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Ness. 

CHURCH POLITY UP TO 525 A.D. with SPECIAL REFERENCE TO THE APOSTOLIC 

SUCCESSION. 

Differences in olurch organisation today 

are directly proportional to the differences in doctrine.As the actions of a man 

are tut the result of his beliefs we are justified in ascertaining his tenets by 

observing his actions. But in any system of clmroh organization the arrangement 

should he that by which the motive principle,i.e,faith,reaches its maximm of ef- 

ficienoy.And here,if anywhere,the dovtrine lends the distinctive mark to the Soe 

zation. Tims,if fault is to be found,the root .of the evil lies in false doctrine. 

4nd yet,to argue Church Polity on the grounds of theoretical doctrine alonetosrines 

trine aside from practice, if that is possible,would get us nowhere."e must study 

both doctrine and practice.And now we mist declde what period in the developement 

of Church Polity will give us the correct arrangerent. 

The Oxford lovenent ,having several exes of its own to grind,turned the 

searching glare of the light of solentific research on the Early Clmroh. the mesns 

of search were perfectly proper and justifiable, yet the results did not curnish’ ' 

one thing needful'.For,instead of studying the Church of the First Century, they 

devoted their time and energy to the Age of Hioes.Theié efforte were vein as far as 

tholr immediate needs were concerned.In the course of thie essag we will endeavor 

to show that "the mystery of iniquity did already work" at that time end therefore 

thelr results were useless."e mst go back farther than Nicea,we mist .go back eS ‘the 

- time when the Cimrch was under the infallible guidance of the Apovtisacanyiniocs inte 

than that is unsafe since there is always the possiblity of error.Then 9 we have 

once gained an idea of their organixsetion and practice we shell have the one and 

only corpect standard of comparison for later ages. We shall then te able to seo 

how the gifts of God to men, hampered and vitiated by the soiling touch of luman 

hands,apperently lost all oleins of spirituality and became empty,materialistic 

formas to certain ends.We have divided our subject into three logical periods: 

1:-The Apostolic Age as portrayed in Soripture. 

as Tee Pestcipontelte, Age a8 geen 40, dpe writings of the Tethers. 
5:-Later anleocaanaa! up to the Council of Wicea,526 A.D.
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Before we have a texting pols aolmeek sitesi tbe: queatons 

Whet is the Churcht-From H.7. passages it is obvious that there ere various usages 

of the term Ekkleesia/ In the general or more comprehensive sense,the word (tnekse- 

es all Believers in Christ,all Ohristians. This group is universal and invisible, 

it is not marked by any outwerd sigus of organisation, neither is it controlled ky 

any berriers of age,race or sex.In short,it is the Kingdom of God on earth which 

will remain as long as the earth endures. In the narrower sense of the term it 

oan only mean the local congregetion.That is any group of  Polisvers in e certein 

locality organized for the purpose of carrying out their duties or priveleges as 

a Fody of Believers.And it is to such a group,according to letth.18,1731 Cor. 6, 

5-6 and 2 Thess. 5,6,that the priveleges and powers ere granted that have been 

promised the Church at Large. 

Since every prganization must have authority we mst decide where this 

suthority lies in the Christian Church.For we know thkt authority hms been grant- 

ed the Church by Christ in three well-knom but very often misinterpreted passages: 

In Katth. 16,13-19 Christ gives the euthority to bind and to loose to Peter an the 
eon 

spokeaman of the other disciples. Again,in Hatth. 18,15-20 the seme thing is grant 

od to the Twelve as the representatives of the Church that was to come into’ exiat- 

ence thru their ministry or better still, they received it as the first local con= 

gregetion.The third passage is Jolm 20,21-25 where the same power is granted to 

all the disciples assexbled together at that place. And that constitutes the auth- 

ority that is the basis of the Christian Church,that as a visible group existing 

as ea unity and practising fellowship,they should wield all the euthority granted 

the Church as such.And the early churches also carried this out.The congregation 

at Jerusalem elected Matthias Acts 1,26;the one at Antioch commissioned Paul and 

Barnabas to do miselonary work Acts 12,1f,end when Paul calls attention to the 

Dlemeable state of affairs at Corinth he does not launch « decision or judguent 

as an inspired Apostle,neither does he demend that the Council] at Jerusalem take 

the matter in hand,tut he takes great pains to show the Christians that it inet: 

duty to take the matter up end adjust it by virtue of their own authority. later 

reference to this affair shows that this was done.But the local congregation was



be endowed with other powers pesides that of authority. 

The local congregation was to be ‘the recipient of chariaatic gifts, signs 

perceived by the senses as proof of the presence of the Holy Spirit in the children 

of God as promised by the prophets of old,6f Joel 2,28. In 1 Cor.5,22 the local 

congregation is promised:"All things are yours", likewise the virtues catalogued 

Gal 5,22-25;according to Eph.1,17.16 it is enlightened and in Eph.4,1 it is urged 

as a body to hold to its faith. Besides these general references are the Charlamata 

of 1 Pet.4,10; 1 Cor.12,28 and Rom 12,26which we shall discuss more fully below. 

But from the foregoing we see that the local congregation is the organization de- 

sired by the Lord and arranged by the infallible Apostles.Furthermre,with that 

in mind,ih meat be admitted that if eny authority or powers is promised the Church 

as such,the local congregation will be the recipient. And while we are discussing 

the individual congregation it may be well to say a word about thelr services. 

The New Testament lays down no rules for worship,thus again stressing 

the difference and the superiority of the New over the Old Covenant.fhe only re- 

quisites are that all things be done ‘unto ddifying' and 'in decency and order’. 

Archbishop Thately,in his "Kjngdan of Christ Delineated" has it thet the same Om- 

niscience, which so mimitely recprded the First Dispensetion,avoided anything like 

it in the New for this purpose that the New was for all races and peoples with 

all thelr @ifferences.That is aptly stated. Vhat we do know of the early mode of 

worship is this: The Faithful met in ‘upper rooms! as it is stated in Acts which 

mist have been private dwellings since there were no temples or churches at the 

time that would have "fraternized” to that extent.Both sexes attended and it is 

only natural to assume that young and old were present.An indication of the ser- 

vice proper is given Acts 2,42 which may be rendered; "they were constantly attend 

ing the Apostle's teaching and the collesction(or contrilution) end the breaking 

of the bread and the prayers." That is,the sermon of the Apostle whe happened a t 

present,the liberal free-will offering of the rich as well as the poor(Cf. 2 Cor. 

8,1-8);the Eucharist and the public prayers by the people.Hymns and spiritual 

songs are also mentioned 1 Cor.14 and Eph.6,14. Kneeling is mentioned Eph.3,14 
"$ib- 

tat it 1s doubtful whether the congregation kmellt in prayer at worship.The "if



a 

ing of hands! is mentioned 1 Tim 2,8 which'is most likely a Jewish posture while 

praying. There is no evidence for a set form of prayer at this early time.The 

first day of the week was celebrated to commemorate Christ's resurrection John 

20,19.26;Acta 20,7 tut otherwise there is an utter lack of Festival Seasons or 

Holy Days.The Eucharist was usually preeeded by the Agape,ob Love-feast,e meal 

fostering the most intimate brotherly relations,the provisions at the Feats show- 

ing God's love and providence while the oft-repeated simile of Christ , likening 

the Kingdom of God to a banquet, served to impress the diners with thelr position 

as Believers.However,due to abuses,which manifested themselves very early,1 Cor. 

11 the custom fell into disfavor and finally into disuse. 

According to Lindsay,the Church and the Ministry in the Early Centuries, 

there were three types of congregational meetings:The first is that for Exhorta- 

tion and Prayer.This meeting usually opened with a benediction,then came the con- 

fessing of Christ as Lord followed by @ general prayer end also the Lord's Pray- 

er both of thom being closed by an audible Amen of the worshippers;then came a 

hymn which was followed by a reading from the Prophets and a section on the suf= 

fering and death of Jesus;the instruction, then the Prophets were heard and the 

mecting vas closed with a benediction. Sometimes,as 1 Cor.14,25 the case of a sin- 

ner was taken in hand.Cf. Lyndsay,Pg 6.----The second type of meeting is that of 

the Bucharist,spoken of above,at which only the baptized were present very short- 

ly after the founding of the Church and from which all those at variance with 

their neighbor were exoluded.Cf.Didache 14.------the third type of mesting is thes 

in which the business of the congregation magtransssted tor in a democratic cr- 

ganization of this kind there were many and varied matters to be attended to as 

a body.they sent letters 1 Cor T,lythey appointed delegates to represent them 

2 Cor.5,1.238,19 and most likely took charge of the raising of funds 1 Cor.16, Tee. 

The final sentence of expulsion of a sinning member was also passed in this meet- 

ing 1 Cor.6,1-8.Besides this the vhole hody would consider the case of penltents 

2 Cor 2,6-Sand even errange legal matters among themselves 1 Cor 6,1.Thelb de- 

cleions were arrived ab by a majority vote.Tt is significant thet Pm elways"ed- 
dresses his letters to a comgregation,a certain church or some person about 
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whom the believers had gathered but never to an office-bearer.ow,according to 

1 Cor 12,12 every one is in some way gifted by the Spirit and every Chariema is 

to be employed in edifying the congregation. But some gifts,as the miracles and 

healings of 1 Cor.12,8 are not exactly suitable for worship and therefore 1 Pet. 

4,10.11 distinguishes between gifts of ministering and gifts of speaking.But as 

soon as we speak of service to the congregation or the employment of gifts we ere 

discussing the work of officials,in a certain sense,in this orgenizetion.And it 

Will be our next task to decide who these officials were and in what sense they 

were office-bearers. 

Before His ascensicn,our L rd had told his disciples to remain in 

Jerusalem until the Holy Spirit should be poured out on then.The story of the First 

Christian Pentecost is well Imown,the point to be remembered is that the working 

in visible signs of the Holy Ghost did not stop there but was carried on for magy. 

years in various ways until the purpose of the Lord was accomplished.From thet” teat | 

these gifts endowed a person with the ability to serve the body and as the Church 

is unique in that service is mark of leadership,these people who were gifted in a 

certain way,soon came to hold a more prominent place in the congregation.And i 

these special gifts were indisputable signs of God's favor there was a tendency 

to despise them as we see from the warning in 1 Thess 6,19:"Quench not the spisie". 

These gifts covered both the spiritual and the material side of service to the 

congregation;the former being taken care of by the Apostles,Prophets end Teachers 

while the local ministry took care of the latter.Of course we mist remember that 

in the very beginning the Apostles took care of both while the presbyters also 

ministered in the Word and Dootrine.But these men who were endowed with special 

gifts were in no sense office-bearers;they merely employed the gift that ye 

ed them in the service of the lord as it was granted them.Theirs was a ministry 

of reconoiliation,of the Nord of Reconciliation 2 Cor.6,16 for the Old had given 

place to the New and a different Covenant was in effect or rather,the Original 

had been consumated.And now let us consider the two types of ministry aera sione= 

ly.
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First and foremost of course are the Apostles.Their calling was for life, 

their doctrine is to remain the norm of faith for all tine and they usually wrk- 
od in virgin terrhtory.The original Twelve were the only Apostles in the strict 

sense of the term because of their intimacy with and commission from the Lord. 

But with Judas! defection another had to be taken into their ranks and so Matthies, 

a man having ‘the save training and the same degree of intimacy tut with a differ- 

ent Call,was chosen.faul is another exception for while he was prepared by the 

Lord Himaelf,his Call too was different.But beside these Thirteen there weneiotien 

Apostles.These men were called by the Lord who also blessed their work and are 

given the title/the Apostles of the Churches,the glory of Christ’ 2 Cor 6,25; 

others of the same type are Barnabas,Andronicus and, Jublus of Rom 16.7 and still 

others like Silas,John lark,Tizothy and Titus. Because Jolm Mark gf alone worked 

in virgin territory some would reject all of these last four except him tut that 

is precarious as we shall see.Pesides these men some would f&lso include James of 

Acts 12,17 altho the missionary labors are also lacking in his case.Bishop Light- 

foot has listed the qualifications of an Apostle in this way:They were required 

to te 2 witness of the Resurrection,which ws granted Paul by « miracle;to be com- 

missioned by the lord Himself or by the Church as Katthiaa and Peul(Acts 13,2) 

and Parnabasy and to heve a fruitful ministry.And the signs of an Apostle were 

gifts of patience,self-denial, effective preaching, signs,wonders and mighty deeds; 

as the Bishop sees it:"Not who they were but what they did" counted. 

One point that mst be noticed is that even the Apostie's ser- 

vive is called ie. The original Twelve,with Judas' place filled by Vatthiae, 

were to start their labors in Jerusalem where they acted as pastors and teachers 

of the flock in the Temple and in the homes Acts6,4.As the infallible teachers 

their doctrine is to remain the norm for all time and there are no successors to 

them in this respect.For when James Zebedel Acts 12,2 was martyred there wan no 

successor chosen as in the case of Judas.io sinkle local congregation had « ciain 

over the services ‘of these men and when. they left ea local group of believers the 

presbyters took care of things,Acts 18,16;20,1.Soripture makes their authority 

spring from the lord 2 Cor 10,8 and their doctrine the norm 2 Cor 13,10.
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* But even these men wielded no other authority over the congregation other than 

that of the Word 2 Cor.1,24.To this class of the Prophetic Ministry the Evange- 

lists also belong as fyi" Philip in Acts 8,6 since they also covered new fields. 
However, the term Evangelist is not so moh a distinct office or rank as it isa 

description of the work.The next olass of ninisters is very closely bound up with 

the Apostolate. 

That is the second group and is formed by the Prophets.Like the A- 

postles they were inspired and wielded authority in all departments but unlike the 

former, their sphere of activity was a Christian congregation.While they were fants 

naturally also teachers, their distinguishing mark was the foretelling of future 

events Acts 15,2;15,28) and had full control of themselves while they were pro- 

phecying 1 Cor 14,29-33.As seen from the Didache 14,1 they were itinerant and sup- 

ported by the Church.They were under no restraint ,the Church was to hear their 

message 2 Cor 8,29-35 but that was subject to the Gift of Discernment of the con= 

gregation 1 John 4,1-3;1 Cor 14,24. here is no evidence whatecever that they were 

office bearers in any strict sense of the term altho,of course,an officer might 

prophesy. The question might be asked:That was the nature of their message? In 

Eph. 2,20 we are told that they spoke revelations of mystery which can be either 

intelligable or not, besides giving words of warning,comfort and predictions. It is 

to be noted that women also prophesied as the daughters of Philip at Caesarea 

| Acts 21,9.0f all the types of the Prophetio Winistry,this gift of Prphecy 1s per- 

haps the most transient and therefore illusive in a study of this kind.While we 

" ere sure that there were hundreds of divinely inspired men speaking of the future 

to the early congregations,we would still hesitate to say that every one of them 

received his calling or gift for life.It seems more likely that the Spirit cane 

upon them at intervals.And even tho the ability eerste came directly from . 

the Lord, the fact that His instrument of the time retained fall possession of all 

his faculties allowed the possibility to creep in of making an especial show of 

the favor shown by the Spirit and so it might very easily degenerate into sense- 

less emotionaliam.And it seems thet is exactly what heppened.for we find signs 

off discrediting this gift very early.While 1 Thess.6,20 exhorts the Christians:
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"Despise not prophesyings",the whole tenor of Jude and 2 Peter seems to indicate 

a flourishing state of false propheoy.But that is to be expected where men will 

insist on subjecting the plans of God to their own approval and we cannot consi- 

der God's gifts weak or impotent for that reason.These two olasses,Apostles and 

Prophets ,were the Mouthpieces of the Holy Ghost and so their euthority was suprehe; 

while their ministry lasted,or rather where they were in direct control, the Gaivoh 

was a perfect theocracy. fut besides these two,there 1s still another type ofthe 

"Prophetic Ministry. 

This is the class of Pastors and Teachers.Thexe held their position, 

not by an election of the congregation nor by immediate inspiration ,, bat rather hy 

virtue of their inherent ability to grasp and impart divine truths,And so a ee 

ly was an endowaent of the mind 1 Cor. 14,15;James 3,1.They carried én their work 

both publicly and privately 1 Cor 14,26 and Gal 6,6 while the things to be taught 

by them wore given by Yord and Epistle 2 Thess.2,5.According to Eph 4,165.16 Paul 

expected each congregation to supply its ovm teachers.However,later we see that 

highly gifted men like Tatian and Justin Martyr went from one congregation to 

another like the Prophets.“hile the ‘office’ of teaching was in some respects hess 

magnificent than that of prphecy,the former lasted longer and was entirely taken 

over by the local ministry.Mhile Harnack identifies prophets and teachers,it seems 

the evidence will warrant a distinction between foretelling and forthtelling. 

Quite naturally,not evryone could teach,especially not a wonean 1 Cor 12,4.6.29 

And ph 4,11 makes pastors and teachers the same and since the Apostles ena fproph- 

ets were present only at intervals,the work of instruction devolved upon these 

men capable of teaching. But like the Prophets',the Teachers’ work was ascredites 

by the harm wrought by false teachers L Tim. 5,234,1;6,5;Titus 1,9.They are aataea 

the guardians of the faith Acts 20,28-31;Titus 1,9-11 and so the ‘eacher merges 

into the Episcopos,or rather,their functions ovsrlap.the Pidache pictures 5 

see still side by side tut also shows the bishops and descons perform- 

ing the duties of prophets and Freachars. Didache 14,1.fhis will bring us into the 

field of the Hegular fetices. mt before we enter thet field it might be in place 

here to say ® word regarding individual special Charismata.



A catalogue of Special Gitte is given Eph. 4,11. as discussed above. 

Besides these Rom. 12,6-6. gives us different aspects of these manifestations 

and it is to be noted that the original text employs abstract terus rotélng 

us to abandon the idea that these are offices. They mist be taken as 

special temporary manifestations of the Spirit's work. Verse 7 mentions 

'ministry' as one of these and it will be hard for those who hold that these 

are permanent and distinot offices, to explain the meaning of ministry 

in this list in view of the fact that this word is used of practically 

every branch of Christian service. Another catalogue is found 1 Cor.12,28. 

where helps, govermments, miracles, gifts of healings, diversities of tongues 

are mentioned beside Apostles, Prophets and Seanherne The passage itself : 

distinguishes in the importance of these various offices in the sequence 

as found. The functions of 'helps', 'governments' are taken over estirbiy 

by the local ministry. Eut this ability to serve, like every other, isa 

gift of God to the Church and so they were then; the others are special 

ability to meot special needs and when they were no longer neceasery they 

passed away. One thing is evident and that is that these special endomments 

wore to have their place in the life of the congregation and the regular - 

ministry maa subject to them. Yet over all was the authority of doctrine. 

1 Cor. 14,52.35. 

Thus the work of the Lord was carried on by these men in some 

way especially endowed to f111 the needs of the $elievers. But the two chief 

officers, Apostle and Prophet, were itinerant and it is evident thet 

“someone must have been there to carry on the work in their absence. 

Furthermore the time was not far distant when the Apostles would die, and as 

we have seen there were to be no successors, the Paphos and easvarn were 

discredited; an age of fooking after dew Heliefs degenerated into scepticisn 

and the authority of the Prophetic #inistry waned, But all the functions 

formerly carried on by this ministry were taken over by the local ministry. 

Whet was this ministry and by whet right did it exist? 

 



  

We have seen above that the local congregation is the organization 

sponsored by the inspired apostles and vested with all the authority and 

gifts promised the Church at large. And chief anong its powers was the 

authority to foie ite own olergy.. If the congregation exleba ty aivine 

appointment jbhen the authority vested in it to produce its om ministry is 

divine. For Scripture speaks of officers that serve the congregation and 

the oaeee used are always gf correlatives. For example Acts 20,29 speaks of 

a Bhephera which demands a flock as complement; 2 Cor.5,5. mentions ‘servant! 

which demands someone to be served; Rom. 10,14. mentions preacher which demands 

an audience. How we have show the 'flock!, ‘those served! and the ‘audience! 

to be by divine right and,by the same line of thought, thelr servants exist 

by the same right. Furthermore, Heb. 15,17. expressly states that ‘those 

that watch over you" (the congregation) mist give account (to God) and thus 

the authority to 'watch over' mist be of divine origeén. And the congregation 

used their authority in this matter. It can be established beyond the shadow 

of a dobbt that these Regular Officers did not come into being after the 

Prophetic MWindatry had passed avay but that it existed from the very beginning 

alongside of and contemporaneously with the original ministry. Te conolude 

this from the following considerations: 

1) Acts 6 we see 'Seven' appointed as helpers, servants, deacons. 

2) Gwatkin,Hasting's Dict.of the Bible,finds "elders" at Jerusalem in 44,60 

and 68;they are mentioned by James and Peter,appointed by Paul and Barna- 

bas in every church they founded and they are seen at Ephesus in 58. 

3) Bishops end deacons are found eat Philippi in 63 while Phoebe is seen as a 

Deaconess at Cenchrea in 58. 

4) Timothy and Titus ere placed in charge of four groups: Bishops or Elders, 

Deacons ,Deaconesses and Widows. 

6) The "Young Men' of Acts 5,6,altho not officers,for the contrast is between 

young and old,are still helpers. 

6) The position of Timothy end Titus at Ephesus and Crete respectively was a



  

local ministry. 

7) The indefinite "Prohistamenoi" of 1 Thess. 5,12 and the"Hegounenol" of 

Hebrews 15,7.17 also show the existence of resident offivials. 

8) The same point is brought out by refering to the Angels of the Seven Clurch- 

es in Revelation. j 

From these considerations it is plain that these officers were 

contemporaneous with the Prophetic Ministry and so it has not merely Apostolic 

sanction but their express commands. Furthermore,as te have seen above,the di- 

vinoly arranged local congregation must provide its om ministers end these min- 

isters and tholr congregation form the arrangement desired by God. But in ae we. 

should,for some reason or another,dispense with these considerations ,we have still 

more potent proofywhich is found in Scripture passages relating especially to 

the ministry. 

One group of these passages makes the office of the ministers 

like that of tle Apostles. 1 Cor.4,1.6; 1 Pet. 6,13 Col. 4,7; 1 Cor 3,5; Acts 

15,22.Eoth have the same duties which are: teaching, exhorting, shepherding as it 

was done by the Apostles John 21,15-17;2 Tim.1,11;2,2 and it is expressly stated 

thet this was also done by the bishops or elders:Acts 20,28; 2 Tim.2,2; Titus 1,9: 

1 Pet.5,2;and Heb. 15.14 and we Srey game in referring Heb.15,17 to the lo- 

cal ministry and so the euthority,while 1 Cor.3,5 shows that the purpose was Hite 

tical. Besides this it is God's plan that capable men aduinister His Word Titus 

1 0552 Time2,23 2 Tim. 5,1; we mat also refer 1 Cop. 12,28 to the ministry whehh- 

er Prophetic or Seal for it shows that these officers are ty God's appointments 

Finally,there is also a group of passages in which our lord has outline d the 

redationship that should exist between a congregation and its pastor or wae 

They ere 1 Pet. 6,2; Acts 20,28;Hebr. 15,17;%ames 5,14; 1 Thess. 6,12.15;1 Tim. 

5,17.18; and 1 Cor 9,14. There can be no doubt that these conditions mst be 

; fulfilied to meet the approval of the lord who founded this errangenent.And so 

we conclude that the office of the ministry 4s by divine command and altho not 

an absolutely essential mark of a Christian congregation,it is nevertheless the 

desireable condition.For this is the arrangement under the inspired Apostles;
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we see that this office is the required complement for an arrangement like the 

local congregation end finally we see how the Holy Spirit,thru the inspired Jeit- 

ers has given divine and express commands regarding it.But in a review of this 

subject it 1s necessary to study the individual offices more closely. 

reas When the word of the Apostles began to bear such abundant 

fruit it soon became necessary to obtain helpers to take care of some of the dut- 

ies arising with the increasing numbers.Acts 6 tells us that the work grew to 

such proportions thet it could not be carried on efficiently without added ‘help 

and so the congregation chose seven picked men for"the service of tables". This 
ohens 

detail of the early ecolesiastiocal organization has given rise to interpretations 

thet run the gauntlet of a divine institution of the Diaconate down to some sagu 

notions of a temporary,unofficial and individual act. Bit let us consider the 

case as it is found in Scripture. The word "service" ,Diakonia,is used in many/ways 

in Soripture; of discipleship in general John 12,26; of the ability to serve be- 

cause of special gifts Rom 12,7; 1 Cor. 12,5 and in 1 Pet. 4,10.llsof the ministry 

of the Word Acts 6,4;Eph 4,12; 2 Tin. 4,5; it is even used of the work of the A- 

postles Acts 1,173;20,24;21,19;i% is also used of a ministry not of the Yord,at 

least not publicly Acts 6,1; 11,29; 12,25;Rom 165,25.31 and in 2 Cor.8,4.19.20. 

How, these Seven of Acts 6 were eipted for the "service of tables" ,evidently the 

material details of the work which however had been done at first by the Apostles; 

such things as the care of the poor and administering charity. One thing is 

quite evident and that is that the deacons of Acts 6 did not perform a secondary 

service as the Deacons of the third and fourth Century did.Lindsay identifies 

the deacons of Acts 6 with the presbyters who received the collection from Paul 

and Barhabas Acts li;end Bookmer,Ritschl,lenge and Hastings also allow this. 

When we compare the passages discussing the deacons work and that of the presty-= 

ters there is a striking slmilerity.This willy be trought hone all the oes clears 

1y by comparing Paul's requirements in the Fastorel Letters for these two of- 

fices.There the only noticeable difference between the two is that whereas the 

presbyter is to be "apt to teach", this is not required of the deacon.But that 

difference does not militate against identifying these two offices.
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Furthermore, shortly after these Seven were elgted,the congregation was dispers- 

ed and Acts 8,5 shows Philip,one of then, carrying on the work of an Evangelist, 

and in Samaria at that.Thet is hardly in keeping with the idea of the deacons 

being a lower 'Order' performing secondary service.And when we consider that #/ 

these men were elected before 55 A.D. and that the next that we hear of an office, 

  

supposed by some to be similar, by othersyidentical, is Rom 16,1 where Phoebe is 

spoken of as a deaconess which is about 68 A.D.And the next occasion on which 

deacons as such are spoken of is at Puilippi in 63 A.D. How does that agree with 

the contention that this was ea regularly instituted distinct offices? Gwetkin 

(cf. Bibliography) makes the interesting point that there is no trace of an of- 

fice like that of the Diaconate in the Epistles of Paul at all.These considera- 

tions, then,meke it difficult to hold that Acts 6 is the institution of a dis- 

tinot office or order. Felliccia(Cf. Bibliography) is not as clear as the dogm- 

tical tenob of his remarks would indicate when he eerihe 28:" At the beginning 

of tho Church only the Deacons discharged the offive of Christian ministers" 

while,he few pages later,he has the renark:"The Deacons,instituted Acts 6 by 

the Apostles,were restricted to helping administer the Sacraments to the Faith- 

ful and taking charge of the common property of the Church".Hernack is also ex- 

treme when he divides the administrative functions between the Episcopi and 

Deacons who had the special gifts of'government and service', taking part in the 

services of public worship but were also members of the Presbytery.Of a differ- 

ent view is Loening(Cf. BLbliography) who identifies presbyters and deacons.4nd 

that is the conclusion that is demanded by a review of the facta.If the two of=- 

fices,presbyter and deacon,were not exactly similar,the differences are not 

sharply enough defined to warrant the existence of a seperate and distinct ; ttioe. 

And since these "deacons" of Acts 6 performed duties that had been done ly the 

Apostles before that,we conclude that they are the same as the officials that 

i . appear later ds Episcopl,Presbyteri eto ets. 

\LoowessEs: A group of female helpers,called Deaconesses is also found in the ear- 

. ly Church.The most notable example is that of Phoebe at Cenchrea Rom 16,1."e 

know only this that she was of assistance to Paul on one of his missionsry
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enterprises tut aside from that we know very little. Hatoh's theory,that she 

acted as "patron" for the lower pV olasses,as the Law allowed = person of high- 

er rank to Se is very interesting and may very well fit the case.Taking the con- 

ditions of the time into consideration,especially the seclusion of the female’ os 

in Oriental countries and the position of women in general,i% will be perfectly 

plain why all serious Christian women should take it upon themselves to perform 

deeds of love and charity toward their more unfortunate sisters.From the Epistle 

to Timothy we see that they even formed associations to carry out this work more 

efficiently tut there is not the slightest similarity between these and the 

Slaterhoods of a later Jigo-1t may also be well to note here that 1 Tim 3,11 

spenks of deaconesses and not of the wives of deacons for Gynaikas,withoutthe 

article cannot mean the latter. 

Another group of female helpers is that of the ildows Aocording to 1 Tim. 

5,9 these women are to be older than 60 for the younger ones were liable to dis- 

grace their service by performing it in a worldly spirit.ite may well assume that 

these consecrated women took care of these special tasks besides those in their 

own households.Of these female helpers Pellicoila has a very interesting remark 

to make: "Deaconesses wore considered a Clerical Order,ordained by Episcopal im- 

position of hands and not without clerical priveleges... but in the course of 

time in the Western Church the order of Deaconesses was cradually abolished by 

decrees of counciis after the Sixth Century because of their inoontinency and it 

ceased to be reckoned among the Clerical Orders".If the first part of the state- 

mont were correct,this would be another instance éf the improvements that Home 

has ushered in. But these women were by no neans a Clerical Order,for the whole 

idea of Orders is contrary to the spirit of the New Testement. 

: Fea stin ’? And now we comé to the ohief,if we may use that term here,of the 10- 

cal ministers,the presbyters. They are found for the first time Acts 11, about 44. 

These constitute the reguler local ministry,taking over the functions of the 

Prophetic Jiatstry as it died out, but even before that had taken place they were 

recognized for the position they held in the Church.One things seems clear ,end 

is accepted by the majority of scholars with the exception perhaps of Batch
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and Harnack,and thet is,that the Episcopl end Presbyterl are identioal. mut be= 

fore we furnish our reasons for this stand it may be well to discuss some more 

general aspects. 

Loening,as was sho above,identifies presbyters and deacons thruout 

* but mainteine thet one pastor was at the head not by eXétion of the deacons,nor 

according to the analogy of the heathen confraternities so ably presented by 

Hateh, but by the analogy of James, the Lord's brother, being Head of the Church 

at Jerusalem. Thus,these individual "heads" were not the successors to the ipagtlen 

tut the representatives of Christ.To this we will say that Loening seems to be 

stretching the analogy ea trifle.There were other centrally located churches as 

Corinth and Ephesus and Asia Minor with Apostles who,at least at the beginning, 

had more enthority and prestige than James.‘hy did the pastor not turn cut to be 

@ successor to the Mpostles rether than a representative of ChristTIt surely is 

moro comprefensible for a man to consider himself the successor to an Apostle 

rather than a successor of the Igrd's blood relative.Hatch,on thqother” hand, 

starts out with a group of presbyters able tb guide in all things because of = 

their age and then derives his individual head from the similarity of the Glmrch's 

organization to that of the heathen religious fraternities under which arrange- 

mont the Episcopos had charge of the finances.And this function added so much 

more prestige to the one officer that he soon came to be president of the other 

presbyters.The Episcopos very likely did handle the finances, that is part of a 

pastor's duty;furthermore,it is very likely that an officer like the Episcopos 

handled the finances in the heathen fraternities. But Hatch forces a sinilerity 

into existence betveen the Church and these guilds that does not exist.For Acts 

20,28 and 1 Pet 2,26 prove conclusively that there wes something else besides 

finances involved.What is more;Soripture gives all prominence to the ministry of 

the Tord and very little to the ‘finenoial end of it.Above all else, however ,we 

must remember that the vital impulse of the Church was something hitherto inex- 

perienced;it could not be taken care of in the usual manner;it had to work out 

ite om organization end only ite ow impulses could blaze that trail.iIs it not 

rather a large order to believe that the Olurch,springing from and azong the Jews
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as it did end then outgrowing Judaiam,should nevertheless be dominated by an 

empty shell like the relighous guilds? For these latter were pitiable makeshifts 

een omen oomecedi sarin temporary and antiquated 0jd Covenant.Dr. Harnack al- 

eo distinguishes between Episcopos and Preabyteros.According to hin,the latter 

forned a court of arbiters, having charge of the morels and discipline of their 

fellows while the Episcopl and deacons had the administrative functions in their 

charge,i,e.the reception and alatribation of the offerings and the worship of the 

congregation.Against the stand taken by the verg learned Doctor we will array 

some conclusions of Prof. Loofs: 

- He neintaine thet both Hatch and Harnack are unsuccessful in their at- 

tempt to associate the Episcopos of the Church with the financial official of the . 

fraternities or with olvil officers.He states that the title "Episcopos" is no 

more an office than Poimen or Hegoumenos and on Pg.268 he says:"Episkopos ist 

eine Funktdonsbeselohming und ins endende zweite Jahrinndert hineln ghhen die 

Spuren davon dasz man ein ERewusastsein davon hat,dasz Episkopos weniger Amtsnahne 

ale Antebeschreitung ist".And in conclusion we shall sutmit evidence which will 

force us to take this view also: 

Presbyters are called Episcopi,or bishops Acts 20,17.28.After telling Tin- 

othy to appoint presbyters Paul emmerates the qualifications of e bishop and 

therefore we must identify the two in this case.The description of their duties 

Acts 20,28 makes the tern Shepherd very appropriate Eph 4,11.And this term Pastor 

4s the one commonly used in the congregation as we see from 1 Pet 5,1-4 for this 

Epistle was written to strangers thruout Pontus,Galatia,Cappadocia,Asia and Bith- 

ynia and reminds then that their Elders ere to'feed the flock'.We also see elders 

at the conference Acts 16,6 and with James 21,18.Is it not contrary to expsrience 

to entrust a mission like this to a subordinatet¥urthermore,the First Epistle 

of Clement identifies them at Rome;the Peshitto Version consistently translates 

Episcopos with Elder, and Jerome,Comm.on Titus 1,17 identifies them.In general 

we see that the qualifications of bishops and presbyters are the sene especially 

in the Pastoral letters.Lightfoob thinks they were called Episcopi exclusively 
din the Gentile congregations where the people were acquainted with the
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presiding official of the political and religious clubs of the day.As for the 

term Presbyter,that seems to be an outgrowth of Jewish usage(entecedent probabili- 

ty) even tho the Gentile world had its aged and experienced men form its councils. 

The party holding to the divinely instituted order of bishops will of 

course separate the bishop from the presbyter long before that developement took 

place.They will bolster their cause,as thoy imagine, by clting the emupiod of 

James at Jerusalem. Timothy at Ephesus,Titus et. Crete: and the Angels of the Seven 

Clurches. But James became the leader because of his life and the nearness to the 
Lord. The latter would carry = tremendous influence emong Easterners but that is 

still a far ory from an episcopal office.Of coul%e,later times might see fit to 

use his case as an example but as long es their is no evidence for the existence 

of en office in this case it met remain as we have stated.The cases of Timothy 

and Titus are also different.They did new work and therefore the Apostle ordain- 

od them rather than the congregation which they served;that congregation was yét 

to cone into being; besides this we will point out that Titus was not comnected 

with eny city and so his case will furnish very little proof for an episcopal er- 

rangonent.These two were Apostolic Vicars sent on special missions,the Epistles 

to thom areballing thom from their work 2 Tim 4,9;Titus 5,12 and there is no evi- 

dence of a return.The reference to the Angels of the Churohes proves very little 

for they can be taken as mereg personifications of the Churches rather than es 

bishops.Or,if the litteral interpretation seems preferable,it becomes another 

point for dating the Apocalypse shortly before the close of the First Century 

for alroady then did the tendency to Eplscopacy assert itself.And so we think 

Lindsay is right when he says,Pg 165:"...before the close of the First Century 

bodies of presbyters existed as ruling colleges in the Christian congregations 

over a great part of the Roman Espire.The Epistle of Clement proves this for the 

Roman church; 1 Peter proves it for Pontus, “alatia,Cappadoola,Asis and Bithynia 

while Revelation proves it for Ephesus, ergemos, Smyrna ,Thyatire ,Serdis,Philadel- 

phie and Ieodices and Acts,of course,for Jerusalem". 

The work of these Elders consisted in governing and teaching According 

to 1 Tim. 6,17 some did not Hold the office as teachers tut the same passage



uw LG= 

shows that teaching was a part of their ministry.All the commnications between 

the various clurohes took place thru them Acts 11,50;15,2.4.6;21,18.*hey were 

the Ujnisters of the Yord in the true sense for they taught,exhorted and adnon- 
ished 2 Tim.1,11;2,2;Titus 1,5.7.9 and Hebr.15,14."heirs is a unigue office for 

4% is not to be handled by all 1 Tim 3,1 tut by capable men who are able to 

teach others also 2 Tim.2,2s;they are to serve their own flock Acts 20,28;1 Pet. 

5,2 ond Titus 1,6 and thbér flock is to support them.espite the fact that Paul 

prasticed a trade as a means of livelihood he wished his case to be scnalaared 

exceptional and have the ministers in all other cases be supported by their hear- 

ors 1 Cor 9,14;1 Tim 5,17.18.This office is also permanent for ve see that thise 

officers were considered necessery in a congregation.And if the Church is to en=— 

dure for all time then this office is to be found.For while the Lard saw fit to 

allow the Prophetic Mynistry to die out and while there is no divine commnd to 

appoint deacons,as a distinct order,our evidence shows that the presbyteral office   is divine in origin and essential to the life of the Clurch. Put while it is true 

that the authority of the presbyter or bishop exists by virtue of the authority 

vested in the body which he represents,we cannot hold that the congregation creet- 

ed this office. It was instituted by the inspired Apostles as a means of spread= 

ing the Gospel and it mist remain that.Even if a congregation vests some of its 

authority in a committee or a representative other than this officer,es it has a 

perfect right to do,the powers and priveleges distinctive of both pastor and flock 

should not be confused nor permanently abrogated.And where the Church has created 

an office which has assumed some of the functions of the presbyter,it is a fleg- 

rant violation of Apostolic precept and example. Because of some failing in the 

mind of man 1t seems very difficult for them to conceive of a spiritual leader 

in other than a sacerdotal role on the one hand, and on the other,as a simple ten- 

porery and representative function.The office of the pastor is midwaysand the basis 

of this misunderstanding is the lack of a true perception of the Gospel.The Christ- 

jan pastorate is as unique a position as the Work and Word of Hum who founded it. 

As there is no analogy in History to the Work of Christ,so there is no analogy to 

the men in charge of those who rely on this Work. Buijin striving to give the
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ministry its due,it may seem as if we are depriving the laynen of some of their 

 priveleges. 

wath; mong tte foarers of the Word there existed a remarkable state of eq 
quality for they hed the most moving of common interebts.They have the distinctive 
liberty of the Shiléren of God,each and every one of them priests in their om 

right 1 Pet.2,9.As Guericke puts it:"That which the Briesthoot before Christ had 

only typified and prefigured was now accomplished for allsand the duty of ee 

iy realizing it by the oblation of his own heart became the priestly duty of 

each individual Christian".(Trans.by Jacobs). For this reason the Church does > 
&. 

not consist of a union of clergy and laity but is one group with the promise:"411 

things are yours".Since every orgenization essentially requires order, the ministry 

was cHosen by the Apostles as the means for securing this.On this point we differ 

with many others:The arrangement of the ministry and the Church,the reletion of 

the bishop to his flock is Apostolio;the office itself, comparatively speaking,is 

of no account of itself;were there no congregation,there would be no office left. 

To say that the office in itself has the inherent power of imparting a character 

to whomsoover it is given is contrary to the New Testament.There is no act which 

the laity could not perform for even up to Jerone's time the laymen could bap- 

tize.Jerome,Ad Luciferianos:"...lus baptizandi;quod frequenter,si tamen necessi- 

tas cogit,coime etian laicis licere." 

One point in which the later Church erred grievously is that relating 

to the election of officers.The early church had this right and it is still the 

right of the congregation alone Acts 6,1;15,22.From Clement's First Epistle to 

the Corinthians ie see thet he recognized this right for he appeals to the congre- 

gation to restore a presbyter whom they had deposed,not because they did not have 

this right but because of the injustice of the case itself.The fact that we have 

no mention of a congregational vote in appointing Timothy to Ephesus end Titus 

to Crete is most probably due to the fact that these Believers were not organized 

as yet and in those cases it was customary for the Apostles to appoint someone. 

fhe congregation is also judge in the mtter of doctrine and practice. 

When Peter preached to the Gentiles he was asked to explain his action to the
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to the congregation at Jerusalem which he did Acts 11,1-4 and in the same way 

the congregation decided the question regarding the ff circimscision of the heath- 

en.In Gal 2,1 we see Paul, the other Great Apostle, submitting hie case to the 

bretheyn at Jerusalen.As Jacobs points out, the Epistles to the Galatians and Rom- 

ano,altho full of doctrine are given to laymen. Those in Galatia are to stand / 

fast in their liberty,those in Thessalonica are to prove all things and to hold 

that which is good,according to their ideas, but theplainest statement is made by 

fohn 1 Epistle 4,1:"Beloved,believe not every spirit but try the spirits whether 

they are of God".the warnings of the Apostles against false doctrine also indi- 

cates that they wished the congregation to test the doctrines.But perhaps the f 

strongest progf for our point is that of Acts 15 where we are forced to assume 

that the laity took part in the discussion on circumcision.It is to be noted that 

inspired Apostles are present here and yet the laity has a volce.If the people 

were not to take part in the disoussion,why did not the Apostles,as infallible 

teachers, simply decide the question and let it go at that?But there is yet anoth- 

or point thet mist be brought out. 

Today bhe part that the congregation ought to play in church discipline 

is neglected entirely too frequently and by many of the more conservative church 

bodies at that.in 1 Thess.4,14.16 some general rules are laid dom as warning the 

unruly,comforting the feeble-minded and supporting the weak.All this shows a love 

for the neighbor that could only spring from the Gospel.The three stages of dis—— 

cipline mentioned by the lord Matth 18 also obtain here,“he first stage is admoni- 

tion and this is the dgty of everyone.It mist always be done however in a spirit 

of love and goodwill otherwise this most rare of all priveleges will gegenerate 

into an outlet for the meanness of the ignérant and impious.The second stage is 

the break in friendly relations but still considering the erring one as a member 

‘of the congregation.On this point we find Apostolic council to this effect: "lark 

them which cause divisions among you and avoid them"or "withdraw from every trobh- 

er that walketh disorderly"and the purpose is also given:"if any zan obey not the 

Apostles! word,to note that man and to have no company with him that he may be 

ashened".“ere again we see that the entire spirit is one of assisting léve for
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_the purpose is to tring the erring one to realization of his fenlt. And the last 

stage is the complete severance of all relations with the Church,"Let him be un- 

to thee as an heathen man and a publican".cf 1 Cor.6,4. But in case he should re- 

pent the erring brother is to be reinstated immediately 2 Cor 2,6 and neither in 

this place,nor anywhere else is there a suggestion of penance nor anything like 

it. The congregation was the tritumal 1 Cor. 6,15 and not even the Apostles over= 

rode their rights 1 Cor 6,5-6. While the Church is beally made up of only those 

that believe,the actions of a man are the only indications of his faith,end ac- 

cording to these is he to be judged.“ltho the manifest and unrepentant sinner is . 

to be cast out Titus 5,10;1 Cor 6,13, yet,to call in the Civil Arm to mete out 

punishment is as great a wrong,if not greater,as to allow such a one the benefits 

of the Church.Excommunication is to be the last resort in showing a men his sin 

2 Thess.5,6,14 and if he does not repent thon the Church has done its duty.And 

altho the Church has the authority to withhold forgiveness,where is tho authori- 

ty granted to meto out punishnent?For there surely is a distinction that a 

bs observed. 

Another province of the congregation was that of charity work.fo a 

world which considered mercy a despicable wealmess the love of one's fellow 

man dccording to the Word of Christ came as cool water on a fevered trow."he Gos- 

pol was preached to the masses, but the masses were poor.-he admonitions to the 

rich are rare in tho New Tostament end yet there are sone as 1 Tin 6,17.18 shows. 

The rapid growth of the congregation at Jerusalem carried with it some dire con- 

sequences for meny of the new converts, who, being Jews,were even then in danger 

of losing their inheritance and friends.And if this happened how were théy to 

gain a livelihoodfif these identical conditions did not prevail in all the clurch- 

es, there were similar conditions and so beneficence became a very important part 

of the Church's functions.And those who were able to give did so Acts 4,354.36; 

yes,even the rank and file gave altho they were very poor 2 Cor &,12;9,10. We al- 

go see tint the whole Church supported the brethern at Jerusalem Acts 11,29; 

1 Cor. 16,1 and 2 Cor &,1-3 which some take to be three separate collections.Ang 

so it was customary from the earliest times to make contributions for the care
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of the poor and needy 1 Cor.16,1.2 which the deacons then administered 1 Tim. 

5,6-15.iIn the ee¥ly church beneficence was a sign of real spiritual life and it 

is to be regretted that the wealthy of our day see no other obligation on this 

respect than that of any other soolal function. — 

Thus we see that in the elotion of officers,in doctrine,in discipline 

and in doing good works the congregation is the one and only. factor.Any devie= 

tion from this practice is a misinterpretation or defiance of Apostolic example 

and any change in any of these factors can be cheracterized as losing the liberty 

with which Chriat has invested us. But we must agein hark back to the officers.If 

the laity has all these priveleges,by whet act or ceremony is one of their mm- 

ber to be set apart as an officer? 

dination: © '""' The Roman Church has a ceremony of ordination which for all time dis- 

tne 

tinguishes the person ordained from the rest of the body by granting him the so- 

called "Character Indelibilis".The New Testament also has its ceremony and we ff 

shall see how that differs from the Sacranent mentioned in the foregoing sen- 

tence.First of all,there are no rules laid dow for it.in the case of Pan] and 

Barnabas Acts 185 Lit was done with fasting,prayer and laying on of hands.From 

this case we sealtoo that others besides the Apostles had this privelege of grant- 

ordination.Before we go any farther we will say that ordination does not grant 

any special powers, tae it does grant ecclesiastical authority. Lindsay offers con- 

clusive proof that the word 'ordain'in the New Testament merely means to convey 

authority for whatever special finction ot duty a person ia selected.Furthermore, 

there is no evidence that the mere laying on of hands conferred special gifts. 

The case of Simon Acts 6 seems toy camvinoing evidence that such was not the case, 

fnd if the case in 1 Tig. 4,14 seems contrary to this we must remember that this 

was given Timothy by express divine direction and not by leying on of hends,tut 

with, together with the laying on of hands.When Paul tells Timothy'to lay hands 

suddenly on no man! it is evident that the person to be ordained cannot be chosen 

at randon,he must possess certain qualifications that fit him for the office.Con- : 

sidered as divine gifts,these qualifications are the thing that gives a person 

power tut ordination itself merely confers authority.The ceremony was performed _
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publicly by the ministers in the name of the Lord and was by no means a rite to 

Holy Orders for thére were none. Bat Cf. Hatoh,s.v.Ordination Pg. 122. 

DMKARY: tinwenen yi As a recapitulation for the Apostolic Era we will take a comprehensive 

view of the development in the organisation.lindsay lists several factora,that, 

without a doubt,left an impression on the young and pliable Church.first are the 

Seven 'deacons" of Acts 6.Seven were supposedly chosen due to the custom in the 

Jewish tovms of heving their ruling body consist of seven elderly men.the seleoct- 

ion of elders,Acts ll,is both Jewish and Gentile custom since it is a universal : 

practice to have the aged and experienced wield suthority."he next step is the _ 

position of leadership held by James in Jerusolem.Euseblus IT,1,2.3;II1,11,1.2. 

Many take this as an Oriental influence according to which succession to an of- 

fice is controlled by the custom of having the next male descendant succeed to 

an office. he many duties that had to be teken care of in a congregation would 

produce the men able to take care of then due to some special gift.These needs 

ran 211 the way from being petron as Phoebe seems to have been Rom 16,1,to of= 

foring one's hone for services as De Pogsi has shown it to have taken place. {he 

roliglous clubs,such a large factor in Hatch's study, did undoubtedly exert some 

influence in the developement of the organization of the Church but the new moral 

force would always remain supreme.The Synagogue also exerted an influence espec- 

dally in regard to the officers and thelr functions.‘hile the Synagogue and the 

religious club had points in common,the Church hae pointe comin to both. But why 

waste time disputing on which organization exerted the most influence?.The point 

ie that no matter what organization the new convert hed been acquainted with, 

whether the guild of the Synagogue, his previous training would enable him to use 

the rights and priveleges granted him as a member of the Opurch.lindssay states 

that if the clurches at Corinth and Rome do not seem to be properly organized, 

since officers are ignored,it shows that the congregation could exist without }/ 

the ministry and could carrg out all ite functions.But as we have show above, 

a.V.Prespyter,0 congregation without a ministry can exist bkt it cannot carry out 

all its functions or fulfill all its duties.And in view of the emphasis laid on 

the officers in Scripture, especially Pauléis instructions to Timothy regarding the
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the men to be selected,is it not more reasonable to assume that there were offi-_ 

cers there? 

Such is the picture of the Church while guided by the erring bend of 
the Apostles.Let us keep that picture in mind as we watch the organisation 

pass thru the trials and troubles of the next 260 years or more. 

(a7: THE POST-APOSTOLIC AGE. 

In our study of this age we beg leave to sulmit 

our evidence under the author rather than in an arrangement like that in the fore- 

going part. We shall restrict ourselves to those points in which our euthors show 

striking differences either with their predecessors or successors.the first one 

to be considered is Clement of Rome(92 or 101 to—-7) (4.jo.4a0. 

a Cloment,in his Epistle to the Corinthians,makes no provision for anSitice 

of bishop.‘thhen we speak of "bishops! in this part of our treatise we shall endeav— 

or to restrict ourselves to the conception which the term implies today.¥rom this 

letter we infer that the elders are the highest authority in the congregation 

and the tishops he speaks. 6f\42,46 are merely teaporary, oiaiomon ef ther peentebees 

al board.Cf.Lightfoot.the deacons act as enquirers and accusers and form a court 

together with the prestyters.zere agein there is very little difference between 

the deacon and the presbyter. The laity elected the officers for we read of "nen 

ordained with the common consent and approbation of the whble congregation" {The 

main point of the letter,to restore a deposed presbyter,shows that the laity had 

the right to depose their officers at this time.Our next authority is a trifle 

different. 

Pyne Bishop Lightfoot asscolates this name with two others as leaders in the 

developement of the Episcopacy.We shall discuss the cthers later. And the worthy 

Bishop is justified in this as we shall try to show.Ignatius calls himselfand is 

called a bishop,he writes to a bishop,Polycarp of Smyrna and mentions three or- 

ders of the ministry.To him the bisinp is the visible center of unity in the con- 

gregation and to be valued as a security for discipline and harnony [fe mitt ‘theee 

oleims in no uncertain terms,i.E: Eph.6. "...clearly,therefore, we ought to re- 

gard the bishop as the Lord Hinself";and again, Smyrn.9:"...He that doeth anything 
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without thd knowledge of the bishop serveth the devil" According to the Epistle 

to the. Magnesians 6,1 the presbyters are the council of the bishop like the lord 

and His Aposties.And in this way the bishop came to be considered the represenka- 

tive of the Lord.and if Ignatius himself did not mean just that, his readers of a 

later day were surely justified in assuming that he meant something very moh 

like it,ind altho it met he remembered that Ignatius wrope merely as one Christ- 

ian to another,and that a bishop's influence at that time did not extend beyond 

his om perish,still the words of Ignatiua bore their fruit whether they were 

misinterpreted or not.One point worthy of mention is that Ignatius mentions no 

Apostolic precept that will bolster hhs ow episcopal claims despite the fact 

that his age was not far removed from that of the Apostles.Yould it not be justi- 

fiable in this case to assume that he did not know of any shch ordinance?0ur next 

euthor is again different. 

* From Polycarp's Epistle to the Philippiens 6 we infer that there were 

no bishops at that time for he mentions only two orders,presbyters and deacons. 

The presbyters had supreme authority in the administration of effaira;they visit- 

ed tho sick,provided for the poor,brought back simners and judged sins.“he deac- 

ons were aleo part of a board with the presbyters.Polyoarp's Metter is meager in 

detail but our next authority is correspondingly rich. 

ost Due to ite age, the Didashe mist remain the basic source for a study of this 

period.And the striking part of this review 4s, that despite the fact that there 

had been an influence like that of Ignatius', the Didache reveals a state renark- 

ably like that of the Apostolic Age.And altho it speaks of the fore-runners of 

the later bishops,XIV,1,i% stil] mentions mambers of the Prphetlo ini sbry,Proph- 

ete and Teachers.And XV,1 shows preshyters end deacons performing the functions 

of the last-mentioned worthies.Even at this early tine we see that only menbers 

were admitted to the Zucheristio Service,XIV,1,exoluding also all those at vari- 

ance with their neighbors.The congregetion is still the controling body;they ave 

to test the Prophets and the rules regarding baptia,fasting and prayer are giv- 

en the people rather than to an officer.They, the people,are also to support the 

Prophetie Ministry,XIII,3.And altho the Propheta were still in existence,the
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congregation was to elect bishops and deacons foc they too raster! yon’ itis ser- 

vice of Prophets and Teachers"XIV,1.2;XV,1.2. Nor does the Didache display any 

appreciable differences in the work of the presbyters and deacons.The Didachs is 

the greatest proof against those thet hold that the early organization was a mat- 

ter of indifference,or that it depended on the local clrownstances to develope 

1+ and shows thet immediately after the Apostles! cessation of labors,the re- j 

qkired organization was there in ali its fulness.As this source is accepted by 

all historians of note as primary evidence,we will mention an euthor who has not 

been as fortunate. 

ASTOR HERUAS: Due to the vagueness Pastor Hermas’ writings,or rather, the uritings 

that go by that name,he wlll serve our purpose in a small way only for he is not 

considered a primary sourde on this subject.Aind yet,we infer from him that he 

lnew of but tuo orders,preabyters and deacons.The Prophetic Hinistry is also al- 

luded to in the warnings,given in the Mandate,against false Prophets. 

f Papias is another of that type of writer whose efforts have largely 

been discredited by later ages.But we shall state the case as he puts it:He be- 

comes a champion of the episcopacy at least in proconsular Asia,which, according 

to his story,was assigned to John.But this evidence again,is dependent on the 

report’ of Eusebius, IIT,3 where we find the tradition that the Apostles,at the 

Symeon 
Council which elected the successor of James also assigned Asia to Jéin. 

We ard forced to ask:Why is not such a momentous decision mentioned in Seripturet 

Furthermore,it seems that the tendency or the desire to see the work of the Clurch 

carried on as a highly organized movement is the product of a7 later age.The age 

that produced this tradition was one which was first of all interested in orgeni- 

sation; and who will say just how mich value an example like this from the Apostle 

thenselvest 2 the wish was father to the thought and necessity was the 

mother of invention.If the Apostles stressed anything as being of no account it 

was the person by whom they had received the Word,the Word itself was the only 

essential;then again, these men were led ty the Spirit directly,what need aoe 

of their deciding on a plan of action?
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We must also consider the renarks of Eusebius 11,1.23;1V,22 where he states that 
Symeon was followed by thirteen other bishops in less than 30 years.As Lightfoot 

points out,this could be possible only if these bishops were merely ‘temporary 

ohairmen. Seen in this light, what value has elther Papias or Eusebius as Sey 

of an Apostolically instituted Eplscopacy?t 

But while we are discussing Eusebius we might mention the fact that by 

190 we have the bishops Theéphilus of Caesarea, fassius of Tyre,Clarus of Ptole- 

mais and Nerocissus of Jerusalem combining te produce an encyclical letter,V,25. 

He also states that Pothinus was the first bishop of Gaul before 178.Our immedi- 

ate point ,jhowever,is tte period ending about 150 and we mist add the testimony 

of Justin Martyr to complete our evidence. : } ; 

tin Wartyr: Perhaps the most distinctive feature of Justina contribution is the ex= 

act definition of the functions of both presbyters and desacons;now they are gf dis- 

tinguishable.The former were the ministers of the Yord in the strict sense of the 

term,preaching, exhorting publicly and privately,administering the sacraments eto. 

The deacons were thelr assistants, distributing the elements of the Eucharist, 

caring for the poor,sick and other dependents.A question arising out of Bustin's 

writings is this:Whet position did his Proestos(e) hold? Wes he a regularly elect- 

ed official, filling a distinct office,cor was he merely a temporary chairman,one 

“of many presbyters,performing individual functions simply because ee nature of 
w knows) 

the functions demanded an individual? In view of the fact that Justin,of only 

two orders of the ministry otherwise, and that the only place this Proestos(e) 

ocoupies is the leader in the Eucharistic Service,where en individuel is required, 

we are forced to adopt an dnterpretation midway between the two extrenes mention- 

ed before: This Proestos(e) is merely one of the presbyters and not a higher offi- 

clel performing one of his distinctive functions.Justin has also been made an ex- 

ponent of sacerdotaliem but this is contrary to the evidence. For altho he does 

speak of eucharistic offerings and sacerdotal functions Apol.I,15,65.66.67;Dial. 

©. Trypho 28,29:41.116.117,he speake of these as functions of the whole ae 

not as priveleges of the Clergy exclusively.In the Dial.c.frypho he says, 116.117:
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"go we,who thru the name of Jesus have belicved as one man in God...are the 

true Hhgh-Priestly race of God,as God Hinselt beareth witness saying that “in every 

place among the heathen are men offering sacrifices well-pleasing unto Him and 

pure. (Mal.1,11)".Justin aleo gives us a fairly complete picture of the services 

in his time.These were held in "worship rooms",either private or rented,end the 

whole congregation attended at the same time.Apol.1I,865.87.Tims there is as yet 

no trace of the two part service Imown later as the Mjsse Fidelien and the Mises 

Cateolmmenorum.4e mentions the voluntary contributions made every Sunday,Apol.I, 

88.The service itself consisted of a reading from the Gospels or the Prophets 

which was followed by the sermon;the congregation then rose for prayers in uni- 

son with the presiding officer and those which he prayed alone,all prayers, how- 

ever being closed by the congregation's audible Amen.Then the collection was tak- 

en up and the Eucharist celebrated.The presiding officer repeated the Words of 

Institution and the elementsere then distributed ty the deacons even bringing 

thon to those not present,Apol.I,16.87.And so we might aay thet Justin elec holds 

to the organization and worship of Apostolic times.---------This evidence will 

take us up to 150 A.D. at least.Now, what was the tendency immediately after Jus- 

tin's day? Altho the evidence is meager in some points end confusing in others, 

there is one source from which we can gather enough details to pin @ general 

idea of the developement.These details are found in the Origine] Sources of ths - 

_apostolio Canona (Cf Harnack; Texte u. Untersuchungen II,2). 

urces oe! Apostolio Canons: 

The latest oritical studies show thet the compiler of these Cancns 

used four sources:the Epistle of Barnabas,the Didache and two fraguents from an 

anolent ecclesiastical lawbook.ind these fragnenta constitute the first of the 

original sources.The value of this evidencs,altho it 1s not es decisive or as de- 

finitely placed as we would like to have it,lies in thie that it does give ua en 

indication,at least,of the life in the Church from 140 to 160(c) Cf.Harnack. We 

notice, first of all,that the names,pastor and bishop,are synonymous and that tide 

officer was elected by the congregation.A neighboring congregation can send re— ~ 

presentatives to help encther elect their pastor.The qualifications for this



  

effice are given,both the desireable and the essentisl,and are of such e nature 

that this office could be filled by men naturally incapable of handling the posi- 

_ tion of bishop as it is seen some years later.And without a doubt it was handled 

by such men at the time of our Sources for provision is made for en unletterd 

bishop as we shall seo laterHereff again we habe an individual set apart be- 

cause of the expediency of having an individual,rahher than a group,perforn cer- 

tain féinctions and not because a certain office with special euthority and pow- 

ers had to be filled to complete the organization.Besides this office the congre- 

gation is to elect at least two presbyters who are to have charge of discipline, 

including the conduct of the pastor.Three deacons,at least,sre to be there to 

minister to the people in their homes.Our Sources also speak of a ninistry of wom- 

ensthree are to be appointed and called idows,one of them to tend the sick,the 

other two,to persevere in prayer for all who are in temptation and also for spec- 

ial reveletions when these are necessary.Lindsay sees in them the remnants of the 

Prophetio Ministry but whatever they were,the later Church has not preserved the 

office in that forn.A Reader was alac te be appointed who was to fill the place 

of cn Evangelist and had to be able to expound Seripture.This is thé provision 

for an unlettered bishop.And so these Sources agree with the majority of the Fath- 

ers in making the board of Presbyters the supreme authority and the bishop their 

representative,and thru then, the eo, 

It wlll. te noticed,no doubt ,that our last two authorities, Eusebius 

and these Canons,ehow signs of developement away from the Apostolic tdeel.Yet the 

consistency with which the foundation of the Apostles is maintained in the Fathers. 

1a « voice that mst be heard.?11 we reject the evidence of four or five conten- 

porarfes because Ignatius g@isagrees with them? Under the circumstances,with no 

written bules of organization and such strange elements entering the Churoh,it 

is‘ surprising to find the unaganimity we do.And according to ths evidence sutmit- 

ted, the Apostolic Ideal was mainteined up to the time of Justin Martyr by the 

majority of the churches but after thet ite purity wes impaired to a greater or 

lesser degree,from that of the Sources to the scheming arrogance of Oyprien of 

Certhage.The point thet is of primary interest to us in studying this age {Fare
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by Lindsay,Pg.196:"There is not « trace of sacerdotaliem in the sende that the 

Chré$tien ministry 1s a special priesthood set apart to offer special sacrifices. 

The ruling body has the bishop as chairman surrounded by elders;one is helpless 

without the other."Coming at the beginning of the Second Century,Ignetius is the 

champion of "the mystery of iniquity" thet already worked in the Apostle's dey; 

now,however,it is no longer a mystery bat the most powerful influence in the Ghureh. 

From Ignatius onward,teake whatever Century we will,we shall find this tendency 

ever growing stronger and more pronounced,ever arrogating certain SomeEn toa e0- 

ial class,by depriving the rightful legatees of their inheritance.One Century was 

worse than the next,there was no let-up so that mere Inman anbition will not ex- 

plain this never resting urge or motive foroe;and that can only be seen in its 

true light by identifying it with 2 Thess.2,7-9.ind even to our own day this mys- 

tery has vworked,end whan we shudder at the thought that the devil himself should 

take over the helm off the Church we must nevertheless abide by the word of the 

4postle for he oleo offers us the only confort available in the words:"...only 

he who now letteth will let,until he is taken out of the way."But the germs lodsed 

by Ignetius caused a condition from which it is still a fer cry to the perfected 

Kingdon of Anti-Chrict.But its growth vas just starting and in the next 176 years 

it was to burst into full bloom for all the fundamental errors of Rome were to 

find their beginning in this period.Let us now devote a few words to this last 

stage in the developement of the organization of the Church. 

Grd 
wiltt: LATER DEVELOPIRENTS up to 325 A.D. 

One of the most fundemental changes in 

this period is that the Prophetio Ministry loses all preeminence;due to the needs 

riding from the developement in the organization the regular officers became the 

supreme authority.*hese needs changed the tenor of Church Polity entirely so that 

the presbystr and bishop,once i#lentionl,beceme something entirely different.Ac- 

cording to the Clementines end the Apostolic Sonstitutions the bishop is in the 

place of Chriékt, the presbyters,in that of the Aposties.
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In discussing the tendency to Eplscopacy, historians ere fairly well-agreed 

that it was only a natural growth.A group of presbyters would give occasion for 

disharmony and so 1t was desireable to have ea single authority in their chairman. 

And from this temporary chairmen it was but a step to « position of permanent. 

authority.Quarrels with the Jews,the State and Heretics contributed in this deve: 

lopement by bringing up points that had to be decided by an individual. Pg.61 

Jacobs says: "And the establishment of the episcopacy saved the Church whatever 

abuses were wrought later by perverting the system."But we shall see/ thet, fer 

from saving the Clurch,the Church had to struggle along as best it might despite 

the obstacles raised by this systen. 

Another fundamental change that affected the organizetion of the Church 

came with the change of the ministry to a mediating priesthood.Harnack bas sum 

marized the contributing causes very nicely,Didache II:"The sacerdotal character 

was aserlbed to the clergy by en inoreasing solemnity of the service,a compre- 

hensive adoption of heathen worship,of the Temple-service and ite priesthood end 

ascribing magical powers to priestly acta;by granting everything of ancient dig- 

nity and rule to the priestly order and by either extinguishing or relegating the 

Charismatic Ministry to the background."Put we ere anticipating;let us consider 

the developement of the individual officers in detail. 

SHOPS: = (ve <7) Book 11,28 of the Apost. Constitutions states that only a bishop my 

ordain presbyters and deacons.This is rather odd and becomes more 20 if we grant 

the Constitutions a date at the beginning of the Second Century rather than at 

the end for Jerome still says,Comm. on Titus 1:%.. ita episcopi noverint se magia 

consustudine,quam dispositionis dominicae,veritate,presbyteris esse majores". 

And Lightfoot,Ep.to Phil. pg.251,refers to a decree of the Council of Ancyra in 

314 to the effect that neither the country-bishops nob the presbyters were to 

gasnt ordination without the permission of the dicocesam bishop in writing. The 

point seems fairly well taken by Lightfoot that now even episcopal ordination 

was disregarded and only episcopal sanction was reverenced.[t also shows that the 

olty-blshops developed first and aseumed authority over their tesethern in the 

_country.Yet Eutyohius,Patriarch of Alexandria 876(c) in the "Origenes Ecclesiae
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Alexandrine" translated from the Arabic by Selden,reports that as late as 525 

the bishop at Alexandria was chosen from and by the customary twelve presbyters 

who then ordained him by the laying on of hands.This evidence,by ite very oon- 

flicting nature,shows thet the organization was tound to develope along the ideas 

jaid down by certain strong individuals.With the rise of the Gnostic Heresy,the 

Churoh found itself forced to find a visible source of correct doctrine and found 

it by stressing ite "authentic teachers"i,e:the descendants or successors of Apost- 

olionlly trained men. Lindsay,pg.270,hes the following remark to mke:"Ths succes- 

sion of the officebearers in the churches was the guerantee for the correctness of 

the tradition suggested by Irenacus,urged by Tertullian and apparently accepted 

by all who wore neither Gnostics nor Liarcionites,nor any of the smaller separate 

bodies of the Chrsitians."And the axe that Tertullian had to grind shows a fine 

edge in his "De Pracsorp.Haer.20."They then(the Apostles)founded churches in every 

elty,from which all the other churches,one after another, derived the tradition of 

the faith and the seeds of doctrine and are every day deriving them that they may 

become churches.Indeed,it is on this account only that they will be able to ac- 

count themselves Apostolic,as being the offspring of Apostolic churches...There- 

fore tho churches,altho they are so many and so great,comprise but the one prini- 

tive church founded by the Apostles from which they all spring.in this wey,all 

are primitive and all are Apostolic, whilst they are all proved to be one in unity 

by their salutation of peace and title of brotkerhood and bonds of hospitalityse. 

rights which no other rule directs than the one tradition of the selfsene nystery." 

Tertullien's fundamental mistake,and he is characteristic of the times,was that 

he stressed the teacher in plese of the teaching.But we can alter very few facts 

of that age by expressing regrets todsy.As has been staved the Kontenist Movement 

brought things to « olimax.As some see it,the officers of the Montanists were the 

successors of the major officers of the Charissatic Ministry,if we may disting- 

udgh that way,while the offivers of the Catholic Ciurch were the successors of 

the minor gifte"governsents and helps."That view is extreme for the officials of 

the Great Church were also the regularly instituted ministers of the Word and ‘tbat 

id the foundation on which they tuilt their errogent Tower of Babel. But since
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the Kontenists were commanded to make their Prophets subservient to the bishops 

they left’ the Cimroh.This is the first nobeworthy incident where orthodoxy is re- 

cognized by the bishops. 

Another contributing faster was the tendency in Rome and Corinth to 

relax the pristine disolpline in order to retein members.Calixtus,bishop of Rome 

250(c) astonished his world by proolaiming thet the clergy,as representatives of 

the Church,could grant pardon for any crime.We will not discuss the déctrinal side 

the statement here but the practical effect under the <iocematanaearene more than 

an abuse.‘et it found favor despite Tertullian's stiguatising it "a profitable 

fickleness",De Pudicitia 2,1.But under the strain and stress in times cf psrsecu- 

tion there wore many and varied troubles with the Lapsi.Some,of course, would deny 

their faith,others would make friends with the police,still others would forge 

certificates of exemptidn or would bribe the officials outright.On application 

for reinstatement each individual case had to be handled by the presbyters as a 

board of discipline.But what if the presbyters were also scattered?then an indi- 

vidual officer would grant pardon.e see that this was the custom from the repeat= 

ed commands that the presbyters were not to act without the consent of the bish- 

op in euch matters,Clom.Ep.ad Jacobe2. Hatch pg.l05 says:"The rule(that a presby- 

ter could act alone) was in many eases resisted...tut it ultimately became so gen- 

" eral that the bishops ceme to claim the right of readmitting penitents,nof in 

their capacity as presbyters of the community,but as an inherent function of the 

episcopate."This is in full accorf with Tertullian's contention that if the bish- 

ops ere the successors of the Apostles in doctrine,then they sre also their suc- 

eee in disoipline,De Pudicitia,l,which claim he based on their succession to 

Peter.The same view is held by Cyprian Ep.5,66 and Firmilien of Caesarea fron 

Cyprien Ep. 75. 

Quite naturally all the disciplinary powers granted the bishops were 

only the result of their authority in doctrine.That wes also done by Irenaeus who 

contended that the teaching of the clurches founded by the Apostles was to serve 

as the norm of doctrine and that the bishops thus became the depositories of the 

Apostles doctrine, ephariens Veritetis being granted them with their ordination.
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Cf Irenacus IV,26,2.Aleo in the Clementine Recognitions 3,65 the authority to 

teach is allowed only the bishop.Jerome took the "Charisma Veritatis" as the bas- 

is of his contention that the bishop was there primerily to preserve doctrine, 

Ep. 146 ad Evang.As it seens to us now there was a very clear conception of the 

end toward which all these leaders were striving but if such harmony did exist at 

was more by acoldent and the nature of the subject rather than by an agreement as 

to ways and means. 

St. Symeon Thessal. in his De Sacris Ordinationibus,6 made the claim in 

thie way that the Apostolic Powers,especlally those of hinding and loosing, were 

not granted to the Church as such but to individuals by virtue of their being 

successors in an Apostolivally ordained sequence.On the other hand Tertullian re- 

stricted 1t to those who were suvuessors of Peter,to whom the Power of the Keys 

had teen granted personally.Jerome,Ep.41 also held this way of explanation. ut 

Augustine was still difforent.in his Catech. Rud.,31 he held that this power had 

been granted to the Church.On top of 411 this we find that Chrysostom, Hom.11 on 

1 Tim.; Epiphandue,Haeros. 74,4 and Jerome,Ep. 146 ad Evang. all maintain thet the 

presbyters and bishops were equal except in this that the bishops had the right 

to appoint church officers. Something that wlll add to the confision is the de- 

cree of the Fourth Council of Carthage(Stat. Ecoles. Antiq.) which stated that 

any judicial action of the bishop without his presbyters might be declared in- 

valid.Quite evidently, then,the developement of the Episcopacy was not a concert=- 

ed effort.ind now, keeping Tertullian's irony,in regard to the titles assumed by 

the Roran bishops,in mind;remembering also thet both Olement of Alexandrie and 

Irenaeus considered the episcopate the same function as the prestyterate,only in 

greater meauare) Waku consider Cyprian. 

Cyprunat To hin the bishop is the absolute vicegerent of ChréSt in things spi- 

ritual.A cultivated, mhd wealthy Roman-African,he was not baptized till middle- 

age 246, Two years later he became Bishop of Carthage only to have the Decian 

Persecution disrupt his flock after a short 18 months of being in office.vhile 

many were faithful in this time of trial,others recanted,bribed the officials eto. 

Once again the Clurch was confronted with the question: What was to be done with
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the lepsi seeking readmission? Since Fatian,Bishop of Rome,bad remained feith- 

ful to the last, his presbyters decided to act on their own and granted readnie— 

sion to those Lapsi in danger of dying.They also wrote to Carthage asking the 

church there to follow this proceedure, which the Carthaginians did. Yhile this 

was going on Cyprian had been in hiding for it was perfectly plein that he was 

too valuable a man to risk a sudden end to such a promising career.But when he 

learned of this new practice he objected and in no uncertain terms, Ep.1X,1.3; 

X,1.Therffollowed more political and Jesuitical chicanery until Cyprian had per=- 

suaded both groups of presbytersa that his sanction was required for any action 

on their part.His prectical ends,without going into the details of the means by 

which he accomplished his purpose,were twofold:First,he denied the right of the 

martyrs and confessors to grant the Lapsi pardon,desplte the fact that many pres- 

byters wore martyrs or rather,many martyrs were presbyters;secondly,he insisted 

that under all clrownastances the blehop alone had the right to grant pardon.To 

hin the bishop vs not one deriving his authority from the congregation but,ace 

cording to an analogy of the Enpire,as the Proconsul was responsible solely and 

directly to the Enperor,a0 the bishop was responsible only to the lord. The way 

to gain this authority lay only in ordination, Ep.64.But as Chré$t had been in the 

role of priest,so the bishop also was a priest.te quote from his 62 Epistle: "He‘ 

offers a true and perfect secrifice in the Church to God the Father,when he pro= 

coeds to offer it according to what he see Chréit Himself to have offered". mut 

the bishop was the representative of Cirist,above all else,because,Ep.72: "They 
only who are set over the Church...can remit sins".He was the first to suggest 

that the Eucharist was a repetition of the agony and death on the Grose. Naturdlly 

he brought the attendant evils in also,De Bpere et Eleemosynia:"...20 that by 

- Qlusgiving we may aH away whatever foulness we may contract."How we can see. 

how he went much farther than Irenacus and Tertullian for where they held to a 

succession "by appointment and succession to the Apostles' ,he held that each gen- 

eration received its apostles in exactly the same position as that held by the 

Twelve.The logical result of Cyprians line of thought, since he is bent on unity, 

is the Episcopos Eplscoporum even tho he himself opposed that idea sbrongly. 

 



    

=S56= 

This review of Cyprian is a fine illustration of how the authority of the bishop 

over the peonle,their succession from the Apostles and a mediating and sacrific- 

ing priesthood go hand in hand. We have intentionally devoted a little more space 

to the developement of the bishop since that set the pace and all other develope- 

ments were subservient and secondary to that from the phint of view of this essay. 

We have considered the growth of the Episcopasy in this section,for a review of 

criticiem of, the section below on Apostolic Succession.To complete the picture 

we mst also study the nearest officer to the bishop, nanely the presbyter. 
f 

ES BYTERSs (7! vjie.! With the rise of the bishop,the presbyteral office of couySe became - 

separated/from it.As our chief source of information we shall use the Canons of 

Hippolytus as found by Dr. Achelis:Texte und Untersuchmegen IV,4(1891) We read 

thet when the congregation had chosen their man as bishop he was ordained either 

by a nelghboring bishop or a presbyter by the laying on of hands.It is not stat 

od how the elders are to be chosen but martyrs and confessors are to taken as can- 

didates.A martyr's confession before a magistrate made him an elder,"hia con- 

fossion was his ordination". Besides these,all who had the gift of healing were 

to be taken,Canon IV,14.15.the Canons make the presbyter the equal of the bishop 

in everything but the right to ordain presbyters and deacons and, fhe special seat 

in the church. "Therefore the presbyters,filled with the spirit of the Apostles, 

are to be an example to the flock,be powerful in prayer,care for the sick,tend 

to disolplinary matters,and assist the bishop in publis worship.In the service 

they placed their hands on the offerings while the bishop prayed thanks, stood 

on.each side of the cateckmens while they were being baptized and then introdived 

them to the congregation.Acoording to the ninth Canon,visiting the sick,exorcls- 

ing by prayer ,caring for the young and administering discipline were thelr dis- 

tinctive functions.lindsay also pointabut pg 337 that since it bacame customary 

for the bishop to control more than one congregation he might appoint « presby- 

tor or deacon to do this for him. Harnack's supposition that the presbytere lost: 

much of their original stending and became merely an advising council to the 

bishop and supporting him is also correct. Bxt Hatch's contention that the Minis- 

try of the Word,formerly not a prominent pert of the presbyters duties,now



Wices: 

=57= 

attained this prominence is altogether wrong.If anything, the presbyter lost his 

true position because of the bishop's usurpation of authority.But the presbyters 

  

were not the only ones to lose cut in the course of the eplacopal developement. 

Eicocovs? The begiming of the Third Century saw the deacons as « minor office. 

The congregations at Rome confined themselves to seven and when more were requir- 

ed they instituted the office of sub-deacon.Thia wes sanctioned by the Council 

of Heo-Cacseren.According to the fifth and seventeenth Canons of Hippolytus,the 

duties of the deacon are as follows:He is to remember that he ia the servamt of 

God,the bishop and the presbytershe has special charge of the poor, widows, orphans 

end strangers;he is to instruct the oxtechumens and report to the bishop when 

his charges are ready for baptism.Only in their instructing the newly converted 

and young and in their care of the needy do they approach the original deacons. 

Yet Pellicola can say pgo28:"At the beginning of the Church only the deacons dis- 

oharged the office of Chraitian ministers? 

The Canons also speak of Widows and Virgins who are to look after 

the women as the deacons do the men;they are independent and responsible to the 

bishop only.Here Pelliccia has a very interesting remark,pg 46:"Deaconesses were 

considered a Clerical Order,ordained by the epiacopal imposition of hands and 

not without clerical priveleges...but in the Western clmrch the order of 

deaconesses ¥f was gradually abolished by decrees of councils after the sixth 

dentury because of their incontinenck and 1+ ceased to be reckoned among the 

Clerical orders." As a Clerical Order the arrangement has no basis in the Apost- 

olical Church but as recognized helpers of the reguier ministry we see that these 

women were still in existence in the second and third Centuries. In this rela- 

tion we may also throw in a word or two about the Services. 

Qwest the developdaent of Sacerdotalian was directly responsible for oreat- 

ing the Sanctuary and the Alter in the Clurch and the arrangement is still 

found in the Catholic olmrches today.Likewise the unbaptized were to be kept 

from the full-fledged members and they were relegated to the lower end of the 

auditoriun.The last stage in this movement was the bringing in of lattice work 

acon the altar making the Eucharist a sacrificial act possessing the appeal
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to the senses of the mysteries of Paganias.And from the tine that the Church 

had baildings of its own men were teught that prayers,spoken within thelr walls 

were especially efficacious and that the Divine Presence dwellt there.After Con=- 

estantine's day,churches were no longer simply dedicated but consecrated. Incense 

also made its appearance at this time and while the Apostolic Constitutions al- 

lows the use of lighted lenpa at the celebration of the Eucharist,the Council 

of Elvira forbade it Crosses also came into prominence,floral decorations etc 

and by the Fourth Century we have distinct Liturgies.Cf Jacobs s.v.Abuses. The 

Canons spenk of two types of Services,the Eucharistic and that of Exhortation. 

: The latter consisted of prayers by the clergy,then psalms and hyms were sung by 

the congregation,and the Soripture-reading was followed by the Sermon.Evidently 

singing was a very important part of the Service for the candidate for Baptian 

was asked whether he had sung heartily in the .services,Canon XIX.This service u 

was held andly at cock-crow and all the clergy,except the blshop,was expeoted to 

be present.Lindsay infers thet the deacons instructed the catechummens before the 

service.Thoe laity who for some good reason could not attend were instructed to 

read some part of Soripture,Canon XXVII,1.The Eucharistic Service was opened 

by a Scripture-reading which was done by Readers who relieved one another since 

the people were still assenmbling.If the bishop held the sermon it took place 

efter this reading.He then took his place behind the Table of the Body and Blood 

with the presbyters on each side of him and the deacons brought in the elements. 

All the clergy was in white dress for this service. hile the bisinp and elders 

placed their hands on the cup,the former began the responsive prayers which were 

followed by a prayer over the Elements.After the elements had been passed around 

the usual offerings were brought forward and were distributed by the bishop. 

On this source which we have used, lindsay makes the following comment, 

pe 267:"It is very interesting to observe that there is nothing in the Canons 

which implies that the Holy Supper has any special and unique sacrificial con- 

ceptions attached to itssuch ideas are markedly absent? Bat this is another in- 

stance of the divergence of views on practice held at that time. the growth of - 

the Eplscopacy and the sacerdotal idea were of course the radical ideas of their
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day and so we can very well expect to find the thought embodied in these Canons 

one that pursues the Golden Middle Way with perhaps even the shade of a bias in 

regard to the Conservative. If the conditions portrayed in these Canons were the 

depths to which the Folity and Practice of the Churoh had descended there would 

be no great cause for alarm.But here also the doctrinal errors,like the sacerdot— 

alien of Tertullian and even of Ignatius,merely required time for assimLlation. 

4nd as the practice is merely the result of these doctrines we can well under- 

stand why the polity might os sound even while the doctrine was in a state 

of change for the worse.Thus it was here;the doctrinal errors of the one genera- 

tion showed themselves in the noxt. 

We have discussed the develop#ment of the organization with special 

regard to the Episcopacy.the other complementary factor in this developement was 

the growth of sacerdotalism and we may well devobe a pkragraph to that phase of 

the subject here. 

SERDOTALISL: | ada By the beginning of the Third Century the ministry had become 

@ mediating and sacrificing priestly casbe.Tertullian,De Bapt.17 is the first to 

call the ministry a priesthood and he is followed by Cyprian as we have shown 

above.Later Jerome,&p.ad Evagriun,made it a priestly Order after the likeness of 

the Levitical System.The factors influencing this growth were both pagan and Jew- 

ish.The latter asserted itself because the Old Testanent was still considered 

the Bible and tims the 01d Disponsation with its very important priestly system 

constantly before they#f eyes of the people; while the pagan came in because, 

after civil toleration was effected,discipline broke down as indoctrination suf- 

fered negiect.While the Apostles did borrow much from the Synagogue, there was 

nothing in the Temple-service that would fit the New Dispensation.Yet a later 

age and a different spirit would find the mysterious and awe-inspiring atnos- 

phere of the Temple preferable to that which was simple and real as the Apostles 

has handed it down. And altho there was nothing like a divinely instituted or- 

der of priests,those so inclined almost found it by misinterpreting the custom 

of laying on of hands.Once the germs of the Character Indelibilis began to grow 

the Clerzy was ae far removed from the Laity as it could be.Another point which
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would make good material for bolstering sacserdotel claims was aborted out of 

the Eucharistic Service.This developement, the combimation of a priest and his 

sacrifice,altho it is hopelessly out of harmony with the Gospel, is nevertheless 

@ good reason against considering the Sacrament a mere representation rather than 

allowing the rea? presence of the Body and Blood.For is it not easier to arrive 

at the idea of a sacrifice from the starting point of the Real Presence than fron 

  

a mere representationtie mist bear in mind thet the idea of a priest was there 

first,and from that the sacrifice-idea has its beginning in the Church.Uhile the 

priest-idea is essential,the idea of sacrifice is only one of = dmys of per- 

forming mediatorial rites.And once the sacerdotal character of the ministry pif 

had been established,a sacrifice had to be found for it and it was found in this 

Sacranent.“hen Calixtus proclaimed that his clergy had the right to grant pardon 

for all sins,it involved something fash more than forgiving sins for with the 

sacerdotal idoa the priest became the one sinned against;he not g7/¢ only pro- 

claimed pardon,he really forgave sinseAnd when Cyprian denied the right of the 

martyrs and confessors to grant pardon he not only struck the deathblow to the 

Prophetio Linistry but also to the right of each Christian to declare God{s par- 

don Now it had been established once and for all:The Clergy alone had the road= 

map to Heaven.Cyprian was also responsible for stressing the pagan idea that the 

ministry was a special priesthood;that anyone,by virtue of the powers with which 

Ordination invested him,could stand as God toward his fellownan. Another pagan 

idea of his was that the Sucharist was an efficacious sscrifice without regard to 

the attitude of the worshippers.‘e call this influence ‘pagan'intentionally for 

anyohe understanding the Old Testament would realise how weak and ineffective the 

Rices ~ were slasly because they were performed by Inman hands en’ so would not insert an 

idea like that into the Eucharist.We are furthermore justified in calling it pag- 

an because essentially it differs from ell acts of worship that imply surrender 

of self to God and self-denying love.And in this way the congregation ceased to 

exist as the unit of organisation end the Clergy really became the Circh. 

Heed it be said that such an exclusive sacerdotal system is directly 

contrary to the GospeltIt is not a contimation of the Asaronic Priesthood,it is
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not commended or mentioned in the Hew Testament and the Fathers are for the most 

part silent about it.On thie point also there dis a wide divergence of opinion 

among the champions themselves. Tertullian,De Fraesor. Haer. 41,first mentioned 

sacerdotal claims when he referred to his enemies as ascribing sacerdbtal functions 

to laymen.And altho Origen calls a minister Sacerdos and Hiereus he is not near- 

ly so far advanced as Tertullian for he saw this sacerdotal chardcter as some- 

thing that existed by virtue of their being representatives of the Body of Believ- 

ers.But when compared to Cyprian both Tertullien and Origen are on the borderline 

only.He applied everything relating to the Old Testament p/h priesthood to 

the New Testanent ministry and thus the priestly caste was established in every 

detail. 4nd now a word about the external aspect,tho organization. 

IZATION; * "Brom 250 to 326 we can easily notice a movement toward rallying eround 

churches in a central and comaanding position and looking to them for guidance 

and leadership.Rome and Alexandria are the serliest types of this.As we shall see 

this placo of trust or prestige of certain churches was the result of councils. 

As eurly as Acts 11 we see the first congregation debating questions of doctrine 

and pracbico in public.Crises like that of the Hintanist Hovement and other heresy 

would demand a uniform policy and that could be gained only by consultation a- 

mong the members of the orthodox oluirch.One thing to be kept in mind is that the 

laity was present et these councils,Zusebius V,16;XiV,10.Irenaeus and Tertullian 

also agree to thisjeven Cyprian,Ep. 70 allows this of the African synods as late 

as 220."Time,in the Third Century,a Synod was @ means open to egy¥ooal congrega- 

tion of aoquiring aid and advice of the Clurch Universal" ,thus Lindssy.What is 

more,from Cyprion's 46th Epistle;we see that if the laity were not represented, the 

decisions of that council might be declared invalid;if the people were present, 

the decisions werqauthoritative at once. Bit this also was too close to the ideal 

to last,for once the Clergy became distinct the laity lost out everywhere.Cyprian 

himself,by his demands for implicit obedience to the bishops,naturally wrought 

havoc with the rights of the congregation.His efforts developed from the bishop 

to the Metropolitan and finally to a Pope.tith this developement another went hend 

=) in hand. That started with the congregational meeting, developed into the district



synod and culminated in the Zoumenical Council. The councils were usually held 

in e centrally located city due to the ease of access and the resident bishop 

usually acted as chairman .This chairmanship grew by leaps and bounds into the 

all-powerful office of Metropolitan. But as more and more authority was heaped 

upon the individual,so the rights of the congregation diminished. But there is ay 

another factor to be considered in the external developenent. 

The Stdp-religion,or mperor-worship,was kept alive in the Third Century 

by a highly developed hierarchy extending thruoub the Empire.The Pontifex Vaxi- 

mis was at Rome,a Ketropolitan was over the provinces and Supervisors over the 

tomns.eIn the provinces these priests or supervisors also held a high civil rating 

and only ricoh and influential men were chosen to perforn this duty.The Uetropoli-= 

tan,due to the civil ranking which went with his office,vas next in authority to 

the civil governor.The paraléoliem ia so striking that one notices at once whére 

the Church borrowed from the Stave religion;from the crades of bishops down to 

the odded and readded lower ranks of the clergy.Pg 551 Lindsay says:"In Gaul the 

pigen organization was overyxhere the forerunner of the Christien".And the same 

holés true of ths councils.iommsen,in his Provinces of the Roman Expire, says: 

"The conquering Christien Church took its hierarchic weapons from the arsenal of 

the enemy".ind despite the fact that only a few decades before Tertullian had 

dubbed a certain high=blown bishop of Rome Fontifex Maximus, that title was now 

assumed for the Roman bishop with all of its former implications: spiritual supre- 

nosy over the entire Churoh.And se the movement for o powerful end distinct olass 

in the Church went on,every new detail in its as yet inexperienced life was used 

as a means to this end and every age saw a corresponding decline in the rights of 

the congregation.Now we shall consider the pagan influence in the Minor Offices. 

The years 256(c) to 300 saw a marked increase in the minor offices of 

the Clurch.Fesides the bishops, presbyters,deacons and sub=deacons, the clergy con- 

sisted of Readers,Exorcists,Acolytes,Door-keepers and Yanitora.The Reader altho 

most lilly a remnant of the Synagogue,was at first a provisional office so that 

in case the bishop were en unlettered man there would be ee eee 

read and expound Scripture.In one way the Exorclsts assumed part of the Presigter's



functions and in another way,they were still members of the Charismatio Kinistry. 

One thing common to both Readers and Exoroiste is thet they were chosen because 

of certain inherent abilities.The Acolytes and Door-keepers were simply imita- 

tions of Paganiem.The former was the personal menial servant of the higher oisrey: 

The pagen hierarchy had coneisted of two classes of priests,the sacrificing end 

the menial and the Acolyte in the Christian Church is an adaptation of this,te- 

its—om-—eonditions,According to Harnack,the Door-koepers were simply taken over 

from the pagan temple service and their duties even remained the seme in the new 

environment.The Doctor makes the following remarks on this officer:" He had to 

leok after the opening and the closing of the doors...refuse entrance to suspi- 

cious persons and in. later times to close the doors after the dismissal of the 

catechumens against those doing penance and unbelievers".Their date is given as 

about 225 or as soon as there were buildings worthy of mention.Gravediggers,altho 

no more than their nano implies,are nevertheless officers also.thus the Hierarchy: 

in the Chréétian Church was self-developing,taking care of evrything in a systema- 

tic way.Unlike the Aaronic Priesthood where a man was torn into a certain rank 

se to die there,this bicrarchy was a ladder which the deserving could climb... 

L ADTEOATTY: The world in which the Church found iteelf exerted still ancth- 

or influence on the organization.rhille the bonds which bound the Church together 

in en external woy still left a little to be desired before Constentine,his ef=- 

forts on behalf of the Church changed things as 16 were overnight.For with oivil 

toleration and recognition the Church found itself in a new element. How unity ; 

could be enforced by means of the civil arm for heresy had become a Grisecind ide 

imperial unity was but the forerunner of the Papal.the State,supporting the as- 

sociated clurches by all the means in its powers,enforced the decisions of coun- 

oils with clvil pains end penalties and backed up sentences of excommmication 

and deposition with civil loses.It did its best to wipe-out all churches outside 

of the Organization,and largely sudceeded.This policy reached its clinax when 

troops of the State butchered whole commmities of the Montenists in Phrygia end 

the Donatists in Africa.And no amount of expleining will make out the role of ths 

Church in this matter to be thet of the innocent end helpless bystander. This
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policy was endorsed wholeheartedly by leaders in the Church like Ambrose as we 

see from his letter to Theodosius demanding the suppression of all of those out- | 

side of the Church and forcibly stopping their meetings for worship,Migne's Patr. 

lat. XVI,pE 940.He a the proud framers of the dictun{Extra ecclesian milla salus 

est" lived in the Third and Fourth Century they would not been before their day, 

neither would they have failed to have hit the mark by much even tho they were 

expressing a wieh rather than a fact for the Third Century's close end especial- 

ly the beginning of the Fourth sew every effort extended toward making the wish 

a reolity.In a study of this period 1t almost seoms as if the leaders of the Church 

had no time for deotrinal vagaries while the world was still considered a hosije 

force. Fut if decadence moved but slowly at first,its speed after recognition by 

the State more than made up for time lost/ and errors in doctrine and practice 

buret in like a flood.From the stendpoint of the world.the years from 500 to 400 

sew the greatest change in the attitude toward the Church.From 300 to 312 there 

was a very severe perseoution; by 525 there was at least nominal toleration and 

by the end of the Century heresy wes a orime.And now the clergy was not only a 

distinct but also the governing class.The causes contributing to thia result were 

voried: 

In the first place the Gtate exempted church officers from vivil dut- 

Sen,cf. Eilm:Die staedt.u. buergerliche Verfassung des roem. Reiches,pg 85-123. 

This aleo sprung from the Church for Cyprien says:"Zhe ministers of the Church 

ought to serve exclusively the altar end the sacrifices and to give their whole 

time to supplications and prayers".Even Constantine had exempted the clergy to 

@ certain extent,Eusebius X,7. Since many immediately sought to join the clergy 

to avoid the exorbitant civil taxes this measure was opposed for a time and re- 

strictions were placed on joining the clergy,Cf. Kilm,pg24G2ut the exemption was 

not repealed and in 341 the Council of Chalcedon made it an offense for a cleric 

to hold civil office.On top of that the State granted the clergy exemption from 

the civil courts,Codex Theod.16,2.41.That established the olergy @s a class cl= 

willy distinct.And when the Church could hold property in its own name,the merit 

of bequests to the orgenization was preached with such good results that the
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Church becane a universal legatee.This custom also gave offense and steps were 

taken to remove the cause of trouble,Codex Theod. 16,2.20.Jerome expressed the 

reproach felt by all serious-minded churolmen when he said,Ep. ad Hepot.62:"It 

is a shame that it 1s said that the Church accepts the heritage of pagan priests, 

mimi, soothsayers end public women".Added to this were the bulldings donated by 

Constantine and the land and temple-revenues,Sozoms H. E;1,8.10;67.And now the 

clergy was not only distinct ,religiously and civilly,but also socially and financ- 

ielly.Dut where did the Laity find its place in all of these new developenents? 

, As soon os the sacerdotal idea crep$ into the Church, aMdifference in 

practice in regard to laymen had set in.At first he could not preach if the bish- 

op were present;thon he could not preach if any other officer Were present end 

leter not at all.This was not mere custom or anything like that but was formlat- 

cd as an eccleaiastical law in the Stat. Eocless. Antiq.jin a similar way we 

may point out the fact that at first the laymen brought their offerings and com- 

mined, later ,especially in the East,he could not even see the celebration of the 

Eucherist,cf Diction.of Antiquities,s.v.Iconostasis.ind the last vestiges of a 

lay vote in cases of discipline went by the board in the Fifth Century,cf Fer= 

rand: Ereviatio Canonu;.The clergy held the whip hand,the distinction betreen 

clergy and laity had now become one of power and the lelpy could only submit. 

Under such circumstances,is it any wonder that a notion like Ascetiolan skould 

become so populart At first this false moral ideal had bemn fromed upon but with 

the momentum gained in a slow start,once it began to move,it swept all aside in 

an irresistable rush,cf Justin,Apol.1,15;Origen,Contra Celsum,7,41.Hatoh is not 

very evangelical when he says in Lecture VI:"An effete age, they sought spiritual 

_ values after fleshly surfeitings;persecutions ceased, but the thought of merit in 

suffering continued". But the thought of merit in suffering was just becoming ‘pop- 

ular.In the sane chapter he says;"The movement began in the East tut spread ra- 

pidily to the West;and wherever,in East or West,the stream of life ran ctrougratere 

were crowds of men and women who were ready to forsake all and follow John the 

Baptist into the desert rather than Chrékt into the world."But who can blame the 

flook when the leader has strayed? The fact that these people were willing to 

EE a nn
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follow the lead of the Church and perform feats nowhere demanded in the Gospel 

  

shows how sadly the Church,identified now by its organization and no longer by 

its doctrine,had abused its trust.The primary purpose of the Church,to save souls 

and speak the Word of reconolliation,had been forgotten in the pride of their or-= 

ganization. Can we wonder that a priestly caste with its attendant pacrifice Pro- 

duced frilis in its organization like the ceremony of the Mass,Sacramentalien, 

Prayers and Masocs for the Dead,Zemiasion of sins by alusgiving,Intersession of 

end Prayers to Saints,Meriolatry,enforced Gelibacy of the Clergy,lying Yondera, 

Miracles and efficacicusRelics, ecolesiastical Despotiam and last,but by no means 

: least, the Primacy of the Bishop of Rome? A study of the Church from this point 

onward can only be discouraging and depressing and only the anticipation of see- 

ing the Light of the Refornation burst upon the darkened Prince-of=this-vorld's 

Kingdom will be incentive enough for one to contime.But we have gone fer encugh 

into the subject to sec what a terrific assault the Getes of Hell did make on 

the Lord's Church.But He who has overcome the world saw fit to allow them tempor= 

ary success only and we who live today can well be doubly thaniful. And now a very 
ates s 

few words on the socalled Apostolic Suocossion may serve as a summery of our’ essey: 

‘TOLIC ‘SUCCESSION: Jacobs states the question as follows:"4n Apostolical Suc- 

-
 

cession means that all men who have a right to be considered duly appointed minis- 

ters of Christ have received fron Him a commission to minister in His name,con= Zl 

veyed in an outward and visible manner fy in a direct line from the Holy Aposties.' 

The powers which Christ? a His ministers and which are thus tranamitted ere 

as followa;"to ordein ministera,to give them the power to administer the Sacra~- 

nents and bestow the grace of absolution and perform other priestly acts.The only 

ones to succeed to this authority,namely to tranmit these ‘powers',are the bish- 

ops and of these only those who are ordained by an unbroken line ere lawful min- 

isters.Any break,no matter where,in this line,leaves no true Clurch,no true sinis= 

try and no validity in the Sacraments.Those who practice the office of a minister 

and are not ordained in this way are usurpers,heretics and aohlanaties,and con= 

stitute with their people a tand of revolters and not a trench of the Church". Be=- 

hold, how one error treads the heels of another!
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We have endeavored to trace the rise of this tendency until it became a 

fact in our study of the later developements, (Part IIl).The remarks here will 

only be general. 

The only thing that ever approached such an arrangement was the 01d 

Testament priesthood but that was by special divine command and was repeated tine 

and again.Where is there a New Testament command analogous to this? There is no 

trace of it,and the conduct of the Apostles is directly opposite to what it would 

have been had this system obteined.Faul wanted the doctrine to be tranmnitted to 

'faithful men who should be able to teach others also';he wanted a succession of 

sound doctrine.Where is the suggestion of the fact that this could be obtained 

only by an unbroken chain of Apostolically ordained ministers? From the exponents! 

viewpoint, this doctrine should be the last word in guaranteeing certainty in all 

spiritual matters and yet ,who at o8 a certainty whether he is ordained in 

the required manner or not? As we have tried to show in the course of this treat- 

ise,the powors ascribed to the bishop were stolen from the congregation,of PartI 

If the powers of binding and loosing together with the benefit of the Eucharist 

kas been granted to the Apostles,simply as Apostles and not as the first Church, 

by what right do laymen receive the Lord's Supper?iihy is such a succession not 

mentioned by the Apostles?They mew of nothing like it in their day and even of 

the Second and Third Century Lindsey sss correctly:"there is no trace of Apost- 

olical Succession in any form whatever,even in the poetic conception of the disci- 

ple~-company it is the presbyters who represent the Apostles.lastly,there is no 

trace of diocesan rule". That is the oase exactly.This doctrine has justly been 

characterized as "a fiction invented and propagated in the Clurch to bolster sa- 

cerdotel superstitions".And it took the brains of Tertullian,Cyprian and August- 

Jne,Roman ecclesiastios who had been trained to be lawyera,to develope this idea. 

And altho *ertullian and Irenaeus did not believe that the bishop alone had the 

Holy Spirit,it took the blundering radical Hippolytus to mike the fatel plunge, 

Philosoplumena,I:"But none will refute these heresies save the Holy eis th coment 

ed to the Ohurch,which the Apostles having in the first instance received ,have 

transmitted to those who rightly belicved.But we,as being their successcrs,and
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as being participators in this grace, high-priesthood and office of teaching,as 

well as being reputed quardians of the Church,will not be found deficient in vi= 

gllance,or disposed to suppress correct doctrine". And now compare tke quotation 

of Tertullien's, De Pracsor. Haer.,20 pg 32 of this essay.And strange to say,the 

first six booka of the Apostolic Constitutions contain no trace of an Apostolic 

Succession! : 

A last word is to be added as found in the Concordia Cyclopedia,s.v 

Apostolic Succession: "Opponents of the Apostolic Succession mintein that this 

view is based on a misunderstanding of Christ's commission,of the adherent power 

end efficacy of the Yord,of the nature and character of the Church,of the Office 

of the Keys and the spiritual priesthood of all Christians.They further maintain 

that Christ,by commissioning His Apostiles,did n&ét create a distinct body within 

the Church, vested with inalienable authority,but merely charged then with the 

preaching of the Gospel and the administration of the Sacraments,which Christ has 

laid upon the whole Church as their duty and function. Hence ministers of the 

Church perform their public and official functions not by right of Apostolic Suc- 

cession, but by reason of their Call,thru which the rights,duties and priveleges 

which Christ has given to all Christians are delegated to them for official exeou- 

tion in the name of the Church."
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