
TRE COMING CHURCII CONGREOÂTIONAL ?

the development of this idea. IlMore power and freedom. are claimied for indi*
vidual churches than in acknowledged by Presby terianisin, and more authority
and power grautedà to synode than in &cknowledged by Congreeationalism." 'l The
position occupied ie between Presbyterianisin and Congregationa1i8m."1 A elight
alteration, therefore, in the mode of it8 deveIopment wou d bring th is large body
of believers into exact accord with the democratie idea of the chburch ; for the
unity of Christian fellowsbip je well developed and practised among them.

The Baptiste, too, hold the saine idea of the church, but generally with toe
etrong a leaning towards an isolated independqncy of the l-ocal congregation.
Ilence with them the fellowehip of the saints is flot adequately exhibited, either
to suitisfy the natural longirige of the devont heart, or to convince the world that
ail believera are baptized'iute one Naine.

The saine jealous ahielding of their liberties froin the firet taint of ecclesiastical
tyranny has led, alec, the Congregationaliste of Great Britain te suppre8e the
proper developinent of Christian fellowehip among the churches. The have
neglected advzeor 'y councils in matters of general concern, lest, peradventure,
councils called te, advise might ini time aspire te mIle, claiming for themiselvee
the prerogatives and powere of churcb judicatories. This feéar in happil'y now
yielding under the influence of a more perfect way, and advisory couneils are
reconumended to the churches.

The Congregationaliste of our own country have, however, developed in equai
measure, and in perfect hnrmony, the two essential elements of the democratie idea
of the church, in its outward' manifestation, namely, self-government and the fel-
lowship of the churches. Their circuinstances were providentially favorable for
the doing of this; for neither internal dissensions nor overshadowing deepotismn
checked independency.on the one band, or fellowship, on the cther. Under the
Providence and the Word and the Spirit of God, thiey have given te the venld the
demooratie idea of the Church of Christ in ite proper development.

Now, vhich of these three ideas of the church, intrenched as they ail are in
present belief and practice, je the ceming church te, embrace ? IVili it go back
te the falling monarchie idea, and clothe it vith machiuery sufiaient to govern
the vhole body of believers under one visible and supreme head ? IVili iL adopt
the brittie aristocratie idea, bninging ail the disciples of our.Lord inte ono uni-
versaI organie whole, xith church judicatories rising in imposing grandeur up to
au ecumenical ceusistory, which. in the Place of the pope shahl administer the
ecclesiastical governinent of the whole world ? or wIli the'comiug ehurch be con-
gregational ? Twe influences deteninine which. idea it viii adopt, and what ite
polity wili be. These are ne lees potent than the spirit of the age, aud the New
Testament.

Some striking illustrations are then given of the vpirit and tendency of the
age, both in Cburch anid State, toward Ilthe governinent of the people, by
the people, and for the people,"> which our space wiii not permit us to quote.
T1his tendency alone, he thiuks, would seule the polity of the coming church,
snd make it, congregational. Ris main reliauce, however, is upen the teach-
i ngs aud influence of the New Testament.

The Head of the church bas net left us in the dark bere, our oppenents theni-
selves beingjudges. W"e are uot comnelled, in the present argument, to, go through
the demionstration of Congregationalism, froni the Seniptures. aud prove with ir-
resistible force that this democratio ides je taught ini the New Testament sud
embodied in the apoatolie churches,-thie bas been amply doue by Punchard snd
Dexter,-for competeut historisus aud commentators of every denominatien ae-
knowiedge that the primitive churches were congregationai. In concluding a
long Et of these wituesses, Punchard says, IlThu8, I ceuceive, it bas been shows
frein the testimnony of numerous aud distiuguished ecclesiastical historisns,-none
of whom, except Dir. Owen were Ceugregatiousists,-and who, cousequntly, were
without any inducement te mi8under8tand or misinterpret facts in our favor,-
that the leadiug principles and doctrines of the cougregational, sy8tem, were de-


