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ancient authority, and who, not ina few instances,are
accustomed to ce\'c ont a scanty scripture proofby the
testimony ofthe Fathiers, and to lean 0% the arm of
tradition, shut thesr ears 0. 1is puint azamst the clear
and undoubied voice of venerable annguny, and suil-
1y adhere 10 the expiess apostolic praciiee. On the
other hand=—and we ciugotl but nuie the stange cus.
ualties incident to theotogeal wartare, thase who, on
almost every other question, 1t nut on every other,
take their bimmovable stand voun the explicrt awbors-
ty of Scripture, and who will do neither move nor fess
than can be made goud by text upun text, these very
persons, in defending the main aracle of their ecclesi-
astical policy, namely the popular call, appomument,
election, and removal, of pastors and teachers, are
left without warrantof' Setipture, (sume tortwing of
terms exccpted,) and witl.out the sanctivn of'  siule
apostolic instance; and are compelled to support the
practice *hey adopt on the lower giound of expedien-
¢y, or ol the natural rights of men, or of the example
of the carly Church, as reported by ccciesiastical wris
ters.

On secular principles nott ing can be more simple
or reasonable than that these who pay should com-
mand ; and in the presenttempn of maukind,especial
1y in certain cireles, it may be noarly inpradiesble
tosectre submission to anv other law  Nevertheles,
the serinus questian geturns uan ts—Is this the law,
or thisthe prieipl- recognised as the basis of Chiureh
polity in the New Testament 2 We are cumpeliedto
answer—it is not. That our Lord, in a suveresan
manner, clected and empowercd evary une ot those
who were to promulgate nis religiun is Dot guestined.
The apostles assume the same irresponsible authoriy
in relation to such as thev acknowtedged in the cha-
racter of religiousteachers; and while they freely ad-
mitted, and ndecd invited, the popular concurrence
on all occasions where common or secular inicrests
were involved, and especrally in every pecuniary
trapsaction, yet reserved to themselves the power to
create sprstual eflicers. Foranght thatappears i the
CANONICAL WRITINGS, N0 other mode of apputnent
found rootn in the Church; and the assumpuon that
the apostles exercised this poner wivirtie of therrex-
traordinary connnission, and on the ground of their
miraculous knowledue of heants, is purely gratuitous
Soit may have bzen; but we have no evidence in
support of the aliegation.

The apostolic epistles abound, as well in exhorta-
tions addressed 10 the people, urging the duty of sub.
mission to their spiritual sulers, as v admodnions
given tothe officers of the Church, and pres<ing upon
them the temper and condduct, the idelny, the puniy,
the impartiatity,and the mneekness, which become their
station.  We find &lso, us the three clerical epintles of
Paul, addressed to two ol the wdivideals whom he
had empowered to aet in order, aud to keep in order
the Churcehes, specific insituctions concerning lie ap-

ointment and government of spirtual otheers, buih

igher and lower. Alltins arcords well with the sup-
positiun_that the clerical autho: ity und function
springs from within itself, and is i1 espectice of the
poprlar will

Ifthe apostolic writings afford a single particle of
evidence, direct or indirect, in Saveurof the doctrine
of the Fop\\lar origination, or pupular control of the
clerical office, let it be produced. I not, even if we
should admit by accommudatiun ike propriety of some
sort of popular infiuence in this behall, we mustdo <o
manifestly in contradictivn 1o the principle ol the
sufficiency, and the sole authority of Seripture in mat-
ters of church polity, Thetwo principles of modern
democracy in church affairs, and of an unbzanding
adherence to the leiter of Seripture in what relates to
worship 2ud government, are abhorrent,the one of the

other. Meanwbile, calm and weil informed men, in.
different to actual mierests, must halt on the threshotd
when summaonied to enter the Church, of the ultimate
power therein is ulleged 10 rest with a sacesdowl or-
der, self-evolved, anuarresponsible. Wil human na.
mre well bear 10 be sofar uusicd 7 Dovs even Chis.
Hanuy alord any safeguard against the natural sbu-
e~ and eneroachments that atiend insulated and wn-
detined spiruaal awibonty ? These proper and anx-
ons inguiries lead the way to out next sudunent of
Church Poluy, and sluch presents an adeguate ba-
lance to sacerdotad powers

VII Christianity, assuredly, is neither despotic in
its spitit, nor conld itgenerate despolisms,in any case,
u'alﬁo“ ed to retain that rudiment which, in the pri-
mitive Churches, operated asanatural counterpoise
to cterical authonty.  ‘I'luscounter poise was the par-
ucipation of the people~the Plethos, in ehurch dehb-
erations, and church act~; and especially the scope
allowed to populay agency in every punitive exercise
of disespline. An efiective cheek is this to what might
atherwise be fornuduble in sacerduial power. So
long asat is tully and frecly admitted clerical authori-
ty may sately reach a lngh and salutary pomnt ;b re.
move or restriet ity and then our alternative is either
o give roun to the pride @ J arrogance ol priesis, or
to cashier the mmisters of religion ol all digmity and
poner (as an oider) and to deny themihe greater pan
of theiruseful influctice.  “Bhe presence and acuve
operation o! this pupular clemnent in chureh affairsis
not a whit less neessary as the guaraniee of the pow-
er of the clergy, than as ihe safeguard of the Liberties
of the people.

As the prinitive Churches knew nothing of that
ministerial subserviency whieh belenge to our modern
congregationgl communities, so neither did they ad-
mit that fatal separation between clergy and laily
which destroys all effeciive veciproeny between tho
two, Jeaves to the formera perrlous, nay ruinous irres-
punsibiluy, and treats the fatteras the passive, or rath-
er the dead suhjeeis of elerical operations.  On this
pmntalmost every existing Christian community has
moved far {rom the fuundaton on which alone the
Chiurch can be securely reared :msome, throwing the
sovereign power into the hands of the peaple; while
others have left i, uunbalanced, with the clergy.
Chnstiznity may be expected to regain its energy
when, to the clergy is restoredihat independent autho-
nty and digmiy, & the sninisters of Leaven, with
wh.ch they may <afely be mtrasted, <o lung as they
yield to the apostolic counterpoise of popular influ-
ence.

La every age it hrsbeen by gatkering themselves in.
(o clusiers, apast from the people, by suting in con-
clave, with the doors barred against the Jaity, and by
concering measures, not in the church, but i cham-
bers and closets, that the ministers of religion have
converted the Gospel intoa system of lyrauny and an
engine of cruclty. ‘The bisiory of Sprvitual Despo-
tism hinzes upun this divalsion of the clements of
Church Power. An impious and fatal divoree of
what God had jeived—a divoree crafi. | cffected by
the clergy, was the principal means ot introducing
and cf establishing all corruptions and all usurpa-
tons.

The peurle, whether in mass, orby representation,
being present, and talang a share i church pro-
ceedings, and being alluwed @ real, not a nominal a-
zeney m churehacts— hnowing whatever is proposed,
and_concusring in whatever s determined, there will
no longer be danger in granung to the clergy as
high and free an awhority as Christian men

could wish 1o exercise, or safely to themseives sus-
tain.
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