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« The apostalic societies were, in the fullest sense of
»he word, CoMMUNITIES ; hot iudeed chavuce assem-
“blages, hable .o the confasivns thatattend unrestraned
‘deﬁmcmcy, but eraanized vadies, cguuuu’.cd u!_hc.xd,
and heart, and mebers, concurring, according to
their several powers, 1 the same aets, amd bound to-
igether by o vial syinpathy,  ‘T'he princrple ol apos -
tglic church polity would, as we assume, have baen
“Wiolated in an equal degree, either by any adempt ol
ighe peuple obrng their pasturs o subservienteons
Fdition, as thewr supendiaties; or by any endeavour ot
“ghe clergy 1o sustaik and extend their wrerogatives by
smecretconspiracy. Tihetwo great rudsmnents ot eccle-
.Bastical polity, namely, the saceniotal vngin ol sa-
tgerdotal poweis; and the presence and concurrence
¢of the people in acts of discipline and m the enact-
dnent ot regulations, and especizlly 1w the manage-
ynent of pecumary afiurs, are currelauve, and he
‘worst evils arise frow parung them, or from praci
ieally nullfymyg cither.  The one is not woith con-
Jending for, apart from the other; and the one s es-
Jsential tothe compleic operaton of tne other.  Which
gver parly sims to compromese liie privileges and
jghts ot the other, is blid s own.

IWe have already spoken of the first of these two
sprinciples - aud nothing »~ easser thanto estabhish the
1second. A~ mauer of lusiory the lact ot the concul

sFence of the mass of the Charch 1 deliberations at
“decisions stands on the face of the apostulic wistings.
LThe wukiitode cawe together, aud ook these part m
~She wost important consulianuns. ta the malat e
Aas referred the clection of oflicers charged wiih tig
“secondary atlsirs of the communaiy - the brehren heid
p the hand, although they dad bus fay the hand: the
eirotomia was allowed them, waere the Acvothesia
as reserved to the presbyiers and bishops.  Public
mbusiness was indeed arranged, propounded, and car-
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sried through by Pablic Porsons; bat sttl it was car-
bh > & ?

ied as public Lusuiess,  The mackmation in clusels
o,@f interests that ought to be o) enly discussed, 3> @
Tfreason against the commumty ; noar was zny such se-
Sgret management admitied cven by the divinely com-
ARissivned apusiles.
3% But the tenor and the terms of the apostolic epistles
“affurd the most satistactory evidence on the pownt of
“gbe liberal and overx cons.itutivn of the first Chavches.
“#Phese epistles, fraught wih variousand specitic ad-
“¥ices on guestions of discigline and governument are,
saddressed comprehiensively and direetly 1o the mas
Zof believers;—not 1 the people throngh the medinm
oktheir rulers, ‘The pastors are indeed mentioned,
“But this inention ol them distinetly implies that the
‘Writer, in each instance, bad hiscye vnmediatetly
“fixed upon the people. Were then the people—the
belicversat larae, the mere subyects of church power?
~did they constitute an incrt mass, upon which sacer-
“dotal functions were to be exerciced ? Common sense
insulied by any such supposstion ; historic evidence
i outraged by afinning 1t to have been the taat
“IFhe Church, with its teachers and pastors, was one
SBving bady,various in its functions,but full of energy
< &nd activn.
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% The course recommended or enjoined, on various

casions, by St Paul, and the public measures which
4h,t advises to be pursued, were plamly supposed to
“Assue from the breadih ot the Churchy and not 10 be
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_rpromulgated from the cluset of an ohgarchy. Our

iference in this instance has precisely the same

Pgtrengih as that which we draw wm favour of the in-
%*%]ependcnct- ofthe clerical function from the fact,that

§ I the nstractions bearing directly and exphcitly
Wpcn the appointment, investiture, character, and be-
aviour of the rulers of the Chureh, are conveyed to

DIvIDUaLs (not to Churches) and these being such

RUDDILNTS OF CBULRCH POLITY. 77

as had received an irvesponsible authority, from an
iriesponsible source.

Vifl. We have then before us the constituents of a
Church, and their 1eaiprocal influence. It only re-
marns 10 ingnire, what shonld be the relative posttion
ol those who exereise the vatious public functions of
thebady.  ‘The tollowing considerations seemn proper
1o by premised to such an inquiry.

15t Itshould be admuded that the information fur.
mehed in the writings ot'the New “Pestament con-
cermug the form of goveinment prevailing in the
apusiohie Church s scanty, incomplete, intormal. to
<omte extent ambizinous, and such. in a word, asex-
cludes the suppostaan that any detinue polity was in-
temh d tobe awhornaively conveyed to the Church
wniversal. Ot let it be granted that the few who are
fully and famihiarly conversant with ecclesiastical an-
nyiniy,may atrnve ata clear cunviction ihat such and
st-h was the cconomy ol the fiest churches,or of most
of them; yet the Sanrrcee Evipesce alone, and un-
aited by learned researches, con never beso pre-
sented to the mass of Christiatis as to command their
as-ont to thes orthat system,as apostolicund unchauge-
able.

Ay, The informativn we gather, in part fromthe
incidental allusions of the cavumcal writers, and m
part from the extant remans of early Chostian luer-
aiure, suggesis the behe! (in dtselt probble) that, un-
der the cye, and with the approbation or permission
of the aposiles, different modes ot chareh government
prevatled in dafferent countries.  ft s, we say, per-
feetly credible, and preity nearly cstablished as a
faet, that a certain eeclesiastical coustitaiion which
mizht well accord with the nativnal sentiments and
civil usages of the Christtans of Syria, or Persia, or
tie provinees of Hellenic Asia, might be altogether
repugnant to the teehngsof the Churches of Greece
proper, of ltaly, Gaul, or Northern Afica. That sort
ofsupersiitions,servile,and despouc inflexibility which
is characteristic of the arrogant churchman ot later
ages, asswredly was not the temper of the first pro-
mulgators of the Gospel. St Paul, especially, had
leared that high wisdom which i¢ at once immovable
in principle, and compliant in circumswntials. The
w bole anatozxy ol lus behaviour,and of his sentiments,
contradicts the supposition 1hat he went about carry-
ing anron model ot ecclesiustical government, from
couniry to country.

3y, We mast bz especially aware of those falla-
cics in arguament what arise {rom placing reliance
up.an enther the ciymological import,or the afterwards
acquired and specifie sense of certain erm- of uflice ;
since it is wantest that these tenins are used converts
thly throughont the New Testument, and are inter-
echanzed with a lawtude and a freedom that does not
atali accord with the defimtions and assumptions of
muodern controverusts.  Modern  controversies, onh
church government, have been rendered indecisive by
ihe favlr, common to all parnes, of contending for and
agamst NaMrs ; stead of tnquiring concerning facts.
What avails it, for example.to prove that the pastors
of single and small congregations were called bish-
ops? Theonly question of significance is this, wheth-
er, when there were ten, fitty, ora hundred congre-
gations in & city,cach wi s an insnlated and independ-
ent Church, having its bishop, and its exclusive or-
gamization, or whether they did not, in all such cases,
constitite one Chureh, governed by a single president
(ealt him what we may) who bare rule over all the
clenical persons ministering to those several congre-
watons ¢ I we find in fact at Jerusalem, at Antioch,
at Ephesus, at Alexandria, at Rowne, some such cco-
nomy as this, and alwaysoxs Cueren, comprising ma-
ny congregations, directed by one angel, or chief,
those who choose may argue the question—what was
his title 3



