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Head, our Lord—through His Apostles to the
people; which principle you must show mo has
been annulled in positive terms, and vour Con-
gregational one substituted. This you cannot do.
The "Twelve" remain in authority from our

Lord's death, on through the Pentecostal period,
down to the date of the Apostle James' death,'
when the mystical number seems to have been
broken up, and the power before vested ii; the
whole Apostolic Body, now vested in one person;
for after this event we read no more of the Twelve]
but find instead one man in authority at Jerusalem'
who exercised rule over the Churches of tho land,'
and to whom even the remaining Apostles seem to
have given submission. This was James—called
by Paul our Lord's brother. Scripture says but
little of this man, but that little is pointed and
momentous—I refer now to his position at the
Ecclesiastical Council held at Jerusalem. There
had been strife and dissention among the Teachers
of the Church at Antioch, whether or not
the Gentile converts, now fast coming into the
Churches of Syria and Cclicia should be circum-
cised. But although Paul was on the spot and
contended miglitily in their discussions for the
right, his dictum, great and revered Apostle as he
was, was rejected; and he with Barnabas and
others were deputed to go up to Jerusalem for an
authoritative decision on the subject. Were not
Paul and Barnabas as fit to decide this question
as James and John ? What then was the object of


