1860 Sermon. 105
The theory of the Baptists has been recently espoused by st e
vory eminent divines oceupying high places in the Prosbyterian
Church, and defended with ability and zeal. But their argument is
i fllacious, and their objects either nugatoay or unnecessary. Their
idea of the Church is grounded on the phrase in the Creed,— the
communion of saints,” which they take, contrary to the fact, to be
sdeseviption of the Church. The church in the Creed, and the com-
B nuion of saints, are two different things. The former denotes the
visible church, the latter belongs to the invisible, and found its way
into the Creed long after the former. They further appeal to the
uo of the word church, and to the descriptions of the church, found
inthe New Lestament, such as the term “holy;” «called to be
sints;” ¢ the Cnurch of God which is in Corinth,” and so forth; and
affion that these can apply to none but true believers. But they
averlools the well-known fact that many of these tcrms are ambigu-
| ous, especially the term holy, which denotes both federal and abso-
lote holiness. These and similar expressions by no means imply
that whilst the general character of the church was holy overy indi-
vidual in it was holy also. For the same Apostlo who employs these
tams and applies them to the church, was woll aware, that, in every
g curch, the character of some did not accord with these spiritual
 dssignations.  The truth is, that the advocates of this theory have
evershot the mark and pushed their argument quite toe far. Their
abjoet is to show that there is no spiritual ground for church estab-
lshments, especially for the Rowmanist theory of the church. But to
{othis it was neither necessary nor good policy to adopt a false
Biosition, which serves only to weaken an argument. Their object
anbe better and more suceessfully accomplished on our principles;
hat 38, acting under the authority which Christ the Ilead of his
hurch has given her for managing all her spiritual concerns, to
selade all unworthy persons from her communion; to admit only
g the ground of a profession of faith in Christ and obedience to
bin; and to deny all right to the privileges of the church underany
ficumstances whatever, apart from moral fitness.
The sgme line of argument has been more recently employed, to
sist the Sencroachments of the civil power. Now, with all defer-
ee to the judgmont of excellent men, I would say, neither is it
keessary, even for this object, to adopt such a position. In fact it
oy have someo efficacy in the other case; it can be of little service
hthis. 1t is not casy to resis. the interference of the civil courts,
pecially whers there may be a disposition to overstep the limits
their proper jurisdiction. Our voluntary churches are indeed
, religious associations; but their existence as wvisible organiza-
15, 0an 1.9t be maintained without involving the question of civil
Bhts. Andif a dispute about theso should arise, what is to prevent
appeal to the civil courts? 1 apprehend, the plea that Christ is
pHead of the Church, and that in all church matters we are act-
punder the authority of her living Head, will not avail to protect
fom stato interference; w less we take stricter ground, and, by
Boress regulations, guard aguinst all appeal to the civil courts.  Let
§irame our constitution,—al vays in accordance with the scripture,
Yaul says, “ Dare any of you go to law before the unjust,” in such
By aswill preclude an appealto the civil courts; and in allourdecisions



