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tion that the freqnent and ungmarded ues of terms,
stricily aud thoroughly Christian—may lead those
who listen to us—to imagine (from their uninter-
rupted recurrence,) that they are Christians.—
Wo havo often thunght—that this may bo ono of
tho master proscsscs of the father of lics, in which
for & timo ko worrows, as it were, tho eacredness
of tho Christian ministry to aid him in deluding
tho souls of men. If the danger referred to isonly
Efmaginaty and not real, we ask the indulgenco
and forbearanco of cleafer heads and wanner
hoarts than our own, Wo admit that tho Apos-.
tles of Christ, in addressing the differeat churches
to which they wroto, were in tho habit of using
feneral torms, such ns Brothren, Beloved, Saints,
Elect of God, &c., &e. But we presmno no one
will pretend to say that the state of the Church
nowand then aroalike.  Thosewero the times,—
tho circumnstances that tricd men's souls.  Ingin.
«cority and hypocerisy then were next to impossi-
blo-tho trials of the primitivo Christians wero
100 sovero, too numcrous, and the ordeal through
which they Ewed too scarching, to make it pro-
Vable that they had taken up a profession, with-
out the inward and spiritual grace.

1t cost a man somothing in thoso times to bo a
Christian. None could bear the obloquy, tho in-
convenience and persecutions—always attendant
upon an avowsl of attachment to Christ—unless
the root of the matter was in him. The Acts of
the Apostles, which wo call tho first chapter of
ocelesiastical history-—~and writings of Euscbius,
which you may call tho sccond, make this suffi-
ciontly clear, o that there was little danger of
leading men astray in Apostolic timnes by thouso
of gencral tcrms.  'Wo cannct say as much of the
Church (Catholic) in the present day—ah no, it
is impossiblo for us to resist the convietion—that
wo oftea address as fellow Christiang, persons
whoec minds are dark as midnight—cold as the
gravo and hard as adamant ; men who never felt
tho plague of their own hearts, or saw the ainful-
ness of sin—who continue daily in the practico
of those things they know to ba sinful without
wneasincss, without pain, without fear; men who
indalgo in no hopos—make no cfforts—~offer no
praayen to bo dolivered from its guilt, its practice
and pollution. These have gone, and are still
going astray—and it is therofore—it is highly
dangerous, to addross them as if they had return-
ed to the Shepherd and Bishop of their souls.

Then we are decply conscions of our unwor-
thinees and unfitness to be teachers or tho prophets
of the Lord. Yet we have veatured 10 say that
danger may be apprehended hero. It is a terri-
ble reflection, and awakens a most solemn feel-
ing of respoasibility to. God—to think that we
often addrees as the people of God—the children
of the wieked one. It is no justifieation of the
eourse 10 say “we cannot read men's hearts,”
that is another and one of the strongest reasons
why wo should be guarded. ‘Tho writer of these
remarks has oftcn been led to fear——that tho fact
of people being habituated to the use of appella-
tions, truly Christian—their receiving baptism for
their children, and oceasionally partaking of the
Supper of the Lord—may lead some who have
neither part nor lot in the matter of vital saving
Godliness to deceive their own souls. At all
events the subject is certainly worthy of serious
eonsideration by every minister of our Church,
and we shall be glad and thank{ul if this cominu-
nication—weak and incomplete though it bo—w
shall be the means of provoking somo abler hand
to take up tho subject.

PSR S —
ON THE ELDERSHIP.
From Lectures addressed to a Congregation.

’ No. I. Evmexce.

-We shall endeavour to show, in the Firat
place, What in the primitive churches whia
we a8 our mi del, thero was only one class
of officc-bearers connected with tho spiritual
management, viz., Bishops—Preshytere or Elders

, That this class was divided into

tiea sections~tho first embracing those who rul-
ol only. ‘Tho second those who communicated
instruetion, besidos

1. One clasa of Spiritual Office-bearers in the
Drimitive Church.

In tho New Testament wo read of indivi.
duals bearing the official designation of Bishope,
(Episcopoi) and of otherabearing that of Elders,
(Preabuteroi).  From this the inferenco has
heen drawn by tho adhorents of Prelacy, that
these wero two distinet ¢ wsos of oflice-boarers,
and that the members of the ane occupied a poa-
gition abovo those of the other. They reganl
Bishops as a specios of spirituai peers, and Pros-
byters as eatirely soparate and suburdinate. On
a close and carcful examination of Seripturo,
howaver, it will be found that Bishops and Pres.
byters or Elders stand on the same level—jpos-
2088 tho samo powers—are in short in overy res.
pect identical. They aro just two names given
indisetiminately to tho sunce rfce—the anc
being deseriptive of the character of the offico
itsolf, the other of tho condition of thoso who
fill it. 'They wero called Bishops or overaeers,
(exwoxomer) becauso invested with the ever-
sight of tho Church's spiritual concerns—
and Peeshytern or Elders (zpeoBurepor) on the
prineiple cenunciated by Eliho, the friend of the
patient putriatch, ¢ Days should speak, and mul.
titude of ycars should teach wisdom.”

Having stated the fact that Bishops and Elders
arc onc and tho same—let us briefly chumerato
the proofs which Scripture furniskes in its favor
When Paul was journeying. to Jerngalers, ho
dispatched a message to the rulers of tho Ephe-
siun Church to micet him at Miletus, that he
might take sweet counsel with them, and deliver
to them a solemn charge—thie interesting inci-
dent as  rcecorded in Acts xx. 17—38.—
But what wo wish you particulatly to obscrve is,
that the partics who in the 17th verso are
called Preshyters or Elders (xpcaBurepous) are in
the 28th verse called Bishops, (emaxdrovs), « He
called for tho elders of the Church”—and these
clders ho thus addrasses, “'Fake heed 10 vour-
sclves and to all tho flock over which tho Holy
Ghost kias mado you Oceraeers.” The original
word for Bishop is tho same as that which our
Translators render Orverseer. It is clear as a
sun-beam therofore, that to bo the overscer or
Rishop of any portion of the Good Shepherd's
flock, is in no way different from being simply an
Elder or Presbyter. The circumstanco too of a
pluralily being specified, goes convincingly to
show how different was the signification attach-
ed to the exprossion Bishop in primitive times,
from what is attached to it Ly a certain class
now—a Bichop in the prelatic aeeeptation of the
term, is one holding ccclesiastical sway over an
extensive district of country. Here, however, wo
rcud of 2 number of Bishops belonging to a sin-
gle city, and acting as the representatives of a
single Church.

In Tiwsi. 5, Paul states the object he con-
teinplated in Jeaving that faithful Dvangelist be-
hind him in Crete—* that thou shonldest ordain
Elders in cvery city **  In the Gih verse he ex-
hibits the quaiificationa which these Elders ought
to posscse.  “If any bo blameless, &e.” Andin
the Tth he cxplains the reason why these qualifi-
cations ought to be possessed by themdbat mark
the change in the made of expression*which he
adape, “ For a Biskop must ho Dlameless” The
term Bishop, therefore in the Tth, must be synony-
mous with the term Elder in the 5th, otherwise
the reason here assigned by the Apostle would
bo entirely destitute of poim and propriety.
Therefore it is that the above characterisfics
cught tomeet inan Elder ; itisbeeause a Biokop
must be blameleas—how singularly inappropriate
this method of arguing on the supposition of the
two names being descriptive of distinet offices !

«The Elders which arc among you I exiort,
says Peter, (1 Peterv. 1,) who amalso an clder.”

Then he proceeds to exhort them in a strain not
ualike that adepted by Paul 10 those from Ephe-

Lwus. @ Feed the flock of God which is among

you, taking the orversight thereof;” in othee
words, ucting the part of bishopa towanls itee
(emionowovres.) Hote again tho Blder, or Prres
byter, in aaid to 6 tho poet and to perform
the functions of a mgular Bishop, What need
we any further witness, then, in favor of the fact,
that in so far as spiritual superintendence wae
concerned. the primitive churchios had only one
clasa of office:bdarers, and that not the shadow of
a difference wan reganded an subsisting betwist
tho Primitivo Preabyter or Elder, and Eplesopos
ot Bishop.

1. Lot us now proceed to show that under
this general elass fall, to e included, feeo special
classes, viz: the Elders, whoso duty it is enly to
rule, and those who in addition to ruling, are
also expected 1o teark; in other words, tho pas.
tor, or presiding minister, and the mling Elder
or Elders.  These, bo it romembered, however,
at the outact, are not 1 Lo reganied as dintinet
onders of offico-bearars, or as joraceeing difforent
dogrees of authority, but as occupying different
departments of the samo general office, and of
cqual authotity as rulcrs of tho Church.

Tho arguments by which this distinction, be-
tween tho Ruling and Teaching Elders, ie cata-
:linhdod, may bo raaged under the following

cadsiee

I. The Analogy devived from the Jescish Syn-
agognes.

There isstrong reason to Welieve that the exter-
nal fratne-work of the eatly Cliristian Churches,
wane cast into tho mould, and formed after the
model of these well known eccleniastical amsemn-
blics amongst the Jews.  ‘I'o each synagogue 8

bady of office-bearerw, bearing the name of El- .

ders, wan attached.  Inconsiquence of thosimi.
larity in tho dutics they had to perfonm, the
Clirimtian office-bearers were distinguiehed by
the same sppellation.  Now it is gencrally ac-
knowledged—it may bo gaid even 1o rauk in the
catalogue of historical fucts—that tho Jewieh
Elders wero divided into two clastes. ‘Thoes
who engaged in tho cxposition of the law, and |

thoso who eycrciscd a general aupervision overy .
tho synagogue services. We might, consequently, >

expeet a correspanding division amongst, those
in the Christian Chiurch, occupying a correspond-
ing position.

1L The soell eatablished fact, that there did -

exist a plurality of Elders in the DIrimitive
Church.

n consulting the New Testament Scriptures,
weo are furnished with the most clear and conclu-
sive cvidence, that such was the casc. The
Church in Jerusalem was, doubtless, regarded by
the Apostics as a kind of model, after whose
constitution all others should bo formed. In‘the
15th of Acts, we read of a body of Flders con<"
nected with this Chuech, assembling in council
to receive and review the appeal brought by Paul
and Barnabas, from thie Church at Antioch, and
uniting with tho Apostles in framing and for
warding the decreo in which their decisien on
the mattcr was embodied. )

In the opening of his cpistle to the Philippiaa
Church, P'aul particularly addressos as it sce
knowlcdged representatives, “1ho Bishop and
Deacons” We have already cndeavoured to
show you, that an Elder and Bisliop mean one
and the same thing. There was thereforo at
Philippi, as at Jerusalem, at least, more than one
Presbyier.  So aleo at Ephesus, tho Elders of
that Church met the venerable Apastic st Mile- |

tus. And why was it that he loft his son Titus -

behind him at Crete T it was, “that he wnight, ore.
dain "Elders in cvery city”—Titusi. 5. Whea
himself travelling from place to placo, in com-
pany with Damnabag, wo aro told that they, or-,.
dained them Elders in every Church”:~ Acta xiv.
23. In his cpisties to the Hobrews and the
Thessaloniane, respectively, ho thus writes—
“obey then which havo the rule over you'— .
Hcb. xiii. 17. “ Wo hescech you, brethren, to
know them which labour smseg you, and are



