in various De-
grees ; the higheft of thofe Degrees being ftill much more inferior to
the Happinefs of Heaven, than it is {uperior to any Happinels 1n
this World. And this Belief concerning the Life of Saints de-
parted, may indeed be teftified in Prayers for them: For fuch a
Place and State of the Saints departed, is very confiftent with therr
need of Prayers to be poured out for them, and with the Ufefulnels of
thefe Prayers. But this Faith has no Connexion with the Word of
the Apoftles; no Foundation in their Scriptures, except the Names
of Hades, and Abrabam’s Boforn, and Paradife, which have been
borrowed from them, and applied to this Heathenifh Place of Shades:
Yor the true Foundation of this Faith lies in that ancient Forgery,
the Books of the §:iby/s, which began to appear about the End of the
Reign of Antoninus Pius, who died about the Year of our Lord 161.
The Villain who makes thefe Heathen Prophetefles, the Sibyls, te-
fity concerning Chrift, Hades, and the Judgment, was, it feems,
very full of Hades; for he derives Adam’s Name from Hades. And
the fimple Fathers, who were glad of the Teftimony of the Siby/s to
Chriftianity, as it was laid in the Work of this Impoftor, and open-
ly pleaded this Teftimony, fucked in with it this new Notion of the
deparate State among Chriftians, very different from the Apoftolick
Notion of 1t, but altogether agreeable to the Heathen Notion olg lthe

acC
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Place of Shades. But, as Aerius had nothing to do with this Siy%
line Faith, he could never perceive the Ufe of teflifying it, in Pray-
ers for any who were believed to live in that Sibylline Place.

SECT. IL

Which fhewws that the neaw Sort of Corre/pondence avith deﬁarted Saints
after the Death of Polycarp, and the newv Place affigned them to-
ward the End of the fecond Century, avas awholly unknoavn to the
Apofiles and firfi Chrifiians, and had no Connexion «with the Scri-

p!!t!‘!.f-

Fter the Death of Polycarp, which happened in the Year of our
A Lord 167, the Church 1n Smyrma gives an Acccunt of his
Iortyrdom, 1n a Letter to thofe of Pontus; and, after telhng a
marvellous Story of fome very ftrange Ciicum{tances of his Death,
they fay, they carried away his Bones, being more valuable than
the moft precious Stones, and more pure than Gold, which they
buried in a Plice where they affembled tovether to celcbrate with
Joy and Chearfulnefs the Day of his Martyrdom; thus honouring
the Memory of thofe that have fought gloricu{ly for the Defence of
their R:ligion, and to confirm and iaftruét others by fuch Exampies.
And, at the fame time, they take care to vindicate them{elves from
the Charge of worfhipping him, which their Enemies wanted to
fix upon them, declaring, that they worfhipped only Jelus Chnit,
becaufe he is the Son of God.

One would think that the Martyrdom of Stephenn was as great
an Occafion for commencing a Practice of this Xind, as that of Po-
/ycarp, even though all the marvellous Siory told about it were
true. But no fuch Thing as this was once thought of on that Occa-
fion. 'The devout Men that carried him to his Burial, and made
geat Lamentation for him, took no fuch Purpofe as this in their

eads, about the Burial-place of Stcpler. And this Bufinefs about
Poly¢arp muft be looked on as the Commencement and firlt Begin-
ning of the Pratice of celebrating the Memory of Martyrs, cn the
Anniverfaries of their Martyrdom, which they called thenr Eirth-
days, with Panegyricks upon them, like as the Greeks had uied to
make on their illuftrious Men ; and as the Beginning of their hold-
ing their religious Aflemblies at the Places of their Barial, and of
their making honourable Mention of them in their Prayers; which
 Hertullian {feems to call making Oblations for. them.  And this new
Kind of Correfpondence with tiie Dead, and Iioncur done them ¢n
the Earth, was attended with the S:éy//sne Faith, about their bitua-
tion in the feparate State, very confiftent with ti:eir Need of Prayers
to be poared out for them by the Living : For, abont the End of this

fecond Century, they began to Ipeak of thefe Prayers; and thele
| arc
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are the Ends and Ufes of them that they fpake of, viz. To obtain
for thefe Souls, Light, Quiet from Satan’s Infults, Retrefhment in
their pamful Thirlt of Defires, a happy Refurrettion and Introdu-
&ion into Heaven. And thus, while they contrived new Ways of
exalting them en the Earth, which was a new Incitement to the {uf-
fering of Martyrdom, thata Chriftian {hould not with to have been
the Apoftolick Motive, they, at the {ame time, depreflied them
in the feparate State, and brought them down from the heavenly
Prefence of the Lord, to a low dark Place; which, to make it Chri-
ftian, they called Abralanm’s Bofom, and the Place of the Prophets,
and Paradije, from which they were not to be introduced cr admit-
ted into Heaven, till after the Judgment ; though it rmght be much
more eafily thewed from the Scriprures, that Heaven, which muft
contain Jefus till the Times of Reltitution of all 'Things, is their
Place before that Reilituticn, than after 1t.  And now this new
Motive to Martyrdom, which he who bclieves the Teitimony of
the Apoftles, mult be afiured was unknown to them, planly {et a-
fide that firft gocd old one which animated Chriftians 10 undergo
Martyrdom in the Time of the Apoitles, and which we may {up-
pole influenced Polycarp himfelf. It was this:—TLough our cutavard
s1an perifh, yet the inavard is rencxved day by day. For our light af-
Jlickion, awbich is but for a moment, workcth for us a far more excecd-
ing eternal aeipht of glory 5 avhile w:e look not at the things which
wre feen, but at the things avhich arc not feen: for the things wwbich
are fecrn, are temporal s but the things avbich ave not feer, are eternal.
1o e know, that, if our earthly loufe of tabernacle aere diffolved,
ave have a luilding of God, a hsufe not made avith hands, eternal in
2/¢ beavens.  For in this ave grone earnefily, drfiring to be clothed up-
on awith our habitation awhich is of beaven : if jo be that being clotied,
ave fhall mt be found naked. For ave that are in the tabernacle do
grone, being burdened : awberein ave are not avilling to be unclothed,
but tobe clethed upon, that mortality might be fwalloaved up of life. Noaw
be that hath avrought us for the [elf fame thinz, is Gud, who alfo hath
given unto us the earnefl of the Spirit. 1berefore always confident,
and knowing that, being at home in the body, we are abfent from the
Lord : (for ae avalk by faith, not by fight.] Now ave are confident,
and are well pleafed ratber to be abfent from the body, and te be at home
auith the Lord.  Wherefore awe are alfo ambitious, eitber being pre-
Jent, or being abfent, to be acceptable to bim. This firlt and neareft
Hepe, for which they found God had begun to form them, and
whereof they had the Earveft, as weli as the Hope of the Refurre-
&ion, and Regard to the Judgment {eat, which was further off, and
which the Apoftle alio {peaks of in that Paflage, was that which
moved and animated the Apofiles and firft Chriftians boldly to {af-

fer for Chrift, and undergo Martyrdom. But they were far from
being
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being moved with any Ambition of being honoured either with ci-
vil or religious Honour in this World, by the Living after their
Death. And, if their Words can tell us their Mind, we may be
very {ure, nothing could be farther from their Mind than this, that,
when they fhould be abfent from the Body, they would then be
ftill abfent from the Lord, in fome dark Place, where, being lia-
ble to Satan’s Infults, they would grone, being burdered, as having
arxious painful Defires of Acquitment in the Judgment, and Ad-
mittance into Heaven, fo as to need the Prayers of the Living, for

Light, Quiet and Refrefhment, for Acquitment in the Judgment,
and Introdufion into Heaven at 1aft, to them.

The Apoftle:, and Chriftians in their Time, knew of no Place for
God’s whole Family, but either Heaven, his Dwelling-place, the
Houfe of that Family ; or Earth, where they were fojourning, as
Strangers, in the Body, as in a Tabernacle; expeting, upon the
Diffolution of that Tabernacle, to be at home, in a Manfion of
their heavenly Father’s Houfe, befide the Lord Jefus; there {eeing
him, with whom they had, c¢ven now on the Earth, a Corre{pond-
ence by Faith, entering into the holieft of all by his Biood. And,
being eftranged from the Things of this Earth, and {eeking the
Things above, where Jefus fat on the right Hand of God, they
looked upon themfelves as Citizens of Heaven, Fellow-citizens in
that heavenly Feru/alemm with the Saints of the Old Teftament,
who had died in the Faith of that Promife which they now be-
lieved to be performed in Jefus Chrift, and whereof they were Par-
takers with them. They knew by Revelation, and believed, that
thofe Satnts were perfeted in Heaven, by becoming Partakers with
Jelus in his Inheritance there, by becoming Members of the Body
whereof he living there is the Head, and by fharing with him in
the Promifle of Blefiednefs there; and they knew, that they were
not thus perfected in Heaven without them, who were Believers on
Earth, not only Fews, but Gentiles alfo, partaking with them, as
being Fellow-heirs and of the fame Body, and joint Partakers of
that Promide 1n Chnift by the Gofpel. So thefe Saints in Heaven
were not perfefted there without them.

‘They plainly fuppofed thefe Saints to have been in Heaven, be-
fore Jefus rofe from the Dead, and afcended there: For, as they
knew that God had taken up Enoch and Elias bedily 1into his Dwel-
ling-place in Heaven, they knew vothing to hinder the Spirits of

jult Men from being the'e in company with them ; even as they
" knew that Msfes, who died and was buried, was in company with
Efias, who never died, converfing with Jefus at the Transhgura-
tion. And Paxz/ knew nothing to hinder his being in the third
Heaven, (which he makes the {ame with Paradifc), and converfing
there out of his Body, as well as in it., And why fhould they,

who
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who believe that the Angels, thofe heavenly Spirits, converfed fa-
miliarly with Men upon the Earth by a Vehicle fit for that Par-
pofe, yet think it any way ftrange, that the Spirit of a juft Man,
upon the Diffolution of his Bedy, fhould have a fit Manfion in
Heaven, God’s Dwelliug-place, and converfe with the Inhabitants
there ? When Abrabam, the Fiiend of God, expired, he had no
other Fathers to go to in the feparate State, wherein all earthly Re-
lations are diflolved, he had no other People to be gathered unto,
but thofe who had gone before him in the Faith of the Promife of
Clirift, the Head of the Woinan's Seed. Unto thefe Children of
Goed, cternally diftinguithed from the Seed of the Serpent, who
fhall never fee Light, Abrakam was gathered, in the Dwelling-
plice of the:r Father, when he died. And, confidering him as
the Father of "all the Faithful that came after him in the Belief of
that Promite, Iu thy fecd fhall all the nations of the earth be bleffed ;
and of all that believe the Performance of 1t in Chrift, as the Go-
frel teflifies 5 nothing could be fitter to exprefs the Happinefs of
the depaited Soul of an Heir of that Promife, before Chrift afcended
into Heaven, nothing could be fitter to reprefent the heavenly Fe-
Licity of fuch a Soul, than the Way of {peaking that the Lord ufes
1n the Parable concerning the rich Man and Lazarus: For there
he reprefents Lazarus, as carried by the Angels, the Inhabitants of
Heaven, into Abrabam’s Bofom, and there comforted, as a Son in the
Bofom of his Father, partaking intimately with that Father in his
Happinefs, who was {uppofed by the Hearers of that Parable to be
the happieft Soul with God. And, as the heavenly Blifs is repre-
fented by a Feaft, Lazarus is reprefented in the Parable, as at that
Feaft with 4dbrabam, and leaning on his Befom ; as Fobn, the be-
loved Difciple, did on Jefus, at the Pa/chal/Supper. But he fets it
before the Thief on the Crofs, in this Manner, Thou fbalt be WI1TH
ME in paradife ; and now, when he is afcended from the Dead to
his ‘T'hrone on the right Hand of God, the heavenly Happinefs of
departed Saints is exprefled by being avith Chriff ; as be prays to
his Father, Ttat they may be avith me awwbere 1 am, that they may be-
bold my glory awbich thou bhafl given me. And f{o Stcphen, the firf
Martyr after Chrift’s Refurre&ion, was encouraged at his Death by
the Vifion of the Glory of God in Heaven, and of fe¢fus flanding
on the right Hand of God, as ready toreceive his departing Soul there;
which he accordingly commended into his Hands, faying, Lord fe-
fus, receive my fpirit.

T'he Spirits of juft Men before Chrift afcended, however hap-
py they were in Heaven, God's Dwelling-place, were there in a
State of Expetation, as Jefus Chrift and all the Saints with him are
now expecting till his Enemies be made his Footftool; for then they

were waiting for the Performance of the Promife of Chrift, in th;
Fait
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Faith and Hope of which they fojourned as Strangers on Earth,
defiring the heavenly Country : And they did not receive this Pro-
mife till they faw Chrift alive from the Dead in Heaven. Thus
Abrabam was not perfe&ed in receiving the Promife of the Seed in
whom all the Nations of the Earth are bleffed, till he fag Jefus in
Heaven alive from the Dead, and beheld him receiving™®f the Fa-
ther that Promife of the Holy Ghoft, which he then fhed forth on
all his Saints in Heaven, as alfo upon Believers on the Earth, Gex-
tiles as well as Fews. When Abrabam {aw this Charch of Nations
coming into Being, and forming into one Body in Chrift its Head ;
and when he found himfelf, as a Member of it, partaking of the
Promife of the Spirit, which is the Blefling of Abrabam, the fame
which the Gentiles received through Faith: then he was perfelted ;
¢. e. as the Apoftle expiains it, he received the Promife, which he
had not till then received. And this was not without Believers of
all Nations, without Difference, fharing with him in the fame
Thing: So he, without them, was not made perfet. In like man-
ner, David fojourned on Earth and died in the Faith and Hope of
the Promife of Chrift his Son, who was to reign on the right Hand
of God, whofe Kingdom was to be eftablifhed before him after his
Days were fulfilled. All his Salvation and Defire was in this Pro-
mife. But he did not receive it, and fo was not perfeted in the A-
poftle’s Senfe, till Jefus afcended to his Throne on the Father’s right
Hand, and {at there to rule in the midft of his Enemies, till they be
his Footftool: Nor was he thus perfeted by receiving the Promife,
without Believers on Earth partaking with him as Fellow-fubjeéts
in the blefled Kingdom of his Lord. The firft Chriftians, in this
View of the Thing, which the Apoftles gave them, and which 1s
ftill plain in their Writings, could have no Thought of what is now
alledged, That departed Saints are not admitted into Heaven till af-
ter the Day of Judgment, nor introduced there without the Prayers
of the Living for them, from which alfo they receive Benefit in
the mean Time. For they knew, that, by their Connexion with
Jefus, they were Citizens of the heavenly ferufalem; and fo aflo-
ciated with the Spirits of juft Men made perfe&, and with the in-
numerable Company of Angels, in that City of the living God : For,
tho’ they did not believe that Dawvid afcended bodily into Heaven,
without feeing Corruption in the Grave, as Jefus alcended, becaufe a
Part of the Evidence on which they believed Jefus to be the Chniit
foretold by Daw:id, lay upon this; yet they were well perfuaded,
‘that Daw:d’s Soul, in the feparate State, was in the {fame Situation
‘with the Spirits of other juft Men, which they firmly believed to
be heavenly. And, if they looked on them{elves as Fellow-citi-

zens of Heaven, where they were éonverﬁng by Faith, while living
on
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on the Earth; they alfo expected to be in Heaven when they died,
there feeing that which they now believed.

In this Apoftolical View of Things, we may be very certain, no
Tradition couid come from the Apoftles or Chniftians of the firft
Age, for that fort of Correfpondence with the Dead that Tertul/ian
fpeaks of,"and for which, he himf{elf owns, there is no Rule that we
fhall Aind 1n the Scripture. The Faith he fpeaks of, is the {fame that
received the Books of the Siby/s, and their Teftimony concerning
Jefus Chrift, Hades, and the Judgment; and the Cuftom which
confirmed this T'radition, and was obferved by this Faith, had no
Place among Chriftians, till after the Death of Polycarp. For it
can never be faftened upon the Apoftle Fobn, by thefe Words of 7er-
tullian, ¢ Tradition will be given you for the Author, Cuftom the
¢¢ Confirmer, and Faith the Obferver:” Though it be aflerted, that
Tertullian, who lived within lefs than an hundred Years after the
Death of St. fobn, profefles, that his Generation had received it
from that before them ; and though they fhould believe this, who
receive this new Tranflation of his Words, * 'They ftand upon the
¢ Bottom of Tradition, Cuftom confirms them, and one Genera-
«¢ tion follows them upon the Credit of what went before.”” Where
had the Chriftian Religion been, if it had been left to ftand upon
‘T'radition, committed to fuch faithful Men!

SECT. Il

Containing an Account of Hades, and likeawife of the Place of a de-
parted Soul. |

Hddes is a Scripture-name, a Greek Word, by which the Sepzu-
agint renders the HebreawvSueoL; for which our Engli/FTran{-
Jation has fometimes the Grawe, and fometimes He//. It 1s no
more the Name of any Place with Gates, than 1t 1s the Name of
a voracious Monfter with infatiable Appetite and wide extended
Jaws. Hades is a Name for the State of the human Soul feparate
from its own Body, which commences at Death, when a Man ex-
pires. 'This State is the Confequent of Sin, by which Death en-
tered into the World ; and, without the Hope that comes by Chrift,
behoved to have been eternal and very diimal. The Entrance in-
to this feparate State, by leaving the Light of this World, and de-
{cending from the higheft Elevations in Life, unto Death, wherein
the King and the Beggar are equal, and both as low as they can be;
even there is the Mouth of Hades; where they who are moft ele-
vated in this Life, are for moft part the loweft : And indeed, with-
out Chrift, there is no Exaltation nor Happinefs to be thought of
in it. 'The Profpe& of Hades, to Adam after he finned, and before
he had the Promife of Chrift, muft have been very diimal: For

he
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" that Revelation thews us two Sorts of Men in Hades, the Seed of
& the Woman and the Seed of the Serpent, the Juft and the Unjuft ;
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he behoved then to think of a Soul alienated from God, and con-
{cious of the irreparable Lofs of his Favour, wherein i1s Life, and,
m _this Cafe, ceafing for ever to aét in the Body into which God
mf{pired it, and having no more Enjoyment in it.

But the Revelation to fallen Man concerning Chrift, has changed
that firlt Profpe€t of Hades. For, in the fir/? place, whereas it was
originally the fame for all Men appointed to die by Adam’s Sin,

who equally return to the Duft of Death, but are far from being
equal in Hades. And, in the zext place, that Revelation thews us,
the State of the human Soul feparate from the Body, which is cal-
led Hades, fhall not be eternal ; for there fhall be a Refurre€&ion of
the Dead, both of the Juft and Unjuft: And, when every human
Soul 1s again united to its own Body, there 1s an End of Hades.
And yet further, while Hades remains, the Revelation concerning
Chrift changes the Profpett of it, both as to the Juft and the Un-
juft who are in it : For, whatever Differences there may be among
Men 1n this Life who go to Hades, there are only two Sorts of
Men to be found in Hades, and who fhall be brought out of it by
the Power of Chrift’s Refurrettion ; the Seed of the Woman, who
are juft through their Head, the Son of God made of 2 Woman,
through whom they are the Children of God; and the Seed of the
Serpent, the Unjuft, who are of their Father the Devil; the one
to be faved from Death by the Power of his Refurrection, and thé
other to be punifhed in a fecond Death by that {ame Power. Now,
Chnift has changed the original Profpeét of Hades to us, as to both
thefe Sorts of human Souls in it.

For, firft, as to the Seed of the Woman, whom Adam called 2/e
Living, in diftinétion from the Serpent’s Seed, when he gave to the
Woman the Name of 2be Mother of all Living, and upon whom the
Sentence of Death goes no further thavn, returning to the Duft;
Chrift fhews them 1n Hades, happy as Adam was in Paradife before
Sin entered, by which he was banifhed from it. Now, his Life in
Paradife, without which no Enjoyment there could have any thing
of a blefsful Relifh to him, confifted in loving the Lord his God
with all his Heart, Soul and Mind, and in his lively peaceful Con-
{cioufnefs of his Creator’s Love and Favour. T'his made him an
innocent Man, which he could not be with the leaft Air of Aliena-

- tion from God, and happy with the Happinefs proper to Man, in

diftinétion from the Beafts in Paradife. 'T'here was fome faint Re-
prefentation of this, in the Life that the Nation of //iae/ enjoyed
in the promifed Land, the Land of Canaan, while they were obe-
dient to the Letter of their Law, and cleaved to their God in op-
pofition to all Idols: Xor that which made them happy in the Pof-

G2 {eflion
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{feflion and Enjoyment of all the good Things of that Land, was, that
they looked on them as Teftimonies of the peculiar Love and Fa-
vour of their God, who gave them that good Land, and affured
them of a pleafant Life in it, in cleaving to him; as, on the other
hand, that which made them miferable under the Sword, Famine,
and Peftilence, or the violent or untimely Death threatened in their
Law, was, that they behoved to look on thele Things as the Signs
of the Difpleafure and Wrath of their God againft them. And fo
we find the Happinefs of Paraadife, and that of Canaan’s Land, made
an Emblem of the Happinels we expeft by Jefus Chrift ; who,
as Man, was once tn Mifery, by the hiding of the Father’s Face
from him; for the Sins of his People, and 15 now meoft bleffed for
ever, by the brighteft Light of his Countenance lifted up upon him :
For this is the Mifery, and this is the Happinefs, proper to the
Soul of Man, as he ftands diftinguifhed from all other Animals.
Now, as Man, being once alienated from God, and having loft the
Senfe of his Favour, can never be reftored to the divine Favour,
and regain the Senfe of it, wherein Happinefs lies, but only through
Jefus Chrift the Righteous, the Son of God, in whom the Father is
well pleafed, and 1n whom alone God appears in that View where-
in a Sinner can be engaged to love him; Men are reftored to the
Favour of God, only in.the Way of believing in him. We pafs
trom Death to Life, in believing, and being juitified by Faith, 7. e.
not by what we do, but by what we believe Chrift has done, we have
Peice with God, and rejoice in hope of his Glory : We love God,
as he appears gracious and juft in reconciling us to himfelf, when
Enemies, by the Death of his Son; and we joy in God, through
fefus Chrift, by whom we have received the Reconciliation. But,
after all, while we are in the T'rial of Faith, and fighting the Fight
of Faith, which is as long as this Life lafts, our Love to God, as re-
conciled 1n Chrift, is not pure, and unmixed with any Alienation,
nor is our Senfe of the divine Favour through Chrift, unclouded al-
together, as Adam’s Love to God, and Conf{cioufnefs of his Favour,
was in Paradile, before his Sin for which he was ejefted: And fo
we cannot be, in this Senfe, in Paradife while we live. But, that
Day we expire, Chrift thews Believers in him they fhall be in Para-
dife. And {urely they who believe, that true Chriftians, who fhall
be found alive at the coming of Chrift, thall then be, in a Moment,
in the twinkling of an Eye, changed both in Sou) and Body, fo as
to be in that Inftant fit to inherit the Kingdom of God, can have
no Difliculty about a believing Soul’s being thus in Paradife that
very Day 1t is {eparated from the Body. And, if the Soul of the
Thief was in Paradife inftantly upon its Separation, no Man that
believes in Chrift can be excluded. Now, taking Paradife in this
~ View, we may think how 4dam’s Profpe&t oﬁlaa’e; might be

changed
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changed upon his hearing and believing the Revelation concerning
the Seed of the Woman, and being recovered to a friendly Corre-
{pondence with God through that. He faw the Sentence of Death

proceeding no further than returning to the Duft, as to the Seed of
the Woman, whom he now thought of as the Living, reconciled to

God and intitled to Life by the Sufferings of their Head, the Son
of God, made of a Woman ; and fo he might have a Profpe& of
the feparate State of thefe Souls, when their Bodies returned to the
Duit, as very happy in the Perfetion of that friendly Correfpond-
ence with God, reconciled as a Father to them, which had fome
Beginning in this Life. The View of a Soul, perfefted in Love to
God as a Father in Chrift, and perfetly conicious of his redeem-
ing Love and Favour through Chrift, 1n its State of Separation, is
vaitly different from the former View of a Soul alienated from God,
and {enfible of the Lofs of his Favour for ever, and in that Cufe
{eparated from the Body : For he behoved to coufider the Souls of
the Woman’s Seed, in the {eparate State, as rather happier than
he had been in Paradife.

But Chrift has alfo changed to us the original Pro{pet of Hadrs, as
to the Unjuft, the Seed of the Serpent: For they are to be brought out
of it in the Re/urreftion of Damnration; and {o their Spirits are repre-
fented in that State as in 2 Prifon, from which they are to be brought
forth to that Judgment, and the {econd Death, and wherein they
are, mean time, in Torment; not only miferable in the Want of
the divine Favour and Countenance, lolt by Adaz’s Sin to all his
Pofterity, but further, by a Couicioulnels of his Difpleafure and
Wrath, due to their own Deeds done in the Body, which is to be
fully manitefted in that RefurreClion of Damnation. Thus Pezer
reprefents the Spirits of them who fome time were difobedient to
Chrift’s preaching to them by his Spirit in the Days of Noab, as now
in Prifon ; even as he {ays, the Angels that finned, are delivered into
Chains of Darknefs to be referved unto Judgment.

Now, 1f we would think of a Piace of ''orment, or a Place of
Happinefs, for a Soul in the feparate State, n Soul united with its
own Body can be in that Place, enjoying or {ufiering in the Body,
as Enoch and Elias may be placed where the Spirits of juft Men are
fuppofed to ba placed. But that Place cannot be Hades; becaufe
no Spirit of a Man, in its own Body, can be in Hades: It goes to
Hades whern it leaves the Body, and is not left in Hades when it re-
turns to the Body. So that, when we think of any Place of Hap-
pinefs or of Torment, we are then thinking of {omething elfe than
merely Hades: For, in what{oever Part of the bodily Creation we
place a departed Soul, 1t {liall be ftill in Hades, while it is not ani-
ted to its own Body. And indeed we can have no Notion of the

Place, or the Motion of a naked Soul; for we cannat think of thefe,
without
»
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without thinking of Bodies, or Portions of Matter, contiguous to
one another, and changing their Situations toward one another.
And though we know not how the human Soul 1s connefled with
its own Body; yet we are {ure it 1s {fo, and that 1s was originally in-
{pired by God, into that Frame which he formed of the Duft from
the Ground; and being thus made for acting in connexion with it,
we find it ating fo with 1t, that it would be hard to conceive it
afling, even thinking at all, in Separation from it, without any
manner of Connexion with any thing of Body or Matter at all :
And therefore the Apoftle {ays, }7e are not willing to be unclothed;
but, being divefled of this earthly Tabernacle, and ¢lothed awith our
habitation avhich is of heaven, e fhall not be found naked. Thus,
when we think of a Soul in connexion with Body or Matter where-
with 1t adts, which the Apoftle fignifies by its being clothed with
it, and dwelling in it, then we conceive 1t to be 1n the Place vhere
that Body is wherewith it 1s {o clothed ; {o that, while it 1s conneét-
ed with the earthly Tabernacle, it is piaced on the Earth, and lives
there where that Clothing is; and when, being detached from that,
it is clothed with the heavenly Habitation, it is then placed in Hea-
ven, and lives there where that Clothing iswherewith it is clothed:
¥For, when 2 Man expires, though we have no Thought of the Mo-
tion or Place of his Soul, as quite naked, or utterly detached from
all Bodv or Matter ; yet, when we think of that Soul, as infpired by
God into any kind of Body, or Portion of Matter, we can then
think, that the Soul i1s there living, where we conceive that to be
into which he infpires 1t, when a Man expires. Thus, when we
are taught that the third Heaven 1s Ged’s Dwelling-place, we are
aught to conceive him there dwelling 1n that glorious inacceflible
Light, which cannot be looked on by Eyes of Fleih, and which had
fome faint Refemblance, in his dwelling 1n that vifible Light and
bodily Glory, that fhone in the Cloud between the Cherubim, on
the Throne in the Tabernacle and Temple; even that Glory of the
Lord which the Children of 7frae/{faw, 1n the Wildernefs, appearirg
in the Cloud: Ard where the Brightnels of that pureft heavenly
Light and Glory, wherewith he clothes himielt, fhines in Heaven,
there he dwells; there is the Throne of God, and the Glory of God,
whereof Stephen had the Vifion, with the Son of Man, Jefus, on his
richt Hand. In bhis Houfe are many Manfions with Jefus; and in
thofe Manfions he places the Souls of his Children, while they are
abfent from their own Bodies; which fhall alfo in due Time be glo-
rified with that fame heavenly Glory wherewith the Body of the
Son of Man, now made heavenly, is glorified on the right Hand of
God. If then we think of Paradife as a Place, that Place muft be
no other than Heaven ; as the Felicity of Paradife 1s plainly made
a Type of the heavenly Felicity: And the promifed Land of Cazaan
wWas
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was in like manner given to Abrabam, Ifaac, and Facob, as a Fi-
gure of the better Country, 7. e. the heavenly; in the ExpeQtation
of which, they fojourned in the Land of Promife as Strangers on
the Earth. And, when the Apoftle {peaks of Paradife as a Place,
he makes it the fame with the third Heaven, where the Soul of a
Man may be out of its own Body, and {o in Hades ; and where i1t
may alfo be in its own Body, and fo not in Hadrs ; even as well as
Mojes, in Hades, and Elias, never 1n it, were both together with
Jefus on the Mount where he was trancfigured, having therein a
Pledge or Earneft of the Glory of Heaven, that he fhould enter in-
to after his Sufferings.

As for a Place of Torment for a Soul in Hades, or in Separation
from its own Body, we cannot think of 1t without confidering the
Soul in connexion with fome Portion of Matter wherewith 1t aéts,
and whereby it receives Impreflions like as in the Body. Thus,
when the Soul of the rich Man in the Parable is reprefented to us in
Hades, as being in a Place of Tormont, he appears in that Place as
having like bodily Organs, atting by thele, and afteéted in them by
bodily Torments : For ftill we have no Way to think of the Place
of a Spirit having no Connexion with any thing of Body or of Mat-
ter. And therefore the Heathens, when they would think of Souls

{feparate from their Bodies, as in any Place or in Motion, were for-
ced to think of Shades.

SECT. IV.

Concerning the reft of the Ufes Epiphanius finds for Prayers for the
Dead, «with his Anfwers to other Objeltions of Aerius,

TH E next Way wherein Epiphanius {ays Prayers for the Dead

are ufeful, 1s, T'hat they are profitable to Sinners when dead, as
the Living proht by Prayers, although they do not cut off the whole
Fault. Though they do not blot out all their Sins, yet they {ferve
to expiate fome of thofe which they committed in this Life.

By this, it would feem, he diftinguifhes Sinners, who are profited
by Prayers in the {eparate State, from the Saints ; while he would
have thefe Sinners, who are thus diftinguithed, benefited in the Mat-
ter of Remiflion by the Prayers of the Living. And this Way of
thinking cannot be reckoned quite unfuitable to the fonrth Cen-
tary, when tahey had not yet fully {ettled Purgatory, or a Midcle-
" ftate, for a middle Sort of Souls, betwixt the Saints in Heaven and
the Wicked in.Hell, but were faft moving toward it : Yor, thouga
the Spring from whence downright Purgatory fiowed, was opened

in the End of the fecond Century ; yet it came not quite cut till
after the Time of Epiphanius,

But,
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But, when he condefcends on the Ufe of Prayers for Sinners int
the State of the Dead, as to the removing of Guiit, he muft meet
with the fecond Objettion of Aerius, who pleads, ‘I'hat Prayers, {up-
pofing them thus profitable to the Dead, derogate from the Necef-
fity of Piety in this Life; and, in place of that, ore needs but pro-
cure Friends to pray for him, that he may not be a Sufterer in that
State.

And to this Epiphanius has nothing to an{wer, but, 'That thefe
Prayers do not take away all the Guilt, or the Guilt of all their
Sins, though they do profit, fo far, in that Way.

Did this Father, called a Saint, belicve that Sin 1s expiated, or
Remiflion of Guilt precured, by any thing but the Blood of Chrift,
{hed for Remifion, and once cfcred ; or that the Remiffion of Sins
by that, is not full ? Did he {uppofe there is any Condemnation to
them that are in Chrift, to be yet taken off, after they die in the
Lord, by the Prayers of the Living ? Or did he imagine, that, after
Death, the laft Iinemy, God chaftifes his Children, as he dces in
this World unto Death, by any Chaltilements, to be removed from
them in the feparate State through the Prayers of finful Mortals ?
Or did he believe, that the Dead who are not in Chrift, can, by
any Prayers, after dying in that State of Condemnation, be deliver-
ed from the leaft Part of that Condemnation ? If this was his Do-
&rine, one may be bold to {ay, it was highly impious. And, cer-
tainly, they who feck not the whole Remiflion of their Sins by
Clrift’s Blood only, in this Life, but, where their own Righteoui-
nefs muft be found lacking at Death, hope to have the Deficiency
made up by Prayers to be put up for them after Death, muft be im-
Bous, if any of Mankind be fo. As thefe Prayers therefore open a

oor to them who are willing to evade coming to God by Chrift
for the Remiffion of Sins, and making that fure in this Life, Aerius
had Reafon to charge them with derogating from the Neceflity of
Piety in this Life.

But Epiphanius finds yet another Ufe for thefe Prayers. He fays,
they are ufeful to diftinguifh Chrift from all the Saints ; becaufe he

alone is worlhipped ¥, As he is for mentioning Sinners who are
dead

* Cynl of Jerufalem, 7z Catech. Myft. V. fays, ¢ Then we alfo
“ make mention of thoje acho bave fallen aflecp before us, firft the Pa-
““ triarchs, Prophets, Apoflles, and Martyrs, that God, through their
““ Prayers and Supplications, avould receive our Petitions; then, for
*“ our holy Fatbers and Bij%op., avho hawve gone before us; and, in general,
¢ for all who bave departed from among us; believing 1t (o be a great
““ Bencfit to their Souls for avhom Prayer is made awhilft the boly and
“ tremendens Sacrifice lies before God.”  Aud a late Patron of Prayers

X for
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dead in the Prayers, to implore the Mercy of God for them; fo he
1s for mentioning the righteous Men, that Jefus Chrnift may be dif-
tinguifhed from all his Creatures, and that we may learn to give to
him the Worthip that is due to him only; being perfuaded that we
ought not to equal mortal Men to the Lord, whatfoever Righteouf-
nefs and Holinefs they have. . |
. By this it would feem that Epiphanius did not acknowledge the
Worfhip of Saints; as neither did they of Smyrna, who began the
Affair of the Anniverfaries of Saints, by fetting apart the Day of Po-
lycarp’s Martyrdom, to be religioufly obferved to the Honour of
his Memory : For here Epipbanius makes it inconfiftent to pray for
them, and to worthip them. And it feems neither he, nor they
who began their Anniverfaries, knew, that fetting apart a Day to
be religioufly obferved to the Honour of any Perfon, is doing reli-
gious Honour or Worfhip to that Perfon. And fo 1s confecrating
a Place, as they of Smyrna did Polycarp’s Bunal-place ; which the
Lord prevented as to Mofes.

And by this it al{o appears, that Epiphanius meant more by pray+
ing for the Dead, than praying for Chrift’s Appearing, and his
Kingdom, and the Refurreion of the Juft; which Zerius never de-
nied: For, in that Senfe, even Chrift, who is worfhtpped, 1s fome
way prayed for; for he is expecting till his Enemies be made his
Footflool, and till the laft Enemy, Death, be deftroyed ; and, while
we fee not yet all Things put under him, we pray for his coming,
we pray that his Enemies may be made his Footftool, and that all
"Things may be put under him, as an Addition to the Glory and
Honour of that fame Jefus, whom we fee already crowned with
Glory and Honour. So that we cannot fay it is abfolutely incon-
filtent, to pray for one, and to pray to him.

None, perhaps, pretend to give that fame Worfhip to any Saint
that is due to the Lord Chrift only, or to equal mere Men to him in
Worfhip, howfoever holy they be : But, if we may be benefited by

the Prayers of departed Saints; if their Prayers may be ufeful to us,
| H as

for the Dead among profeffed Proteflants, makes this Reflexion upon the
Words of bis Forefather Cynil: ¢ Thefe two, viz. their Prayers for us,
““ and ours for them, are undoubtedly twa great Branches of the Corm-
¢ munion of Saints.” And, by comparing Cynil awith Epiphanius,
and both thefe Fathers ewith their latefi Offspring in the Sibylline
- Faith, in what they profefs upon this Ufe of Prayers for the Dead, we
may perceive, they are not at all agreed among themfelves, except it be
in this one Thing, viz. That our praying to God, that be may receive
eur Prayers gracioufly, for the Merit of the Prayers of thofe departed
Saints, or calling for the Help of their Prayers, is the wery Oppofite of
awoybipping them ; and that this diftinguifbes them from Chrifl.
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as ours are faid to be ufeful to them : may we not call for the fame
Benefit from them, that we beftow upon them; and {o hold a mu-
tual Correfpondence with departed Saints, as we do with the li-
ving, and call this the Communion of dead and living Saints ?
Would it be an Indignity to human Nature, to {fuppofe any Man
capable of this Correfpondence and Communion with departed
Saints, that 1s pretended to by thoufands of reafonable Men ? But
perhaps fome may fear, that it would be an Indignity to the Prieft
that pours out the Prayers for the Dead over his unbloody Sacri-
fice, to fuppofe him as dependent upon the departed Saints, as they

are upon him. And, if the Roman Church has erred, in not taking
fufhcient Care here of the Honour and Dignity of the Priefthood,

we may {ay, that 1s a Matter wherein they have rarely erred ; for,

if they may be depended on in any thing, we may truft them in
this.

Now, the laft Argument of Aerius againft thefe Prayers for the
Dead, 1s, That they are not fupported by the Authority of the
Scripture : For this Heretick was free to deny every Thing in the
Religion of his Day that he could not find fupported by that Au-
thority. )

And Epiphanius does not fo much as pretend, like fome that have
come after him, that there is any thing of a Foundation for thefe
Prayers in the Scripture: But he appeals to the Tradition of the
Elders, or of the Mother, the Church, whofe Statutes cannot be
diflolved, according to the Words of Selomon, Hearken, my fon, to the
words of thy father, and do not rejecs the flatutes of thy mother ; fhew-
ing by this, that the Father, 7. ¢. God, and the Ouly Begotten, and
the Spirit, hath taught both in the Scripture and without Scri-
pture; and the holy Church, our Mother, has Statutes belong-
ing to her, which are indiffolvable, and cannot be abrogated. - No-
thing is greater or more admirable than thofe Laws ; and all thofe
who would oppofe them, are felf-convifted of an Error.

But Aerias, who denied what was not written, and thought that
the Church muft be fubjeét in every thing to Chrift, whofe Laws
are all written, could have no regard to this Mother of Epiphanius.
He faw, in the Old Teftament, a Mother efpoufed to God, as in a
Marriage-covenant, only to be the Mother of his Children accor-
ding to the Flefh ; and, in the New Teftament, this Mother turn-
ing out to be the earthly Ferajalesn in Bondage with her Children
under that Cov.hant which gendered to Bondage, and caft out with
them, as Hzgar and her Son were caft out of Abrabam’s Houfe.
She pretended to have Statutes of her own, befide the written ones,
to which her Children fhewed the greateft Refpeét; and, in their
Zeal for them, perfecuted the very Heir of God, which was the
Caufe of the EjeQtion, And for another Mother in her Place, in

the
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the New Teftament, Aerius could find none, but Ferufalem which .
i; above, the Mother of all the free-born Children of God. Baut
what earthly Mother is this of Epipbanius, that pretends to be the
Spoufe of Chrift, and has Children {ubjefted to Laws that fhe gives
them.befides his written ones ? Itis to be feared, Zerius would not
have ftuck at faying, This is the Whore in the 4pocasp/e, that com-
mits Fornication with the Kings of the Earth, is fupported and ad-
orned by them, and has many Children, not begot by Chrit’s
Word, but by theirMeans; and not fubje& to Chrift, but fubjeét to
her Laws and Statutes, made effetual by their Authority and Power.
Onune may be clear to fay, that, whatever Zerius was, he was not a
Son of this Whore, to whoie Statutes he fhewed fo much Difregard
and Contempt, without appearing to be any way felf-convi@ed of
an Error in the Cale. But Epiphanius reverenced her as his Mo-

ther, and accounted her Statutes grand and moft admirable; And
{o he was her moft aftetionate and obedient Son.

The End.
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*The following Books, writ by Mr. John Gllas, Mini-
Jter of the Congregational Church at Dundee, are to
be had of Daniel Chitholm Bookbinder in Edinburgh.

View of the New Communion Office, printed at London in
1718. 'Together with {fome Thoughts occafioned by read-
- ing Mr. Fobnfon’s Unbloody Sacrifice and Altar unveil’d. Price 6 d.
A T'reatife on the Lord’s Supper. Price 3 s.
' ‘The Unlawfulnefs of Blood-eating. Price 4 d. |
/ ‘TheTeftimony of the King of Martyrs concerning his Kingdom.

Price ftitched 1 s. Bound 1 5. 6 d.
A Plea for pure and undefiled Religion. Price 8 d.

. The Ulfefulnefs of Catechifms confidered. Price 6 d.
- 'The Ufe of Catechifims further confidered.. Price 6 d.,
| Grave Dialogues between three Free-thinkers, ©, A, X.
Price 6 d.
A Letter to Mr. Fobn Willifen, on a Paflage in his Synodical Ser-
mon concerning :literate Miniflers. Price 3 d:
A Petition to the Affociate Prefbytery. Price 3 d.
A Sermon preached in the Congregational Church of Dundze,
Fan. 9. 1740, the Faft-day appointed by the King. Price 4 d.
Another, preached Feb. 4. 1741, with 2 Note on the Hiftory of

Mordeca: and Haman. Price 6 d.
Catholick Charity : A View of the Scope of Rom. xiv. offered to

the Confideration of Mr. George Whitefield, who preached the Anti-

nomian Catholick Charity from Verfe 17,  Price 4 d.
‘The whole Procefs againft Mr. Glas before the {feveral Judica-
tures of the Church of Scotland, and feveral other Pamphlets wrat

by hun.
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