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PREFACE.

THE following Essays contain the substance of some Discourses not originally
designed for the Press, but which I was strongly urged to publish by several of the
persons to whom the Volume is inscribed.*

I have endeavoured to throw the materials into a form more suited for private
perusal than that of the Discourses originally delivered. I fear, however, that in
consequence of frequent interruptions during the preparation of the work for the
Press, some defects may be found in the arrangement and comparative develope-
ment of the several topics,and qther such imperfections in the compositions, which’
can only be effectually guarded against by means of a period of unbroken leisure

-'beyond what I-can ever reasonably expect. ‘

But whatever may be thought of the Work as a Composition, I trust that, in
respect of the matter of it, the reader will give me credit. for being incapable of
putting forth, on subjects so important, any views that have not been carefully -
considered. )

In fact, among the subjects here treated of are some on which I have not only
reflected much, but have written and published from time to time for above twelve
years. . : :

And it may not be impertinent here to remark, that in respect of some most im-
portant points now maintained, I may appeal (besides the arguments contained in-
the following pages) to the strongest of all external confirmations, the testimony
of opponents. Not that I have ever written in a polemical form, or sought to pro-
voke controversy ; but by opponents, I mean those who have maintained, and who
still maintain, opinions epposite to those I have put forth; but who have never, to
the best of my knowledge, even attempted any refutation of the.reasons I have
adduced.

For instance, that the introduction into the Christian Religion of Sacrifices and
Sacrificing Priests is utterly at variance with the whole System of the Gospel, and
destructive of one of its most important characteristics; and, again, that the
implicit deference due, to the declarations and precepts of Holy Scripture, is due to -
nothing else, and that it is not humble piety, but profane presumption, either to
attribute infallibility to the traditions or decision of any uninspired Man or Body of
men, (whether Church, Council, Fathers, or by whatever other title designated,) or,
still more, to acknowledge in these, although fallible, a right to fix absolutely the
interpretation of Scripture, to be blended therewith, and to supersede all private
judgment,—these are positions which I have put forth, from time to time, for many
years past, in various forms of expression, and supported by a variety of argumeats,
in several different works, some of which have appeared in more than one edition.
And though opposite views are maintained by many writers of the present day,
several of them professed members of the Church of England, I have never seen
even an attempted refutation of any of those arguments. .

It cannot be alleged that they are not worth noticing : since whether intrinsically
weak or strong, the reception they have met with from the Public indicates their
having had some influence.

And again, if any one is averse to entering into controversy, and especially per-
sonal controversy, (a feeling with which 1 cordially sympathizs,) this would not
compel him to leave wholly unnoticed all the arguments that can be urged against
his views. It would be absurd to speak as if there were no medium between, on
the one hand, engaging in a controversy, and, on the oth:,r hand, passing over with-

*# In the earlier part of the first Essay, I have been much indebted to a valuable Wark which, for
several years, I have been in the habit of recommending to divinity students,— Wilson on the In-
-terpretation of the New Testament,” [published by Parker, West Strand.] In the first edition this .
notiee, though referred to in a foot note to § 6, (as if inserted,) was accidentally omitted in-this place.
' vii
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out any notice at all, every thing that ever has been, or may be, urged on the op-
posite side. Nothing is easier or more common, and I should add. nothing more
advisable, than to notice in general terms the opinions or arguments opposed to
one’s own, and without veference to any particular book or author: as by saying,
for instance, “Such and such a doctrine has been held ;”>—* this or that may be
alleged ;”—* some persons may object so and so,” &c. In this way, not only per-
sonal controversy may be avoided, without undue neglect of what may be said on
the opposite side, but also the advantage is gained (to the cause of truth, I mean) ot
confining the reader’s attention to the real merits of the case, independently of the
extraneous circumstances,* which ought not to influence the decision.

It is true, no one should be required to notice every minor objection,—every diffi-
culty relative to points of detail,—that may be alleged against any principle or
system he is contending for; since there may be even valid objections against each
of two opposite tonclusions.t But this does not affect the present case ; the argu-
ments I am alluding to having relation to fundamental principles. Whatever any
one may think of the soundness of those arguments, no one can doubt that, if ad-
mitted, they go to prove that the systém contended against is (not merely open to
objections, but) radically wrong throughout ; based on false assumptions, supported
by none but utterly fallacious reasoning, and leading to the most pernicious conse-

uences. '
1 And these arguments, though it is hot for me to say that they are unanswerable.
have certainly been hitherto, as far as I know, wholly unanswered, even by those
who continue to advocate opposite conclusions. '

Should it be asked why they do not either abandon those conclusions, or else
attempt a refutation of the reasons urged against them, that is evidently not a ques-
tion for me, but for them, to answer. Else, an answer is not unlikely to occur to
some minds, in the words of the homely proverb,  he that’s convinced against his
will, is of his own opinion still.” : ) :

It is only, however, in reference to the subject-matter itself of the question under
discussion—to the intrinsic soundness of the conclusions advocated—that the
opinions and procedure of individuals can be worth the attention of the general
reader. All that I wish to invite notice to is, the confirination that is afforded to
the conclusiveness of arguments to which no answer is attempted, even by those
who continue to maintain doctrines at yariance with them.

All that has been said in reference to the positions above alluded to (which are
among those maintained in the second of these Essays) will apply equally to some
of those maintained in the first Essay : for instance, that to attempt the propagation
or support of Gospel truth by secular force, or by establishing in behalf of Chris-
tians, as such, a monopoly of civil rights, is utterly at variance with the true cha-
racter of Christ’s Kingdpm, and with the teaching and practice of Himself and his
Apostles;} and that to-attribute to them any such design, is to impugn their cha-
racter, not merely as inspired Messengers from Heaven, but even as sincere and
upright men. ' B

These conclusions have been maintained by arguments which have been as long
before the Public § as the others above alluded to, and have remained equally un-
answered.

If in these, or in any other pomts, I am in error, I trust I shall be found open to
conviction whenever my errors shall be pointed out. In the mean time, I trust I
shall not be thought to have been unprofitably employed, in ‘endeavouring more
fully to elucidate, and to. confirm by additional arguments, what appear to me to be
momentous truths, and in developing some of the most important of the practical
conclusions which result from them.

In the present edition a few notes have bheen added in further illustration of
the principles maintained ; and here and there a sentence has been slightly altered
in expression, in order to guard, as far as lies in myself, against all danger of mis-
apprehension.

* “Efy mou mgdyuarcs, Arist. Rbet, 1 See Logic, b, iii. § 17.
5 4+ See a very interesting pamphlet on the present condition of the Vaudois, (Murray, Albemarle
treet.) ’
§ Particularly in the Essay « On Persecution,” (Third Series,) and in Appendix E.and F. to the
Essays «On the Dangers,” &c., (Fourth Bene's.) .




ESSAY L

ON CHRIST’S OWN ACCOUNT OF HIS PERSON, AND ON THE NATURE OF HIS KINGDOM,
AS SET FORTH AT HIS TWO TRIALS.

)

0631 giln AOAOZ

i 7§ orépars adrod,

§ 1. To any one who is convinced of
the divine origin of the Christian Re-
ligion,—who is satisfied that what is called
in Scripture ¢ the Kingdom of Heaven?”
does really deserve that title,—and who is
inquiring into the personal character of
its Founder, and into.the nature of that
Kingdom which He proclaimed and estab-
lished, the most obvious and natural
course would seem to be, to appeal, in the
first instance, to that Founder himself, and
to consider what account He gave of his

-own character and that of his kingdom.
For to believe Him sent from God, is to
believe Him incapable of either deceiving
or being deceived, as to these points. He
must have understood both " his own per-
sonal nature, and the principles of the re-
ligion. He was divinely commissioned to
introduce. Having a full relignce there-
fore both on his unerring knowledge, and
his perfect veracity, our first inquiry
should be, as I have said, (without any
disparagement of other sources of instruc-
tion, ) into the accounts He _gave of Him-
self and his religion; both in the various
discourses which He delivered and de-
clarations which He made, on sundry
occasions, and, most especially, on the
great and final occasion of his being tried
and condemned to death.

We collect from. the sacred historians
that He underwent #wo trials, before two
distinct tribunals, and on charges totally
different; that on the one occasion He
was found guilty, and on the other, ac-
quitted; and that ultimately He was put
to death under the one Authority in com-
pliance with the condemnation which
had been pronounced by thie other.

He was tried first before the Sanhe-
drim, (the Jewish Council,) ¢ for blas-
phemy,” and pronounced ¢ guilty of
death.” Before the Roman governor,
Pilate, (and probably before Herod also,)
He was tried for rebellion, in setting up

. B

pretensions subversive of the existing
Government; and was pronounced not
guilty. The Jewish rulers had the will,
but not the power, to inflict capital pu-
nishment on Him; Pilate had the power,
and not the will. ~But though he “ found
no fault in Him,” he was ultimately pre-
vailed on by the Jews to inflict their
sentence of death. « We* have a law,”
they urged, “and by our law He ought
to die, because He made Himself the Son
of God.”

Of this most interesting and important
portion of the sacred narrative, many per-
sons, I believe, have a somewhat indistinct
and confused notion; partly from the
brevity, scantiness, and indeed incom-
pleteness, of each of the four narratives,
when taken alone; each evangelist re-
cording, it may be supposed, such cir-
cumstances, as he was the most struck
with, and had seen or heard the most of:
and partly, again, from the commonly
prevailing practice of reading the Scrip-
ture-histories irregularly, and in detached
fragments, taken indiscriminately and with-
out any fixed object, out of different
books.t

This indistinctness a reader of ordinary
intelligence may I think very easily clear
away, by attentively studying and com-
paring together all the four accounts that
have come down to us: and he will then
find that this portion of the history so
examined, will throw great light on some
of the most important points of Gospel
truth;—on those two great questions

* ‘Hyuusj: is expressed in the original.

a whole of the New Testament is read in
thls irregular mode, in the Second Lessons ap-
pointed in our service; as these are appointed in
reference to the day of the month only; and it is
consequently a matter of chance which of them .
shall fall on Sunday. This is one of the imper-
fections which a Church-govemmem, if we had
one, would not fail to remedy. See Appendix

to the Second Essay
9
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especially which were alluded to in the
outset, as to the fundamental character
of “the kingdom of Heaven,” and the
person of its Founder.

§ 2. When the Jewish Rulers and Peo-
ple were clamorously demanding the
death of Jesus under sentence of the
Roman Authorities,’and Pilate in answer
declared, that before his—the Roman—
tribunal, no crime had been proved, say-
ing, ¢ Take ye Him and judge Him ac-
cording to your law,” his intention evi-
dently was tha't no heavier penalty should
be inflicted than the scourging which was
the utmost that the Jewish Authorities
were permitted to inflict. But they replied
that the crime of which they had convicted
Him was, by their law, capital, while
yet they were restricted by the Romans
from inflicting capital punishment; (it
is not lawful for us to put any man to
death;”) on which ground accordingly
they called on the Governor to execute
the capital sentence of their Court.

Their clamours prevailed, through Pi-
late’s -apprehension of a tumult,* and of
himself incurring suspicions of disloyalty
towards the Emperor; which' they had
endeavoured to awaken by crying out that
“if he let this man go, he was not Camsar’s
friend: whosoever maketh himself a king,
speaketh against Cesar.” But this was
only brought forward s a plea to influ-
ence Pilate. The trial before the Jewish
Council had nothing to do with the Ro-
man Emperor, but was for « blasphemy,”
because “ He made Himself the Son or
Gop.” o

It is important, therefore, to inquire,—
since this:phrase may conceivably bear
more than one meaning,—in what sense
it was understood by those who founded
on it the sentence of death.

In a certain sense all mankind may be
called children of God.f In a more espe-

* It seems to have been not unusual for the Ro-
man Governors of Provinces to endeavour thus to
prevent, or mitigate, or cut short, any tumult nof
directed against the Roman power itself, by yield-
ing to the wishes of the populace, however unrea-
sonable, or conniving at their disorders, A sort
of compromise was thus made with the most tur-
bulent and violent among them; who, provided
they made no attempt to throw off the yoke of a
foreign Power, were permitted to sacrifice a fellow
citizen to their lawless fury. Thus Gallioat Co-
rinth left the rioters to settle their own disputes as
they would; (Acts xviii. ;) and the magistrates at
Philippi readily and spontaneously gratified. the
populace by seconding and sanctioning their un-
just violence. Pilate on this occasion did so,

CHRIST’S GONDEMNATION.

eial manner,—in a higher sense,—those
are often called his children whom He has
from time to time chosen to be his ¢ pe-
culiar People,”—to have his will revealed
to them, and his offers of especial favour
set before them.  Such were the Israelites
of old (to whom the title of Son is ac-
cordingly assigned by the Lord himself,
Exod. iv. 22,) as being the thosen or
“elect” people of God, called from among
all the nations of the world to receive di-
rect communications, and especial bless-
ings from their Heavenly Father. 'And the
like privilege of peculiar “ Sonship,” (only
in a far higher degree,) was extended af-
terwards to all nations who should em-
brace the Gospel ; « who aforetime” (says
the Apostle Peter) « were not a People,
but now are the People’ of God.” -And
Paul uses like expressions continually
in addressing his converts, whether they
walked worthy of their high calling or not.

Yet again, still more espeeially, those
who do avail themselves of the privileges
offered to them, and % walk as Children
of the light,” are spoken of as, in another
and a superior way, the «Sons” of Him
whom they love and submit to as a Fa-
ther: “as many,” says Paul, ¢ asare led
by the Spirit of God, they are the Sons
of God.” : '

Those Patridrchs, and Prophets again,
te whom of old God revealed Himself
immediately, and made:them the means
of communication between Himself and
other men,—his messengers to his Peo-
ple,—and endowed with miraculous pow-
ers as the credentials of a heavenly em-
bassy,—to such men as having a peculiar
kind of divine presence with them, we
might conceive the title, of Children of
God to be applicable in a different sense,
as distinguishing them from uninspired
men.

Now itis a most important practical
question whether Jesus, the Author and
Finisher of our faith,—He to whom. we
are accustomed. emphatically to apply the
title of ¢ the Son of God,’—was so de-
signated, in the Angel’s first announce-
ment, and on so many occasions after-
wards, merely as being an inspired mes-
senger from heaven, or in some different
and higher sense; and what that higher
sense is.

§ 3. And first, that Jesus is spoken of
in Scripture as the Son of God, in some
different sense from any other person, is
evident at once from the very circum-
stance of his being styled “the only be-

tardily and reluctantly.
1 (Acts xvii.) . . «for we are also his children.”

gotten Som ;> which title ’is "particularly
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dwelt on when He is speaking of Him-
self, (John iii.) 'This is a further stage
in the revelation given ; for the Angel had
not told Mary that He should be ¢ the Son
of God,” (though it is so rendered in our
version) but only ¢ a Son of God,” vis
©cov.

I need not-multiply the citations of pas-
sages of which so many must be familiar
to every one even tolerably well-read in
the New-Testament. But there is one
tha. is peculiarly worthy of attention, on
account of the care which divine Provi-
dence then displayed in guarding the dis-
ciples against the mistake of supposing
Jesus to be merely one—though the most
eminent one—of the Prophets.
transfiguration “ on the Mount,” three fa-
voured Apostles beheld ‘their Master sur-
rounded with that dazzling supernatural
light which had slways .been to the Is-
raelites the sign of a divige manifestation,
and which we find so often mentioned in

the Old Testament as the Glory of the

Lord—the Shechinah ;—which appeared
on Mount Sinai,—on the Tabernacle in
the Wilderness,—in Solomon’s: Temple,
&c.: and they beheld at the same time, in
company with Him, two persons, each of
whom had been seen in their lifetime ac-
companied by this outward 'mark of su-
pernatural light; Moses, their great law-
giver, whose “face shone when he came
down from Mount Sinai, so that the Is-
raelites could not fix their eyes on it,and
" Elias (Elijah), their most illustrious Pro-
phet, who was seen borne away from the
earth in that Shechinah appearing as a
- ¢ chariot and horses of fire:” and now,
these same two persons were seen along
with Jesus. It might naturally have oc-
curred to the three disciples (perhaps
some such idea was indicated by the in-
coherent words which dropped from them)
—the thought might have occurred to
them,—were Moses and Elias also Em-
manuels ?—were all three, manifestations

of “ God dwelling'with his People ?” and |

was Jesus merely the greatest of the
three? To correct, as it should seem,
any such notion, it was solemnly an-
nounced to them that their Master was a
Being of a different character from the
others: ¢ there came a. voice out of the
cloud, saying, This is my deloved Son:
hear Him.? And on two other occa-
sions we read of the same signs being
given.

§4. No one can doubt then, that those
who believed in Jesus at all, must have be-
lieved Him to be the Son of God in a far

In the|.
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different and superior sense from that in
which any other could be so called. But
what was the sense, it. may be asked, in
which they did understand the title? Did
the people of that time and country under-
stand that God was with Him, not only
in some such way as He never was with
any ogher man, but se &s to permit and
require divine worship to be addressed to
God in Christ? Many passages by which
this tenet is supported are commonly cited
from the Evangelists and Apostles; but I
wish at present to confine myself to the ’
expression “the Son of God,” and to in-
quire in what sense that word was unter-
stood at the time.

Waiving then all abstruse disquisition
on the notions conveyed by such terms
as  “ consubstantiality”— personality,?
—hypostatic-union,”— eternal filiation,”
and the like, (éftener I conceive debated
about with eagerness than clearly under-
stood,) let us confine ourselves to such
views as we may presume the Apostles to
have laid before the converts they were in-
structing; who were most of them plain
unlearned persons, to whom such abstruse
disquisitions as I have been alluding to
must have been utterly unintelligible ; but
who, nevertheless, where called on,—all
of them, of whatever age, sex, station,
and degree of intellectual education,—to
receive the Gospel, and to believe, and
feel, and act, as that Gospel enjoined.

There is one great practical point clearly
intelligible to all, thus far, at least, that
they can understand what the question is
that is under discussion, and which it is,
and ever must have been, needful to bring
before all Christians without exception :
viz., whether there is that divine charac-
ter in the Lord Jesus which entitles Him
to our adoration :—whether He is the Son
of God in such a sense as to authorize
those who will worship none but the one
God, to worship Jesus Christ; so that all
men* should honour the Son even as they
honour the Father.” :

Now there is a maxim relative to the
right interpretation of any passage of Serip-
ture, s0 obvious when stated, that it seems
strange it should be so often overlooked
viz. to consider in what sense the words
were understood by the generality of the
persons they were addressed to; and to
keep in mind that the presumption is in
favour of that, as the true sense, unless
reasons to the contrary shall appear.

Some are accustomed to consider what

WITH BLASPHEMY.

* John v. 23.
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sense such and such words can be
* brought to bear; or how we should be
most naturally inclined to understand
them: but it is evident that the point we
have ta consider, if we would under-
stand aright what it is that God did design
. to reveal, is, the sense (as far as we can
ascertain it) which the very hearers of
Christ and his Apostles did actually at-
tach to their words. For we may be
sure that if this was, in any case, a mis-
taken sense, a correction of the mistake
(if it relate to any important practical
point) will be found in some part of the
Sacred Writings.

However strange therefore it may seem
to any one that the phrase “ Son of’ God”
should have been so understood as it was
at the time, and however capable of ano-
ther sense it may appear to us, still, the
sense which Jesus and his Apostles meant
to convey, must have been that, whatever
it- was, in which they knew that their hear-
ers understood them. 1

And what this meaning was, may I

CHRIST’S CLAIM OF SONSHIP.

them against it. Such a one would be
doubly bound to make sach explanationss
and such disavowals as should effectually”
guard his disciples against falling into the
error—through any thing said or done by
himself—of paying adoration to a Being
not divine: even as the Apostle Peter
warns the Centurion Cornelius against-the
adoration which he suspected that Corne-
lius designed to offer him ; saying, % stand
up, I myself also am a man.” Jesus of
course would have takerr care to give a
like warning, if He had been conscious
of not having a claim to be considered as
divine, and had at the same time been
aware that the title of Son of God would
be understood as infplying that claim.
That the title was so understood, is the
point to which I am now calling the read-
er’s attention.
“§ 5. On one occasion, when he had
healed a cripple on the Sabbath-day, and
had commanded him immediately ¢ to
take up his bed”” (which was a work pro-
hibited by the Jewish law) He vindicates

think be settled even by the testimony of . himself against his-oppenents by saying
his adversaries alone, as to the sense in “My Father worketh hitherto,* and I
which they understood Him. They work;” or, as it might be rendered more
charged Him; not only on his trial, but . cleatly, according to our modern usage,
on many other occasions also, with ¢blas- | % My father has been working up to this
phemy,” as “making Himself God,”— ; time;” (that is, ever since the creation, the
% making himself equal with God ;” and | operations of God have been going on

threatened to ¢ stone Him,” according to
the law of Moses against blasphemers;
understanding blasphemy to comprehend
the crime of enticing the People to wor-
ship any besides the one true God; Jeho-
vah.*

Now if they had misunderstood his
words, and had supposed his language to |
imply a claim to such divine honour as’
He did not really mean to claim, we may

throughout the-universe, on all days alike;)
and I wark ;” [ claim the right to perform,
and to authorize others to perform, what-
ever and whenever I see fit.T ¢ Therefore
the Jews” (says the Evangelist) ¢ sought
the more to kill Him, because He not only
had broken the Sabbath, but said also that
God was His [proper] Father ; making him-
self equal with God.]

On another occasion (John x. 33) when

be sure that any one—I do not say mere-' He had said 1 and the Father are one,”
ly, any inspired messenger from heaven,  the Jews were about to stone Him for blas-
but—any man of common integrity, phemy, “because (said they) thou being

would at once have disavowed the impu—i
tation, and explained his real meaning.
If any Christian ministers, in these days,
or at any time, were to have used some
expression which they found was under-

stood,—either by friends or foes,—as im- |-

plying a claim to divine worship, what
would they not deserve, if they did not
“hasten to disclaim such a meaning?

And much more would this be requisite
in the case of a person who foresaw (as
Jesus must have done) that his followers
would regard Him as divine,—would wor-
ship Him—if He did not expressly warn

a man makest thyself God.” He defends
Himself by alleging a passage of their
Scripture in which the title of ¢ God” is ap-
plied to those, ¢ to whom the word of God
came ;” implying however at the same time

* Epyaderu s dgri.

I have treated more fully on this point, in an
Essay entitled « Thouglits on the Sabbath.”

+ Our version, it is important to observe, does
not give the full force of the passage as it stands
in the Original. It should be rendered, “that God
was his own proper (or peculiar) Father.” (razips
idiv.) This it seems was the sense in wiich (ac-
cording to the Evangelist) He was understood by
his hearers to call God his Father, and Himself
« the Son of God.”—See Wilson on the New

* 8ee Deut, xiii.

Testament, referred to'in the Preface,
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a distinction between Himself and those
persons, and his own superiority to them :
¢ Say ye of Him”. (He doth not say “to
whom the word of God ecame”—but
¢ whom the Father hath anointed an
sent into the world, thou blasphemest, be~
cause 1 said I am the Son of God ”
This however did not necessarily imply
any thing' more than superiority, and di-
vine mission; and accordingly weyind the
Jews enduring it; but when He goes on
to say “that'ye may know and believe
that the Father is in me and I in him,”
we find them immediately seeking again to
lay hands on him; and He withdraws from
them.

But the most important record by far
in respect of the point now' before-us 13
that which I originally proposed to no-
‘tice,—the account of our Lord’s trial and
condemnation before the Jewish council.
In order to have a clear view of this por-
tion of the history, it is necessary to keep
in mind, that when He was tried before
the Roman Governor, it was (as I ob-
served in the beginning) not for the same
crime he was charged with before the
Council of the Jews; but for seditious
and treasonable designs against the Roman
Emperor: ¢ We ‘found this fellow per-
verting the nation and forbidding to give
tribute 1o Cesar, saying that He Himself
is Christa King.” ¢« Whosoever maketh
himself a King, speaketh against Cesar.”
Now I need hardly remark that this was
no crime under the Law of- Moses ; and
would in fact have been a merit in the
sight of most of the Jews. But what He
was charged with before 'them, was blas-
phemy, according to the Law of Moses ;*
and of this they pronounced Him guilty,
and sentenced Him to death ; butnot hav-
ing power to inflict capital punishment,
they prevailed on Pilate, who had acquit-
ted Him of the charge of treason, to in-
flict their sentence: “ We have a law, and
by our law He ought to die, because He
made Himself the Son of God.”

In order- to understand clearly the
trial and condemnation of our Lord
before the Jewish council (which is in
many respects a most important part of
Sacred history) we should study, as I have
said, the accounts given of it by all four
of the Evangelists. Each relates such
eircumstances as most struck his own
mind; where one is abridged, anothér is
more diffuse ; each omits some things that
are noticed by another; but no one can

13

be supposed to have recorded any thing
that did not occur. All the four, there-
fore, should be compared together, in or-
der to obtain a clear view of the transac~
tion. ’

It seems to have been divinely appointed
that Jesus should be convicted on no tes-
timony but Ais own; perhaps in order to
fulfil the more emphatically his declaration
% No.man taketh away my life, but I lay
it down of myself.” For the witnesses
brought forward to misrepresent and dis-
tort his saying ¢“Destroy this temple,”
and « I will destroy,” could not make their
evidence agree.

The High Priest then endeavoured, by
examining Jesus Himself, to draw from
Him an acknowledgment of his supposed
guilt. He and the others appear to have
asked Him two questions; which in the
more abridged narrative of Matthew and
Mark are compressed into one sentence;
but which Luke has given distinctly as
two. After having asked Him “ Art thon
the Christ2” they proceed to ask further
¢ Art thou then the Son of God 2"*and as
soon as He had answered this last ques-
tion in the affirmative (according to the
Hebrew idiom “Ye say,” “Thou hast
said”) immediately * the High Priest rent
his clothes,” saying, “ He hath spoken
blasphemy : ye have heard the blasphe-
my ; whatneed we any further witnesses ?
for we ourselves have heard of his own
mouth.” : L

§ 6. Some readers, I believe, from not
carefully studying and comparing together
the accounts of the different Evangelists,
are apt to take for granted that the crime
for which our Lord was condemned was
that of falsely pretending to be the Mes-
siah or Christ. But whatever the Jews
may have thought of that crime, they cer-
tainly could not have found it mentioned,
and death denounced against ity in the Law
of Moses. It could; at any rate, have
been no crime, unless proved’to bea false
pretension; -which was not even at-
tempted. "Nor could they have brought
that offence (even if proved) under- the
head of dlasphemy; unless they had been
accustomed to expect the Messiah as a di-
vine person. Then, indeed, the claim of
being the Messiah, and the claim of diving
honour, would have amounted to the
same thing. . But so far were they from
having this expectation that (not to multi-
ply proofs) they were completely at a loss
to answer our Lord’s question, how Da-

* See Deut, xiii. 7.

. SeeJolén xx. 3L
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vid, if the Christ were to be David’s son,
could speak of him as a divine Being un-
der tle title of Lorp. «If David then
called Him Lord, how is He his son,” is
a question which they would have an-
swered without a moment’s hesitation, if
they had expected that the Christ should
be, though the Son of David after the flesh
and as a human Being, yet, the Son of
God in such a sense as to make him a
Divine Being also.

Whatever good reasons then they might
have found in prophecy for such expecta-
tion, it seems plain that they had it not.

And the same [ believe ig the case, ge-
nerally speaking, with the Jews of the pre-
sent day.* A learned modern Jew, who
has expressly writien that Jesus “falsely
demanded faith in Himself as'the true God
of Israel,? adds that “if a prophet, or
even 'the Messiah Himself, had offered
proof of his divine mission by miracles,
but claimed divinity, he ought to be
stoned to death ;” conformably 7. e. to the
command in Deut. xiii. And the only
Jew with whom I ever conversed on the
suhject appeared to hold the same doc-
trine ; though he was at a loss when 1
asked him to reconcile it with the appli-
cation of the title of* Emmanuel.

The Jewish Council then could not, it
appears, capitally convict our Lord, merely
for professing to be the Christ, even
though falsely : and accordingly we may
observe that they did not even seek for any
proof that his pretension was false. But
as soon as He acknowledged 'Himself to
be the “ Son of the living God,” they im~
‘mediately pronounced him ¢ guilty of
death” for blasphemy ; 1. e. as seeking to
lead the people (Deut. xiii.) to pay divine
honour to another besides the true God.
They convict him on his own testi-
mony (having % heard of his own mouth”)
of the crime which they afterwards de-
‘scribe to Pilate. ¢ We have a law, and
by our law he ought to die, because he
made himself the Spn of God.”

§ 7. No candid reader then can doubt,
I think, that the Jews understood him to
claim by that title a divine character. And
"He Himself must have known thatthey so
understood him. Aslittle can it be doubted
therefore that they must have rightly
understood him. For if he—condemned
as he was on the evidence of his own
words—had known that those words were
understood differently from his real mean-

[_—

* See Wilson on the New Testament, above re-
ferred to.

CHRIST’'S WITNESS OF HIMSELF.

ing, and yet -had not corrected the mis-
take, he would have been himself bearing
false witness against Himself; since no
one can suppose it makes any difference
in point of veracity, whether a man says
that which is antrue in every sense, or
that which, though in a certain sense true,
yet is false in the sense in which he
knows it to be understood. It is mere
waste of labour and learning and ingenu-
ity to inquire what meaning such and such
an expression is capable of bearing, in a
case where we know, as we do here, what
was the sense which was actually con-
veyed by it, to the hearers,and which the
speaker must have been aware it did con-
vey to them.

Jesus did _therefore acknowledge the
fact alleged against Him; viz.: that ef
claiming to be the Son of God in such a
sense as to incur the penalty (supposing
that claim unwarranted) of death for blas-
pheming, according to the law respecting
those who should entice Israel to worship
any other than the one true God. The
whole question therefore of his being
rightly or wrongfully condemned, turns on
the justness of that claim :—on his actu-
ally having, or not having, that divine cha-
racter which the Jews understood Him to
assume. For if He were not such, and
and yet called Himself the Son of God,
kinowing in what sense they understood
the title, I really am at a loss to see on
what ground we can find fault with the
sentence they pronounced.

. It does appear to me therefore—I say
this without presuming to judge those who
think differently, but to me it appears—
that the whole question of Christ’s divine
mission, and consequently of the truth of
Christianity, turns on the claim which He
so plainly appears to have made to divine
honour for Himself. -

. I am not one of those indeed who pro-
fess to understand and explain why it was
necessary for man’s salvation that God

- | should have visited his People precisely

in the way He did. On such points, as I
dare not believe less, so I pretend not to
understand more, than He has expressly
revealed. If I had been taught in Serip-
ture that God had thought fit to save the
world, through the agency of some Angel,
 or some great Prophet, not possessing in
himself a divine character, I could not
have presumed to maintain the impossi-
bility of that. But this does strike me as
utterly impossible; that a heaven-sent
messenger—the Saviour of the world,—

should be a person who'claimed a divine

v




HIS DECLARATIONS BEFORE PILATE.

character that did not belong to Him; and '
who thus gave rise to, and permltted and |
encouraged, a system of idolatry. This
is an idea so revolting to all my notions
of divine purity, and indeed of common
morality, that I could never bring myself
to receive'as a divine revelation any reli-
gious system that contained it.

All the difficulties on the opposite side
—and I do not deny that every religious
persuasion has its difficulties—are as no-
thing in comparison of the difficulty of be-
lieving that Jesus (supposing Him neither
an impostor nor a madman) could have
made the declaration he did make at his
trial, if He were conscious of-having no
just ’claim to-divine honour.

§ 8. And the conclusion to whlch we
are thus led, arises (it should be observed)
out of the mere consideration of the title
«Son of God,” or “only-begotten Son of
God,” as applied to Jesus Christ; without
takmg into account any of the confirnia-
tions of the same conclusion (and there
are very many) which may be drawn from
other parts of the Sacred Writings, both of
the Evangelists and Apostles—from many
things that were said, and that were done,
both by our Lord and by his Apostles.

There is indeed no one of these their
recorded actions and expressions that may
not be explained away by an ingenious
critic, who should set himself to-do so,
and who should proceed like a legal advo-
cate, examining every possible sense in
which some law or precedent, that makes
against his client, may be interpreted. But
again, there is hardly one of these passages
which can be thus explained away with-
out violating the maxim above laid down;
viz.,-that we should consider, not any in-
terpretation whatever that such and such
words can bear; but—what notion they
conveyed, and must have been known to
convey, to the hearers, at the time.* For
if this were a mistaken notion—an untrue
sense,—it follows inevitably that Christ
and his Apostles must have been teachers
of falsehood, even though their words
should be capable of a different and true
signification.

Unless, therefore, we conceive them ca-
pable of knowingly promioting idolatry,—
unless we can consider Jesus Himself as
either an insane fanatic, or a deliberate im-
postor,—we must assign to him, the % Au-
thor and Finisher of our Faith,” the “only-
begotten Son of God,” who is “one with
the Father,” that dwme character which
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He and his Apostles so distinctly claimed
ifor Him; and acknowledge that God truly
“was in Chnst, reconcllmg the World un-
'to Himself.”

§ 9. Notless important, I conceive, are
the lessons to be drawn from the second
trial,—that before Pilate,~to which our
Lord was subjected ; provided this portion
also of the sacred narrative be stugied on
the principle already laid down; that of
interpreting his declarations with reference
to the meaning they were meant to convey
at the time, and to the very persons He
was addressing.

The Jewish Council havmg found Jesus
guilty of a capital crime, and being not
permitted,* under the Roman laws, to in-
flict capital punishment, (for the stoning of
Stephen appears to have been an irregular
and tumultuous outbreak bf popular fury,)
immediately bring.him before Pilate on a
new and perfectly different charge. “The
whole multitude of them' arose and led
Him' unto Pilate: and they began to ac-
cuse Him, saying, We found this fellow
perverting the nation, and forbidding to- '
give tribute to Cesar, saying that He Him-
self is Christ, a King.” For the crime of
which He had been convicted hefore them,
that of blasphemy, in seeking to draw aside
the Jews to the worship of another besides
the Lorp Jehovah, though a capital crime
under the Mosaic law, was none at all in
\the court of the Roman Governor; and
agam, the crime alleged in this latter court,
treason against the Roman emperor, was
no crime at all under the law of Moses.

. Now, in studying the circumstances of
this second trial, we ought, as has been
above observed, to proceed by the same
rule of interpretation as in respect of the
former trial; viz., to understand our
Lord’s expressions, not in any sense
whatever they can be brought to bear,
nor, necessarily, in the sensé which to
us may seem the most suitable, but in
the sense, as far as we canascertain it,
in which He must have known that He
was understood at the time. '

When then He was charged before
Pilate with ¢ speaking against Cemsar”

and “ making Himself a King,” how
does He defend Himself? As on a
former occasion, when his adversaries
had tried to make him commit the offence
with which they now charged Him, of
interfering with the secular government
of Cesar, He, so far from * forbidding %o
give: tribute,” drew the line between

¢ See Sermon on the * Name Emmanuel.” -

® olx ifwim

-
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secular and spiritual government, saying,
¢ Render unto Cesar the things whic
be Cesar’s, and unto God the things
which be God’s,” so, now, before Pilate,
He asserts his claim to be a King, but
declares that “ his kingdom is not of this
world,” and that,. accordingly, his ser-
vants were not allowed to fight for Him ;
and He further describes his kingly office
to consist in “ bearing witness of the
truth.” ¢« Every one that is of the truth,”
said He, * heareth. (f. e. obeyeth) my
voice.”* '

The result was that Pilate acquitted
Him ; ‘declaring publicly that he ¢ found
no fault at all in Him” It is plain,
therefore; that he must have believed—
or at least professed to believe—both that
the declarations of Jesus were true, and
that they amounted to a total disavowal
of all ‘interference with the secular
government, -by Himself, or his fol-
lowers, as such.

Much ingenuity has been expended,—
I must needs say, has been wasted,—in
drawing out from our Lord’s expressions’
before Pilate, every sgnse that his words
can be found capable of hearing; while
a man of litlle -or no ingenuity, but of
plain good sense and sincerity of pur-
pose, seeking in simplicity to learn what
Jesus really did mean, can hardly, I
should think, fail of that meaning, if he
does but keep in mind.the occasion on
which He was speaking, and the sense in
which He must have known that his lan-
guage would be understood. The occa-
sion on which He spoke was when on
his trial before a Roman governor, for

¢ He came to establish a Kingdom of Truth;
that is, not a kingdom whose subjects should em-
brace on' compulsion what is in -itself true, and
consequently should be adherents of truth by acci-
dent; but a kingdom whose subjects should have
been admitted as such in consequence of their
being «of the truth” that is, meén honestly dis-

to embrace, and ¢ obey the truth,” whatever
it might be, that God should reveal: agreeably to
what our Lord has elsewhere declared, that «if any
man will do (6iaw, is, willing to do) the will ‘of my
Father, he shall know the doctrine, &c.”

Those who explain  Christ’s declaration of his
having “ come into the world to bear witness of
the truth,” in some sense in itself intelligible, but
quite ‘unconnected with the inquiry He was
answering, as to his being “a King,” seem to
forget that what he said must have had not only
some meaning, but some meaning pertinent to
the occasion ; and this they seem. as much at a
lose for as Pilate himself’; who exclaimed, « What
is truth?” not from being ignorargt of the meaning
of the word, but from perceiving no corinexion
between ¢ truth” and the inquiry respecting the
claim to regal office.—See Essay 1., 2d series.

DECLARATIONS BEFORE PILATE.
treason,—for a design to subvert, or in

some way interfere with, the established
government. To this charge, it is plais
Pilate understood Him to plead na
guilty; and gave credit to his ples
Pilate, therefore, must have taken the
declaration that Christ’s ¢ kingdom is- not
of this world,” as amounting to & renun-
ciation of all secular coercion,—all for-
cible measures in behalf of his religion
And we cannot without imputing to our
blessed Lord a fraudulent evasion, sup
pose Him to have really meant any thing
different from the sense which he knew
his words conveyed. Such"is the conclu-
sion which I cannot but think any man
must come to who is not seeking, as in
the interpretation of an Act of Parliament,
for any sense most to his own purpose,
that the words can be made to bear, how-
ever remote that may be from the known
design of the Legishator; but who, with
reVerential love, is-seeking with simpli-
city and in earnest to learn what is the
description tirat Christ gave of his king.
dom.
But the ingenuity which has been (as
I said before) wasted in trying to explain
our Lord’s words in some other way, has
been called forth’ by a desire to escape
some of the consequences which follow
from taking ‘them in their simple- and
obvious sense. Those who are seeking
not really to learn the true sense of .our
Lord’s declarations, but to.reconcile them
with the conduct of some Christian
States, and to justify the employment of
secular force in behalf of Religion, are
driven to some ingenious special-pleading
on the words employed, in order to draw
from them such a sense as may suit their
own purpose.

And all this ingenuity is (as I said be-
fore) wasted ; because even supposing it
proved that the words. which Jesus ut-
tered are, in themselves, capable of bearing
some other imeaning, still, nothing is
gained (supposing our object is, not to
evade, but to understand Scripture) if that
meaning be one which could not have
been so understood at the time, or which
would have been one utterly foreign to
the oceasion and irtelevant to the question
that was to be tried.

§ 10. For instance, I have heard it said
that ourLord’s description of his kingdom
as “not-of this world” meant merely
that He claimed to possess a spiritual do-~
minion (as undoubtedly He did) over the
souls of men, and to be the distributor of

the rewards and- judgments. of the other




CHRIST’S KINGDOM NOT OF THIS WORLD.

world. And such certainly is his claim:
but the essential* point, with a view to the

- trial then going on, was, that this was his

oniy claim. He did not merely claim spi-
ritual dominion, but he also rgnounced
temporal. He declared not merely that
his kingdom is of the next world ; but that
it is not of this world.

In fact, the mere assertion of his spiritual
dominion, and one extending beyond -the
grave, would have been, at that timie, and
in reference to the charge brought against
Him, wholly irrelevant, and foreign to-the
question. He was charged with “ speak-
ing against C&sar,”——-thh making Himself
King in opposition to the Roman Em-
peror.. The Jews expected (as Pilate
could hardly have been ignorant) a Christ
who should be a heaven-sent “ King of
the Jews,” possessing both temporal and
spiritual authority ; a kingdam, both of
this world and of the next: for the ‘great

. mass of the nation beliéved in a future

state. Any man claiming to be such a
king of the Jews, would evidently be an
opponent of the Roman government. His
spiritual pretensions, the Romans did not.
concern themselves about. It was the
assum(rtlon of temporal power that threat-
ened danger to the Empire ; and it was of
this assumption that Jesus was accused:

. did He not distinctly deny it ? There was

no question about the rewards and pu-
nishments of another world. The question
was, whether He did or did not design to
claim, for Himself, or his folloWers as
such, any kind of secular-empire:* could
any words have disclaimed it more strongly
than those Heused? And can any one in
his senses ‘seriously believe that when
Jesus said, « My kingdom is not of .this
world,” He meant to be understood-as
saying that his kingdom was not ouly of
this world, but of the next world too.
No,—I have heard it said by some
other expounders,—He did mean fo dis-

claim all temporal dominion for Himself

personally and at that time ; but that,
hereafter, when ¢ the kingdoms of this
world should become kingdoms of the
Lord,” and when “kings should become
nursing fathers” of his Church, when
“the Church should be in its complete
developement by being i)erfectly identified
with the State,—then, all those Christians
who should have attained power,. should
exercise that power in enforcing the pro-
fession of his Gospel, and in putting down
idolatry, infidelity, heresy, dissent,and all

* See Appen%ix, Note (A.)
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false religion. 1In short, at the time when
Christ stood before Pilate, his kingdom
was not of this world, “because” (I am
citing the words of one_of the most ce-
lebrated ancient divines) “ that prophecy
was not yet fulfilled, ¢ Be wise now, there-
fore, O ye kings, be learned, ye that are
judges of the earth; serve the Lord with
fear;’” the rulers of the earth, he adds,
were at that time opposed to the Gospel ;
the Apostles and other early -disciples
were unable to compel men to conform to
the true faith ; and therefore it was that
the secular, arm was not yet-called to aid
against the Church’s enemies.

Now, without entering into- the ques-
tion whether our Lord’s words could, in
themselves, bear such a meaning, let us
confine ourselves to the principle we set
out with, and merely consider whether He
could possibly have meant tobe sp under-
stood. For this, we should observe, would
clearly have been to plead guilty to the
charge. It mattered nothing to the Roman
Government whether it were Jesus Him-
self, or his followers that should revolt
against Ceesar’s power, and set up .a rival
kingdom. And therefore, when our Lord
himself, and afterwards Paul and the other
Apostles, defended themselves against the

‘imputation of seditious designs, it is im-

possible they could have meant to be
understood as merely disclaiming such
designs for the present, and Tenouncing
temporal dominion only for themselves, °
personally, but reserving for their fol-
lowers, when these should have become
strong énough, the right to establish by
force a Christian political ascendency, and
to put down all other religions. To have
defended themselves against their accusers
by acknowledging the very designs which
those accusers imputed to them, weould
have been downright insanity.

But such -absurdities as would, in any
other subject, revolt every man of com-
mon sense, are sometimes tolerated in
the interpretations of Scripture, that are
framed in order to serve a purpose. For
instance, suppose some emissaries of
the Pretender 'in the last century, or,
in latér times, of the French revclu-
tionists, or of ‘the Chartists, or any set
of revolutionists of the present day, to
go about the country proclaiming and
disseminating their principles, and then
to be arrested and brought to trial for
‘sedition : . can any one conceiye 'them
defending themselves against the charge,
by pleading that they did net intend that
they themselves, but2that their -disciples,
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should obtain the government of the
country, and enforce their principles;
that they aimed at the possession and the
monopoly of civil rights* and privileges,
not for ‘themselves, but for their succes-
sors ; that they did not mean to take up
arms till they should have collected a
sufficient number of followers; and that
they taught all men to yield obedience to
the existing government #ill they should
be strong enough to overthrow it? Who
does not see at once that to urge such a

plea would convince every one of their,
bemg madmen?. And yet this is what
must be imputed to Jesus and his disei- |
Pples, by any one who can suppose that’
they meant to be understood by the Roman '
magistrates as merely disclaiming all in= |
terference with civil goveroment, till they
should become numerous enough to en-
force the claim ;—all resort to secular
coercion in religious matters, till they
should have strength to employ it effec-
tually ;—all poliucal monopoly, till they
should be in a condition to maintain it
by a strong hand.

Jesus then, it is plain, when He said
%My kingdom is not of this world,”
could not have meant to be understood as
implying that it should be so hereafter.

One of the modes in which it has been
attempted to explain away the teaching
of Christ and his Apostles, is by re-
presenting them as inculcating only . the
duty of Subjects towards Governors, and
not meaning that the sameé principles
should be applied in reference to the duty
of Governors towards Subjects: so that
though Christians were to “be subject,
for conscience’ sake,” even to idolatrous
rulers (as long- as nothing at variance
with Christian duty was enjoined) the
right was reserved, it seems, to Christians,
whenever they mlght obtain political
power, to employ this ‘in forcibly main-
taining and propagating their own' reli-
gion,t and securing to its professors a
monopoly of civil rights.  As if a citizen,
of whatever persuasion, had not the same
claim to the rights of a citizen, that a
ruler, of whatever persuasion, has to the
rights of a ruler! As if the Christian
principles implied in “ render unto Ceesar
the things that are Caasar’s" ... . “render

* See Appendix, Note (A.)

11 know not how the oppression under which
the Vaudois are now suffering (see the Paniphlet
wferred to in the Prefuce) can be objected to by
Protestants who hold these principles, unless they
renounce altogether the rule of doing as we would
ve done by,

. dcknowledgment of his gospel whlch He
; prerended to disclaim.

CHRIST COULD HAVE NO HIDDEN MEANING.

unto all their due,” were not equally
applicable to the duties either of Subjex
or of Prince!

And supposing (what is inconceivable;
that- any such groundless and fancifd
distinction had been in the mind of ou
Lord and his Apostles, and moreover tha
they had meant the Roman magistrates
so to understand them, and also tha
those magistrates ‘had given them cred:
for sincerity, still, after all, nothing is
gained by these suppositions : since ther
could be no security.against a Christian's
obtaining political power, or against a
man’s embracing Christianity who was
already in power. And if this power
was to be exerted in propagating the
' Religion by those coercive means which
a-civil magistrate is enabled- to employ,
"no one in his senses can doubt, that had
Christ and his Apostles. been understood
as acknowledging this, they would have
been pleading guilty to the charges
brought against them.* .

- § 11. But had He then some Aidde
meaning, which He did not intend. to be
understood at the time ? Did He desig
to convey one sense to the Roma
governor, and another to his own disci-
ples >—to reserve for his followers i
future times, that power to enforce the

It seems almost too shockmg even b
ask such a question: and yet it is but
too true, that 'such, in substance, (how-
ever- glossed over in words) must be the
meaning attributed to our blessed Lord
by thos¢' who would reconcile his decla-
rations before Pilate with that which they
represent as the right and the duty of
every Christian Govornor “The magis-
trate,” they say, (I am giving the very
words that have been employed,) ¢ who
r'estrains, coerces, and punishes any one
who ‘opposes the true faith, obeys the
command of God:” and they contend
that a Christian Governor is not only
authorized, but bound, to secure to the
professors of the true faith a monopoly of
political- power and civil rights. Now,
to reconcile such doctrines with the
declarations of Christ and his Apostles,
meaning must be attributed to those
.declarations which it would have been
madness for them to have avowed at the
txme‘—m short, a hidden meaning.

* It is recorded of an ancient king of
Egypt—one of the Ptolemies—that he

* See Eusays on the Dangers, &cc. pp. 210-13.

’
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employed a celebrated architect to build
a magnificent Light House, for the be-
nefit of shippingy and ordered an in-
scription in honour of himself to be en-
graved on it; the architect, it is said,
though inwardly coveting the honour of
such a record for himself, was obliged to
comply; but made the-inscription on a
plaster resembling stone, but of perisha-
ble substance: in the course of years
this crumbled away ; and the next gene-
Tation saw another inscription, recording
the name, not of the King, but of the
architect, which had been secretly en-
graved on the durable sione below.
Now, just such a device as this-is at-
tributed -to our Lord and hig Apostles by
those who believe them to have designed

that secular_power should: hereafter be-

called in to enforce_the Christian Faith,

* though all such designs: were apparently
- disavowed, in order to serve a present
purpose. According to such interpreters,{

“My kingdom is not of this world” was
only an inscription on the perishable
plaster; the design of ““ coercing ‘and
punishing” by secular power all oppo-
nents of the true faith was, it seems; the
engraving on the.stone beneath, - Ren-
der unto Cewesar the things that be
Ciesar’s” was but the outward part of
the inscription ; the addition was an inner
hidden engraving, directing that Churis-
tians, when become strong enough, should
compel both Cesar and his subjectes;—all
Rulers and all. citizens—either to ac-
knowledge the true: faith, or to forfeit
their civil rights. It was the outside in-
scription only that ran thus, “Submit
yourselves to every ordinance of man;
* * * the powers that be are ordained of
God:” the secret characters on the stone
said, “Take care as soon as possible to
make every ordinance of man submit to
you,” and to provide that none but those
of your own body shall be in authority ;
and that they shall use- that authority in
enforcing the profession of your religion.*

It might seem incredjble, did we not
know it to be the fact, that persons pro-
fessing a deep reverence for Christ and
his Apostles as heaven-sent messengers,
should attribute to them this double-deal-
ing ;—should believe them to have secret-
ly entertained and taught the very views
of which their adversaries accused them,
and which they uniformly disclaimed :

* Of this subject I have treated more fully in
the “Essay on Persecution,” 3d Sexies ; and in
Appendix E. and F. to « Eseays on’ the Dan-
gers,” &c., 4th Series.

.
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that the blessed Jesus Himself, who re-
bukes hypocrisy more strongly than per-
haps any other sin, should be regarded
by his professed followers as having pre~
tended to disavow that which was his
real design, and which He imparted to his
Apostles; teaching them in like manner.
to keep the secret till they should be
strong enough to assert the political su-
premacy of the Gospel, and to extirpate,
or hold in subjection as’vassals, all pro-
fessors of false religions.

All this I say, might seem hardly credi-
ble, did not daily experience show us
how easily (not only in this but in other
cases also) even intelligent men are satis-
fied with the slightest pretences of argu-
ment—with the most extravagant conclu-
sions—when they ‘are seeking not really
for instruction as to what they ought to
do, but for a justification of what they
are inclined to do. Such a bias of incli-
nation is like the magnet which is said to
have been once secretly placed near a
ship’s compass by a traitor who purposed
to deliver the crew into the enemy’s hands.
All their diligence and skill' in workin
the ship, and 'steering by this perverteg
compass, served only to further them on
the wrong course.

Without presuming to pronounce judg-
ment on the general mogal character of
others, 1 cannot forbearsaying, for my-
selfy that if I could believe Jesus to have
been guilty of such subterfuges as | have
been speaking of, 1 not only could not
acknowledge Him as sent from God, but
should reject Him with the deepest moral
indignation.

How far this indignant disgust may
have been excited in the breasts of some
who have taken for granted, on the au-
thority of learned and zealous divines,
that the interpretation I have been repro-
bating is to be received, and who. may in
consequence have rejected Christianity
with abhorrence, it is for those who main-
tain such an interpretation carefully to
consider. )

§12. It is in many respects import-
ant to observe and to keep in mind, to
how great an extent both an obliquity of
moral judgment, and a deficiency in the
reasoning-powers,  will. often- affect, on
some one or two partigulat points, a man
who may be, on the whale, and in other
points, where his particular prejudices
have not gained dominion, a person both
morally and intellectually above the
average. In the present case,for instance,

one may find men 'of much-intelligence
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misled by a fallacy which in the ordinary
concerns of life every person of common
sense would see through at once.

Was it designed, they say, that Chris-
tians should never take any part in civil
aflairs ;—should never be magistrates or
legislators, and thus partake of political
power? And if this is permitted, must
they not, as civil magistrates, act on Chris-
tian principles? No doubt; but they
would cease to act on Christian princi-
ples if they should employ the cocrcive
power of civil magistrates in the cause of
Christianity ; if they should not only take
a part in civil affairs, but claim as Chris-
tians, oras members of a particular Church,
a monopoly of civil rights. It is this, and
this only, that tends to make Christ’s
kingdom *a kingdom of this world.”.

Now this is a distinction which in all
other cases is readily perceived by every
man of common sense. For instance,
there are many well-known Societies in
this and in most other countries, which
no one would call in any degree palitical
Societies ; such as Academies for the cul-
tivation of mathematical and other sci-
ences,~—Agricultural Societies,—Antiqua-
rian Societies, and the like ; now it would
be reckoned silly even to ask respecting
any one of these Secietics, whether the
members of it were excluded from taking
any part in civil affairs, and whether a
magistrate or a legislator could be admit-
ted as a member of it. Every one would
see the absurdity of ever Ty
doubt on this point: : be
reckoned no less silly tc er
the admission of such - p-
bers, constitutéd that Ac al
Society. It would at o.._. .. . __2ad
that the Society itself, and the members
of it as such, had nothing to do with po-
litical, but only with scientific matters;
and that though individual members of it
might be also members of the legislature,
the provinces of the two Societies, as So-
cieties,—of a scientific association, and a
political community,—are altogether dis-
tinct. y
Now this is just the non-interference
in political affairs whick Christ and his
Apostles professed, and taught, and car-
ried into practice, in respect of the reli-
- gion- of the Gospel. As the Apostle Pe-
ter converted to the Faith Cornelius the
Centurion, so likewise Paul, who avowed

his practice of ¢ witnessing both to small |-

and great,’—converted Sergius Paulus
the Roman Governor at Paphos,and Dio-

nysius the Areopagite, a judge of the
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highest court at Athens; and expressed
his ardent wish to convert Agrippa, and
also all « who heard him that day.” Yet
neither Peter nor Paul ever thought of
desiring the Centurion—the Governor—
the Judge and the King, to lay down their
offices, and renounce all concern with
secular business ; nor did they ever dream
that their holding such offices when
Christians, would make Christ’s a ¢ king-
dom of this world.” They wished, and
they openly endeavoured, to make ¢ the
kingdoms of this world the kingdoms of
the Lord,”* and “kings the nursing-fa-
thers of 'the Church,” in the sense of
making the indivduals of every nation
members of ' Christ ;—of inducing kings
and magistrates, and subjects too, to.ab-
stain from persecuting Christians, and to
become Christians, and to act so as to in-
duce others to follow their example.

It has been said that this passage re-
specting the “ kingdoms of this world be-
coming the kingdoms of the Lord,” de-
scribes the Christidn Church in its per-
fection, and “ My kingdom is not of this
world,” describes it in its infancy. But
what Jesus and his Apostles taught on
this peint, belongs, and ever did,and ever
will belong, to the Christian Church in
every stage alike; namely, that the Chris-
tian is to act, in all the relations in life,
in whatever circumstances he is placed,
on Christian principlés. And what were
the principles they inculcated? “ Render
unto Casar the things that are Ceesar’s,
and unto God thethings that are God’s :”?
“Render ‘unto all their due; tribute to
whom tribute is due; custom, to whom
custom ; fear, to whom fear; honour, to
whom honour ;" ¢ Submit yourselves to
every ordinance ‘of man, for the Lord’s
sake:” “Ye must needs be subject, not
only for wrath, but ‘also for conscience’
sake,” &c. Never was the Christian re-
quired to do less than conform to such
principles’; never will he be called on to
do more.

If Sergius Paulus and other converted
Roman governors had consulted Paul,
whether they should use their power as
Roman governors to put down Paganism
by force, or if Dionysius, after having in-
duced (suppose) the other judges of the
Areopagus to embrace the Gospel, had
proposed to the Apostle that that Court
ghould sit in judgment on religious of-

* Some Millenarians understand this prophecy
as referring to a temporal reign of Christ on earth.
See “Scripture Revelations of a Future State’’
Lect. on Millennium. '
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fences, and inflict penalties on all persons
opposing or rejecting the true Faith, or
deprive them of civil rights,—if the Apos-
tle Paul, I say, had been thus consulted,
what answer, think you, he would have
given? What answer must he have given,
if we believe him sincere in his profes-
sions, and if we believe his great Master
to have really meant exactly what He de-

. clared? The Apostle would surely have

explained to such inquirers that Christ
meant the reception of his Gospel to rest
on sincere inward conviction, not on con-
strained outward profession, which is all
that legal penalties can produce :—that
their office as governors and judges, was
to take cognizance of men’s overt acts,
and to punish and restrain crimes against
the civil community; but that. their duty
as Christians was to regulate, and try to
persuade athers to regulate, the inward
motives and dispositions of the heart, ac-
cording to Gospel principles; and to keep
themselves not from crimes merely, but
from sins against God; and to  exercise
themselves in having themselves a con-
science void of offence, before God and
man,” (Acts xxiv. 16,) not in seeking to
force another to speak or act against his
conscience. He would not have forbid-
den them to take a part.(as it is mosy fit
that the laity should) in the government
of the Church, or to hold any ecclesias-
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made at his trial, and that He ¢ left us an’
example, that we should follow his steps,
who did no sin, neither was guile found:
in his mouth.”

§ 13. Yet if the Apostle Paul, with
these sentiments, were now on earth,
would there not be some danger of his
being accounted a latitudinarian—a per-
son nearly indifferent about religious dis-
tinctions,—regarding one religion nearly
as good as another ;—ready to profess
any,—and believing little or nothing of
any ? For such is the character often
attributed to any one who disapproves
of the employment of secular force in
behalf of the true Faith, or the monopoly
by its professors, of civil rights. '

That there are persons indifferent
about all religions, is true; and it is true
that-some of them are, from  humanity of
disposition, averse to persecution and
coercion. For many -persons,—perhaps

.most,—are tolerant or intolerant accord-

ing to their respective tempers, and not,
according to their principles. But as far
as principles are concerned, certainly the
latitudinarian is the more likely to be
intolerant, and the sincerely conscientious
tolerant. A man who is careless about
religious sincerity, may clearly see and
appreciate the political convenience of
religious uniformity ; and if he has no
religious scruples of his own, he will not

tical or spiritual office in it; or again, to  be the more likely to be tender of the
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him act for the favour or from the fear of
man, instead of for the favour and from
the fear of God: and if this be a sin in
him, it is a double sin in us to tempt him
to it.*

And above all, in proportion as eny
man has a right understanding of the
Gospel, and a deep veneration for his
great Master, and an earnest desire to
tread in his steps, and a full confidence
in his promises, in the same degree will
he perceive that the employment of
secular coercion in the cause of the
Gospel is at variance with the true spirit
of the'Gospel ; and that Christ’s declara-
tions are to be interpreted as He himself
knew them to be understood, then, and
are to be the guide of his followers, now.

And finally, such a man will be con-

vinced that it implies a sinful distrust,—

-

CHRISTIANITY A S8OCIAL RELIGION.

a want of faith in Christ’s wisdom, and
goodness, and power,—to call in the aid
of the arm of flesh of military or civil
force,—in the cause of Him who declared
that He could have called in the aid of
“more than twelve legions of angels;”
and who, when “all power was given
unto Him in Heaven and in Earth,” seat
forth his disciples—not to subjugate, or
to coerce, but to “teach all nations;"
and “sent them forth as sheep among
the wolves,” forewarned of persecutions,

and instructed to “bless them that cursed

them,” to return ¢ good for evil ;” and

to “endure all things,—hope all things,—
believe all things,” for which He, their
Master, had prepared them :—to believe
all that He had taught,—to hope all that
He had promised, and to endure and do

all that He had commanded.

 ESSAYIL

ON THE CONSTITUTION OF A CHRISTIAN

CHURCH, 1TS8 POWERSy AND MINISTRY.

03 yag favrods xmglooaum,

aMN& Xgiordr Tncody th‘m iavrots iy dodrevs Sudr Sia

- ' yoobs. 2;Cor. iv. 8.

§ 1. Or all who acknowledged Jesus
of Nazareth as their Master, ¢ the Au-
thor and Finisher of their. faith,” there.
are scarcely any who do not agree in re-
garding Him as the Founder and per-
petual Head of a religious Society also;
—as having instituted and designed for
permanent continuance, a Community or
system” of Communities, to which his
Disciples here on earth were to belong.
The religion He introduced was mani-
festly designed by Him,—and so under-
stood by his immediate followers,—to be
a social Religion. 1t was not merely a
revelation of certain truths to be re-

to the same conelusions in some Science,
or have -adopted the same system of
Agriculture or of Medicine ; but it was

'to be a combination of men who should

be “ members of the Body of Christ,”
—Iliving stones of one Spiritnal Temple ;*
“edifying” (i. e. building up) % one another
in their Faith;”—and brethren of. one
holy Family. :

This «Kingdom of Heaven,” as it is
called, which the Lord Jesus established,
was proclaimed (i. e. preached)t by his
forerunner, John the Baptist, as ¢ o
hand.” And the same, in this respect,
was the preaching of our Lord Himsel,

ceived, and of -practical rules to be ob-
served,—it was not a mere system of
doctrines and precepts to be embraced by
each individual independently of others;
and in which his agreement or co-opera-
tion with any others would be acci-
dental ; as when several men have come

* Amold’s Christian Life, p. 435.

* 8ee Sermon IV., «On a Christian Place of

Wor:hip,” and glso Dr. Hinds' « Three Tem-
les.

¥ 1 This word has come to'be ordinarily applied
to religious instruction ; from which, however, it
is always clearly distinguished in Scripture. Tt
signifies, properly, to announce as a . Our
Lord’s “preaching that the Kingdom of Heaven
was at hand,” and his feaching the People, are
always expressed by different words,
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and of his Disciples,—first the Twelve,
and afterwards the Seventy,—whom He
sent out during his ministry on earth.
‘The good tidings they were to proclaim,
were only of the approaching Kingdom
of Heaven; it was a joyful expectation
only that they were commissioned to
spread : it was a preparation of men’s

hearts: for the coming of that Kingdom,

that they were to teach.

. But when the personal minisiry of
Christ came to a close, the Gogpel they
were thenceforward to preach was the
good tidings of that Kingdom not ap-
proaching merely, but actually degun,—
of the first Christian Community set on
foot,—of a kingdom which their Master
had «appointed unto -them:” thence-
forward, they were not merely to an-
nounce that kingdom, but to establish it,
and invite all men to enrol themselves in
it: they were not merely to make
known, but to execute, their Master’s
design, of commencing that Society of
which He is the Head, and which He has
promised to be with ¢ always, even unto
the end of the world.”* .

We find Him, accordmgly, dlrectmg
them not only. to ¢ go into all the world,
and preach to every creature,f but
further, to ¢teach” (“make disciples
of,” as in the margin-of the Bible) “all
nations;” admitting them as members of
the Body of Disciples, by ¢ baptizing
them intof the mame of the Father, and
the Son, and the Holy Ghost.”

Of his design to eatabhsh what should
be emphatically a Social Religion,—a
< Fellowship” or “ Comniunion of Saints,”
there can be, 1 thmk, no doubt in_the

* It ie likely that the Doxology at the end of
the Lord’s Prayer, « Thine is the kingdom, and
the power, and the glory,” (which all the soundest |
critics, [ believe, are now agreed, does not exist
in the best MSS. of the Gospels,) was adopted by
the Disciples very soon after our Lord’s departure
from earth.- At the time when He first taught
the prayer to his Disciples, it would have been
premature to speak of the heavenly kingdom in
the present tense, as actually established. They
were taught to pray for its coming as a thing
future. At a later period, it was no less proper to
allude to it as already existing; and the prayer
for its «coming” would be, from the circum-
stances of the case, a prayer for its continued ex-
tension and firmer hold on men’s hearts.

t8ee a Sermon by Dr. Dickinson, (now
Bishop of Meath,) on our Lord’s two charges to
his disciples.

$¢In the name,” is a manifest mutnnslat;on,
originating, apparently, with the Vulgate Lalln,
which ha+ «in nomine.” .The preposmon, in the
ongmal is not & but gig + nl)i” or “to.”
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mind, of any reflecting reader of our
rsacred books. Besides our Lord’s gene-
ral promise of “coming uato, and dwell-
ing in; any man who should love Him
and keep his saying,” there is a distinet
promise also of an especial presence in
any Jssembly—even of “two or three—
gathered together in his name.”. Besides
the general promises made to prayer,—to
the  prayer of an individual .%in, the
closet,’>—there is a distinct promise also
to those who shall ¢ agree together touch~
ing something they shall ask.” And it
is in conformity with his own institation
that Christians have, ever since, celebrated
what they designate as, emphatically, the
Communion, by “meeting together to
break bread,” in commemoration of - his
redemption of his People. ’

His design, in short, manifestly was to
adapt his Rellglon to the social principles
of man’s nature;* and to bind his disci
ples, throughout all ages, to each other,
by those ties of mutual attachment, sym--
pathy, and co-operation, which in every
human Community and Aesociation, of
whatever kind, are found so powerful.

§ 2 Obvmus, and indeed tme, as the
remark may’
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obvious consequences, out of the very in-
trinsic character,—the universal and ne-
cessary description of a regular community.

It seems to belong to the very essence
of a Community, that it should have—
1st, Officers of some kind; 2dly, Rules
enforced by some kind of penalues and
3dly, Some power of admitting and ex-
cluding persons as Members.

For, 1st, whatever may be the charac-
ter, and whatever the proposed objects, of
a regularly-constituted Compmunity, Offi-
cers of some kind are essential to it. In
whatever mannet they may be appointed,
—whether by hereditary succession, or by

SOCIAL RELIGION
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* See ,Bampton Lectures for the year 1822,
I
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rotation,—or by election of any kind,—
whatever be the number or titles of them,
and whatever the distribution of their func-
tions,—(all which are' matters of detail,)
Officers of some kind every Community
must have. And these, or some- of these,
while acting in their proper capacity, re-
present the Community ; and are, so far,
invested with whatever powers and rights
belong to it ; so that their acts, their rights,
_ their claims, are considered as those of the
whole Body. We speak, e. g. indifferent-
ly of this or that having been done by the
Athenians, the Romans, the Carthaginians;
or by the Athenjan, the Roman, or Car-
thaginian Government or Rulers.* And
80 also when we speak of the acts of some
University, or of the Governors of that
University, we are using two equivalent
expressions. , :
2dly. It seems equally essential to every
Community that it should have certain
Regulations or By-laws, binding on its
own members. And-if it be nat wholly
subjected to the contro}, and regulated by
the directions of some extraneous power,
but is in. any degree an independent Com-
munity, it must so far have power to-en-
act, and abrogate,—to suspend, alter, and
restore by-laws, for itself; namely, such
regulations, extending to matters intrin-
sically indifferent, as are not at variance
with the enactments of any superior ‘au-
thority. ;
gulations of a Community by some kind
of Penalties, is evidently implied by the
very existence of Regulations. To say of
any Commmunity that its Laws are valid,
and binding on its members, is to say that
the violators of them may justly be visited
with penalties: and to recognize Officérs
in any Community is to recognize as
among its Laws, submission to those offi-
cers while in the exercise of their legiti-
mate functions. -
In the case of Political Communities,
which is a peculiar one, inasmuch as they
. necessarily exercise an absolutely-coercive
power,—the penalties must be determined
- according to. the wisdom and justice of
each Government, and can have no. other
limit.. But in a volyntary Community, the
ultimate Penalty must be expulsion; all
others, short of this, being submitted to

# And it is to be observed that it makes no dif-
ference, as to this point, whether the Governors
are elected by the governed, and in any degree re-
strained by them, or are hereditary and ‘unlimited.
In all cases, the established and recognized Rulers
of any Commaunity are considered as represent-
ing it .

RIGHTS DIVINELY CONFERRED ON A CHURCH.

e its purpose—in all cases, the admission

The enforcement also of the re-

as the alternative.®* But in every Com
munity, of whatever description (or i}
those under whose control it is placed
there must reside a power of enacting
enforcing, and remitting, the Penalties l)yL
which. due submission to its laws and u
its officers is to be secured. )

3dly. Lastly, no less essential to a Con
munity seems to be a power, lodged some
where, of determining questions of Men
bership. Whatever may be the claims¢
qualifications on which that may depend
—nay, even whether the community be:
voluntary Association, or (as is the cax
with political Communities) one claiming
compulsory power,—and whatever may

to it, or exclusion from it, of each indiv+
dual, must be determined by some recog-
nized authority. »

Since thereforg this point, and also thos
others above-mentioned, seem, naturally
and necessarily, to belong to every regular
Community,—since it must, in short, cor-
sist of regularly constituted Members, sub-
ject to certain Rules, and having certain
Officers, it follows, that whoever directs
or sanctions the establishment of a Com-
munity (as our Lord ceértainly did in re
spect of Christian Churches,) must be
understood as thereby sanctioning thost
institutions which belong to the essence
of a Community. To recognize-a Com-
munity as actually having a legitimate ex-
istence, or as allowably to be formed, is
fo recognize it as having Officers,—as
having ‘Regulations enforced by certain
Penallties, and as admitting or refusing to
admit Members. ‘

§ 3. - All this, I say, seems to be im-
plied by the very nature ‘of the case.
‘But, on purpose, as it should seem, to
provide. against- any misapprehension or
uncertainty, our Lord did npt stop at the
mere geheral sanction given' by Him to
the formation of a Christian Community,
but He also particularized all the points
I have been speaking of. He appointed or
ordained the first Officers; He retognized
the power of enatting and abrogating
Bules ; and He gave authority for the ad-
mitting of Members.

Such is the obvious sense of his direc-
‘tions to his Apostles: obvious, 1 mean,
to themy—with such habits of thought and
of expression as they had, and as He
must have known them to have. He must
have known well what meaning his words
would convey to his own countrymen, at

* See Appendix, Note (B.)
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hat time. But some things which would
ppear plain and obvious to a Jew,—even
n unlearned Jew,—in those days, may
e such as to require some examination
nd careful reflection to enable us, of a
listinct Age and Country, to apprehend
hem in the same sense. 'When however
we do examine and reflect, we can hardly
loubt, I think—considering to whom, and
at what time, He was speaking—that our
Lord did sanction and enjoin the forma-
lion of a permanent religious Community
or Communities, possessing all those
powers which have been above alluded
to. The power of “binding and loos-
ing;”—i. e. enacting and enforcing, and
of abrogating or suspending regulations for
a Christian Society,—was recognized by
his promise* of ‘the divine ratification of
those acts,—the ¢ binding and loosing in

heaven.” The “Keys of the Kingdom
of Heaven,” -denote the power of admit- !

ting persons Members of the Church, and

excluding them from it. And the expres-,

sion respecting the ¢ remitting and re-
taining of sins,” if* it is to.be-understood
(as | thiok it is) ag'extending to any thing
beyond the power of admitting membars
into Christ’s Church by . Baptism for re-
mission of sins,” must relate to the en-
forcement or-remission of ecclesiastical
censures for offences against a Christian
Community. B t
By attentive reflection on the two topics
I have here suggested—namely, on the
rights and powers essentially inherent in
a Community, and consequently implied
in the very institution of a Community,
''so far as they are not expressly excluded;
and again on the declarations of ‘our Lord,
as they must have been understood by his
Disciples,—by -reflection, 1 say, on these
two topics, wé shall be enabled, I think,
to simplify and clear up. several questions
which ‘have been sometimes involved in’
much artificial obscurity and difficulty.’
§4. And our view of the sense in
which our Lord’s directions are to be un-
. derstood will be the more clear ahd de-
cided, if we reflect that all the circum-
stances which have been noticed as na-
turally pertaining to every Community, are
to be found in that religious' Community
in which the Disciples had been brought
up ;—the Jewish Church, or (as it is
called in the Old Testanient) the Congre-
gation, or Ecclesia,} of which each Syna-
gogue was a branch.f It had regular

"+ Beo Appendix, Noto (C). 1+ Septusgint.’

| Officers ;—the Elders or Presbyters, the
Rulers of Synagogues, Ministers or Dea-
cons, &c.—it had By-laws; being not
only under the Levitical Law, but also.
having authority, within certain limits, of
making regulations, and enforcing them
by penaltigs (among others, that which
we find alluded to in the New Testament,
of excommunicating or “ casting out of
the Synagogue”): and it had power to
admit Proselytes. - .

With all these points then, the Disci-
ples of Jesus had long been familiar.
And He spoke of them in terms with
which they must have ‘been well ac-
quainted. For instance, the expression,
“binding and loosing,”™ was, and still is,
perfectly ‘familiar to the Jews, in the
sense of enforcing and abrogating rules;
or,—which amounts precisely to the same
thing—deciding as to the manner, and
the extent, in which a previously exist-
{ing law is to be considered as binding:
1as is done by our Judges in their record-
ed ‘Decisions. o

. The Jewish Church was indeed sub-
ject, by divine authority, to the Levitical
‘Law. But minute as were the directions
of that Law, there were still many points
of ‘detail, connected with the observance
of -it, which required to be settled by
some competent authority : such as, for

.| instance, what was, or was not, to.be re-

garded as « work” forbidden on the Sab-
bath :—what was to be considered as
“gervile work,” forbidden on certain
other days;—and in what way the in-
junctions respecting their food, their gar-
ments, the sowing of their fields, and
several other matters, were to be -ob-
gerved.t o
In regard to regulations of this kind,
our Lord recognizes the authority of the
Jewish Rulers, as being so far successors
of Mos¢s ; for He tells his hearers, ¢ The
Scribes and Pharisees sit in Moses’ seat;
all, therefore, whatsoever they bid you
observe, that observe, and do.” And
though He adds’ a caution not to % do
after .their works, for they say, and do
not,” He does not teach that their per-
sonal demerits, or even that gross abuse of
their power, which he strongly repro-

* 8ee Lightfoot on this subject, and alss Dr.
‘Wotton’s valuable work on the Mishna..

 Those wha can procure ar gain acgess to Dr.
W. Wotton’s Selections from the Mishna, will find
in it much curious and interesting information
relative tothese and several other particuldrs, which
throws great light on many passages of the New

4 8ee Vitringa on the Synagogue.
D

Testament.
3



26 COMMISSION TO

bates, could invalidate the legitimate ex-
ercise of that power. Indeed, since there
is hardly any human government that has
not, at some time or other, abused, more
or less, the power entrusted to it, to deny
on that ground all claims whatever to
submission would -be the very principle
of anarghy.

The Jewish Rulers went beyond their
proper province, when, instead” of merely
making such regulations as were neces-
sary with a view to.the due observance
of ‘the Mosaic Law, they superadded, on
the authority of their supposed Tradition,
commandments foreign to that Law ; and,
still more, evasions of the spirit of it.*

Jesus gccordingly censures them se-
verely,-as ¢teaching for doctrines the
commandments -of men;” and again, as
“ making the Word of God of none effect,
by their Tradition.” But still He dis-
tinctly recognizes their legifimate aithor-
ity in making such regulations as were
necessarily left to their determination.

§ 6. And his disciples, therefore, who
have doth of these his declarations, could
not have been at any loss to-understand
what He meant by giving to themselves
and the succeeding Officers of a Christian
Church, the power to “ bind and loose.”
He charged them to « teach every one to
observe all things whatsoever He. had
commanded them;” promising to be
¢ with them always, even to the end of
the world ;” and He also gave them the
power of ¢ binding and loosing ;” saying,
% whatsoever ye shall bind on earth shall
be bound in heaven ;” (i.e. ratified by the
divine sanction,) “and whatsoever ye
shall loose on earth,.shall be loosed in
heaven.” - . o

They would of course understand by
this, - not- that-they, or any of their' suc-
cessors, could have authority to dispense
with ‘their Master’s’ commandments—to
add to or alter the terms. of Gospel salva-
tion—to teach them,, in short, 7ot to % ob-
serve what He had . commanded them,”
but to enact, from time to time, to alter,

to abrogate, or to restore, regulations re- |

specting matters of detail, not expressly
determined in Scripture, but which yet
must be determined in some way, or other,
with a view to the good order of the
Community, and the furtherance of its
great objects. ' i

So, also, we cannot suppose they would
even suspect that they, or ‘any mortal
man, can have “.power to forgive sins,”

. P )

THE DISCIPLES.

as against God;—that a man could b
authorized either to absolve the impeun:
tent, or to shut out from divine mercy th
‘penitent ; or again, to read the heart, soa
to distinguish between the two, withos
an express inspiration in each particuk
case.

‘And this express inspiration in partic
lar cases, whatever may have been the
original expectations, they must soon har
learned they were not to look for. . The
were to use their best discretion, to exe
cise due caution, in guarding against th
admission of ¢ false brethren”—¢¢ deceir
ful workers”—hypocritical pretenders ©
Christian faith and purity ; -but they ha
not, universally at least, any supernatunl
safeguard against such hypocrisy.

The example of Simon Magus woull
alone show this, even if there. were no
others to be found. He was, we find
baptized along with the other Samaritans
(Acts viii. 13,) professing, as of course k¢
must have done, sincere repentance and
devotion to Christ: and yet the Apostls
find him, after this, to be still “in the ga
of bitterness and in-the bond of .iniquity”
Acts viii. 21. .

But still, the Gospel or good-tiding
which they were authorized and enjoinel
to proclaim, being most especially tiding
of * remission of sins” to all who shoull
accept the invitation made to them by the
preachers of that Gospel, they might pro
perly be said to ‘“remit” or ‘retain"
according as they admitted to Baptism the
attentive and professedly-penitent and be-
lieving hearers, and left out of the number
of the subjects of Christ’s kingdom thost
-who neglected or. opposed Him.* «Re
pent and be baptized every one of you
Sor the remission of sins” is accordingly
the kind of language in which they invite
‘their hearers every where to join the
Body of their Master’s People ; and yel
it is certain the remission of sins was
conditional only, and dependent.ona cor
dition of which they—the Apostles them-
selves—had no infallible knowledge ; the

* Of course, if there had been a distinct divine
appointment of such a sacrament as that of Pe
nance, as it is called (including private Confession
and priestly Absolution) we should have bee
bound-to regard that in the same light as we do
the sacraments of Baptism and of the Bucharist
Withopt presuming to set limits to the divine
favour, we feel bound to resort to, and to adminis
ter these, as_appointed means of grace. But if
there ‘had not been that divine appointment of
these sacraments, a Church would have no more
authority to confer on them a sacramental charac-

* See Wotton on the Mishna.

ter, than on the pretended sacrament of Penance.
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condition being, the real sincerity of that
penitence and faith which the converts
appeared and professed to have.®

§ 6. Butalthough this is the only sense
in which the Apostles, or of course any
of their successors in the Christian minis-
try, can be empowered to ¢ forgive sins”
as against God; i.e. though they can

only pronounce and proclaim his forgive- |

ness of all those who come to Him through
Christ, and assure each individual of his

.aceeptance with God, supposing him to

be one of “those who truly repent and
unfeignedly believe,” yet offences, as
against a Communily, may, it is plain, be
pardoned, or pardon for them withheid,
by that Community, or by those its offi-
cers who duly represent it.

Whether our Lord intended, in what
He said of “ remitting and retaining sins,”
to include (as seems tg me a probable
supposition) this power of inflicting or
removing ecclesiastical censures for trans-
gressions of the regulations of a Society,
we may be perhaps ndt authorized posi-

" tively to conclude; but at any rate, such
a power is inherent necessarily in every’

Community, so far as mot expressly re-
served for some superior jurisdiction:
regulations of some sort or other, and
consequently enforcement of those regu-

- lations by some kind of penalties, being

the very nature of it ;

‘But what leads to confusion of thought
1n some minds is, that the.same action
may often have two distinct characters,
according to the light in which it is
viewed; whether as a sin} against God,
or as a crime in reference to the Com-
munity ; and hence ‘they are sometimes
led to confound together the pardening
of the crume—the offence inst the
Community—with the pardoning of the
sin. Now the regularly-appointed Minis-
ters—the Officers of a Community may
be authorized to enforce or remit penaltieg
against the ecclesiastical offence, the crime
in reference to the' Community ; and may
pronounce an absolute and complete par-
don of a particular offender, for 4 particular
act, on his making the requisite submis-
sion and reparation, and appearing out,
wardly, as far as man can judge, a proper
subject for such pardon; while the pardon
of sin as against God must be conditional
on that hearty inward repentance, of

essential to a Community,-and implied in

* See Speech of Bishop Stanley in the House
of Lords, May 26, 1840. : -
t 8ee Warburton’s Div. Leg.
L4
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which, in each case, God only, or those
to whom He may impart the knowledge,
can adequately judge.

When Paul says to the Corinthians in
reference® to that member of their Church
who had caused a scandal by his offence,
“to whomsoever ye forgive any. thing, I
forgive it also,” though I am far from
saying that the offender’s sin against.God
was not pardoned, it is quite plain this is
not what the Apostle is here speaking of.
He is speaking of a case in which they
and he were not merely to announce, but
to bestow fotgiveness. They were to re-
ceive back the offender, who had scandal-
ized the Society, into the bosom of that
Society, on his-professing with sincerity,
or rather apparent sincerity (for of that
alone they could be judges) his contrition.
They -would, of course—as believing
those his professions—cherish_a confident
hope that his sin against God was par-
doned. But doubtless they did not pre-
tend either to an omniscient discernment
of his sincerity, or to the power either
of granting divine pardon to the impeni-
tent, or of excluding from God’s mercy
thé repentant sinner.

"§ 7. Then again, with respect .to the
¢ Keys of the Kingdom of Heaven” which
our Lord promised (Matt. xvi. 19.) to
give to Peter,} the Apostles could not, I

* 2 Cor. ii. 10. .

1 There seems good reason to believe,—though
it would be most unwarrantable to make it an
article of faith,—that Peter really was the chief
of the Apostles; not, certainly, in the sense of
exercising any supremacy and abeolute control
over them,—as dictating to their consciences,—as

finally deciding-all cases of doubt—or as claiming -

any right to interfere in the Churches other Apoe-
tles had founded, (See Gal. ii. 7—9'and 11—14,)
‘but as the chief in dignity; taking precedence of
the rest, and acting as President, Chairman, or
Speaker. in the meetings. - Peter, and James, and
John, and sometimes Peter, and James,—always
with Peter placed .foremost, were certainly dis-
tinguished, as appears from numerous passages in
the Gospels, from the rest of the Apostles. He
was apparently the chief Spokesman on the day
of Pentecost, when the Jewss: Believers were first
called on to unite-themselves into a Church; and
he was the chosen instrument in founding the
first Church of the (« devout”) Gentiles, opening
the door of the Kingom of Heaven: to  Cornelius
and his friends, . . ' .

I need hardly add, that to claim on that account
for Peter's sup successors such supreme
jurisdition over the whole ‘Church-universal, as
he himself_ neither exercised nor claimed, would
be most extravagant. - Moreover, since whatever
pre-eminence he did p , was confessedly not
conferred on him as Bishop of Ronie, his supposed
successors in that See cannot, manifestly, have
any claim to ¢haf pre-eminence; any more than

o
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conceive, doubt that He was fulfilling
that promise, to Peter and to the rest of
them conjointly, when He “appointed
unto them a Kingdom,” and when, on
the day of Pentecost, He began the build-
ing of His Church, and enabled them,
with Peter as their leader and chief spokes-
man, to open a door for the entrance of
about three thousand converts at once;
who received daily accessions to their
number. The Apostles, and those com-
missioned by them, had the office of
granting admission into " the Society from
time to time, to such as they judged
qualified.*
\(\ And that ‘this* Society or Church—
was “ that Kingdom of Heaven” of which
the keys were committed to them, and
which they had before proclaimed as ¢ at
hand,” they could not doubt. They could
not have been in any danger of cherishing
any such presumptuaus dream, as that
they or any orie else, except their divine
Master, could have power to give or re-
fuse admiftance to. the mansions of i im-
mortal bliss.

On the whole then, one who reads the
Scriptures with atténtion and with candour
will be at no loss, | concexve, to ascertain
what was the sense, generally, in which .
our Lord’s Disciples would understand his.
directions and injunctions. - Besides what |
is implied, natarally and necessarily, in
the very institution. of a Commumty we
know also, what the instructions were
which the Disciples had already been
accustomed to receive from their Master, '
and what was ‘the sgnse they had been
used from childhood to.attach to the ex-
pressions He employed. And as we may
be sure, I think, how. they would under-
stand his words, so we, may be equally

gure that He would not have Sfailed to!
wndeceive them, had they mistaken his:

real meaning ; which therefore, we cannot
doubt, must have been that which these
Disciples apprehended.

$ 8. As for the mode in whlch lhe

Apostles and other early Christian Minis-
ters carried into effect the directions they
had received, we have indeed but a few,
and those generaily scanty and inéidental,

the successors of King William the T'hird, in the
office of Stadtholder, could. claim the English
throne, And to speak of a succession of men as
bemg, each, a jbundatum on which the Church
is bmlt, is not only extravagant but unmeamng

* gwlouiycus, vendered in our version “ such as
should be saved;” by which our Translators pro-
bably meant, aceordmg to the idiom of their day, |.
(which is the true sense of the ongmal,) « persons
entering on the road of salvation.”

POWER OF THE KEYS.

notices in the sacred writers; but all the
notices we do find, go to confirm—if con-
firmation could be wanted—what has been
just said, as to the sense in which our
Lord must have been understood—and
consequently, in which He must have

meant to be undetstood—Dby his Disciples.|

And among the important facts which
we can collect and fully ascertain from

the sacred historians, scanty and' irregular |

and imperfect as are their records of par-
ticulars, one of the most important is zhat
very scantiness and incompleteness, in the
detail ; that absence of any full and sys-
tematic description of the formatian and
regulation of Christian Commumues, that
has been just noticed.  For we may
plainly infer, from this very circumstance,
the design of the Holy Spirit, that those
details, concerning which no precme di-
rections, accompanied with strict injunc-
tions, are to be found in Scripture, were
meant to be left to the regulation of each
, Chureh, in each Age and Country. On

‘any point in which it was. designed that

all Christiags should be, évery where, and

fat all times, bound as strictly as the Jews

were to'the Levitical Law, we may fairly
conclude they would have received direc-
tions no less precise, and descriptions no
less minute, than hatl been afforded to the
Jews.

‘It bas often occurred to my mind that
the generality of even studious readers
are apt, for want of sufficieat reflection,

'tofail of drawing such impartant inferences

as they often might, from the omissions
occurring in any work they are perusing ;
—from its not containing such and such
things relative to “the subject treated of.
‘There are many cases in which the non-
insertion of some particulars which, under
other circumstances, we might have cal-
culated on meeting with, in a ¢ertam book,

will be hardly less .instructive than the
things we do meet with,

- And this is much_more especially the
case when we are studying works which
we believe to bave been composed under
divine guidance. ‘For, in the case of mere
human ‘compositions, one may conceive
an author to have left out some important
eitcumstances, either through error of
judgment, or inadvertency, or from having
written merely for the use of a particular
class of readers in his own time -and
country, without any thought of what

might be necessary information for persons

at a distance and in after ages; but we

‘cannot, of course, atiribute to any such

causes omissions in the inspired Writers.

wd
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On no supposition whatever can we
account for the omission, by all of them,
of many points which they do omit, and
of their scanty and slight mention of
others, except by considering them as
withheld By the express design and- will
(whether communicated to each.of them
or not) of their Heavenly: Master, restrain-
ing them from committing to writing many
things which, naturally, some or other of
them, at least, would not have-failed so to

record. ‘

1 have set forth accordingly, in a dis-|

tinct Treatise,* these views respecting the
Omissionsin the Sacred Books of the New
Testament, and the important inferences
thence to be deduced. We seek in vain
there for many things which, hdmanly
speaking, -we should have most surely
calculated on finding. ¢ No such thingis
to be found in our Scriptures as a Cate-

chism, or regular Elementary Introduction

to the Christian Religion; nor do they
furnish us with any thing in the pature of
a sytematic Creed, set of Articles, Con-
fession of Faith, or by whatever. other
name one may designate a regular, com-
plete Compendium of Christian doctrines :
nor, again, do they supply us, with a
Liturgy for ordinary Public Worship, or
with Forms for administering the Sacra®
ments, or for conferring-Holy Orders ; nor
do they even give any precise directions
as to these and othér ecclesiastical mat-
ters ;—any thing thatat all corresponds to
a Rubric, or set of Canons,” = . .

Now these omissions present, as I have,
in that Treatise, endeavoured to show,
a complete moral demonstration that the
Apostles and their followers must have
been supernaturally withheld from record-
ing great part of the institutions, instruc-
tions, and regulations, which must, in
point of fact, have proceeded from them;
withheld, on purpose that other Churches,
in other ages and regions, might not be
led to consider themselves bound to ad-
here to several formularies, customs, and
rules, that were of local and tempo
appointment ; but might be left to their
own diseretion in matters in which it
seemed best to divine wisdom that they
should be so left.f- .

§ 9. With respect to one class of those
poiuts that have been alluded to, it is
probable that one cause—humanly speak-
lng—why we find in the Sacred Books

(D‘)Euuy VL, First Series. See Appendix, Note

1 Ses Appendix, Note (D.)
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less information concerning the Christian
Ministry and the Constitution of Church
Governments than we otherwise might
have found, is that these institutions
had less of novelty than' some would at
first sight suppose, and that many por-
tions of them did not wholly originate
with the Apostles. It appears highly
probable—I might say morally certain®—
that wherever a Jewish Synagogue existed
that. was brought,—the whole or the chief
part of it,—to embrace the Gospel, the
Apostles did not, there, so much farm a
Christian Church, (or Congregation ;{ Ec-
clesia,) as make an existing -Congrega-
tion Christian; by introducing the Chris-
tian Sacraments and Worship, and estab-
lishing whatever regulations were requi-
site for the newly adopted faith; leaving
the machinery (if I may so speak) of
government unchanged ;- the Rulers .of
Sytagogues, Elders,-and other Officers
(whether -spiritual or. ecclesiastical, or
both) being already provided in the exist-
ing institutions. And it is lkely, that se-
veral of the earliest Christian Churches
did originate ‘in this way ; that is, that
they were converted synagogues; which
bécame Christian Churches ‘as soon as the
members, or the ‘main part of the mem-
bers, acknowledged Jesus as the Messiah.

The attempt to effect this conversion
of a Jewish Synagogue into a Christian
Church, seems always to have been made,
in the first instance, in every place where
there was any.opening for it. Even after
the call of the idolatrous Gentiles, it ap-
pears plainly to have been the practice of
the Apostles Paul and Barnabas,} when

* ‘Bee Li Appendix, Note (C.)

T The word «. 'ton,”  as it stands in
our Version of the Old*Testament, (and it is one
of very frequent occurrence in the Baoks of Mo-
ses,) is found to correspond, in the Septuagint,
which was familiar to the New Testament writers,
to Ecclesia; the word which, in our version of
these lasf, is always rendered—not « Congrega-
tion,” but « Church.? This, or its equivalent
« Kirk,” is probably no other than « circle;” i. e.
Assémbly, Ecclesia.

4 These seem to be the first who were employed
in eonverting the idolatrous Gentiles to Christian-,

ity,* and their first considerable harvest among

these seems to have been at Antioch in Pisidia, as
may he seen by any one who attentively reads the
13th chapter of Acts, Peter was sent to Corne-
livg, a “devout” Gentile,—one of those who had
renéaiced idolatry and frequented the Synagogues.
And these seem to have been regarded hy him as
in an especial manner his particular, His
Epistles appear to have been addressed to them; &s
may be seeni both by tho general tenor of his ex-

* See Barrington's Mise;llanuSm
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they came to any city in which there was John or Peter supply the deficienc
a Synagogue, to go thither- first and de- And why again did none of the nume
liver their sacred messuge to the Jews and bishops and presbyters whom they
“devout (or preselyte) Gentiles;’—ac-'dained, undertake the work under
cording to their bwn expression, (Acts xiii. direction ”* ¢ And that there is nothy
16,) to the “men of Israel and those that in the Christian Religion considered in:
feared God * adding, that it was neces~ self, that stands in the way of sucha
eary that the Word of God should first cedure, is plain from the number of w
be preached to them.” |of this description which have ap
. And when they found a church in any from the earliest times, (after the age:
of those cities in which (and such were, inspiration,) down to the present; fr:
probably, a very large majority) there was the writings entitled the ‘Apostles® Crex
no Jewish Synagogue that received the :and the ¢ Apostolical Constitution,’ &
Gospel, it is likely they would still con-|(compositions of yncertain authors, ax
form, in u great measure, to the same amidst the variety of opinions respecti
madel. - { them, never.regarded as Scripture&low
But though, as has béen said, the cir- to the modern Formularies and e
cumstince just mentioned was. probably 'sions of Faith.. Nor again can it be s
the cause—humanly speaking—why some that there was any thing in the fou:
particulars are net recorded in our exist-'of the religion,any more than in the
ing Sacred Books, which otherwise we .gion itself, which, humanly speakixy
might have found there, still, it does seem should seem likely to preclude them fr
to me perfectly incredible.on any suppo- transmitting to us such compositions. 0
sition but that of supernatural interfe- the conirary, the Apostles,and the restd
rence, that neither the Apostles nor any the eanlier preachers of Christianity, we
of their many followers should have com- brought up Jews; accustomed in the
mitted to writing any of the multitude of ' earliest notions of religion, to refer to s
particulars which we do not find in Serip- Books of the Law, .as containing precs
ture, and concerning which we are per-'statements of their Belief, and most &

RECORDS8 RELATING TO CHURCH GOVERNMENT, 8CANTY.

fectly certain the Apostles did give instruc- I

tions, relative te Church-Goverhment, the
Chrigtian. Ministry, and Public Worship.
When we consider how large a portion of
the churches and of the ministers were
Gentiles, and strangers to the constitution
of Jewish Synagogues, and algo how
much was' introduced that was new and
strange, even to Jewish Christians, (as well
as highly iinportant)—the, Christian Sa-
crament being wholly new, and the
prayers in a-great measure so—we may
Jjudge how great a Rumber of ‘particular
directions must have been indispensably
necessary for _all;- directions which it
would have been natural, humanly speak-
ing, for the Apostles or their attendants to
have recorded in writing ; and which, if
it -had not been done, would mnaturally
have been so recorded -by the persons to
whom they were delivered. ¢ Suppose
we could make out the possibility or pro-
bability, of Paul’s having: left no Creed,
Catechism, or Canons, why have we none
from the pen of Luke, or of Mark? Sup-
pose thig’ also explained, why did not

pressions,* and especially in the opening address ;
which 'is not (as would appear from ouy Version)
to the dispersed Jews, but to the « sojourners of the
dispersion “ragerdipcuc dizomigas, . 6. the devout
Gentiles living among the « Dispersion ™

* See Hind's History, vol. ii.

nute directions as to religious worship s
.ceremonies. So that to give complete a
‘regulgr instructions as to the characs
‘and the requisitions of the new religi
as it would have been natural, for a
‘one, was more especially to, be expecy
of. these men.t .

We are left then, and indeed unavoid
bly led, to the conclusion, that in respe
of these points the Apostles and their fo
lowers were, during the age ofiinspiratio
supernaturally withheld from recordiy
those circumstantial details which wes
not intended by divine Providence to b
absolutely binding on all”Churches, i
every Age and Country, but were me:
to be left to the discretion of each p:
ticular Church.}

. § 10. The absence of such detailed d
soriptions and instructions as [ have bes
adverting to, is the more striking whe
contrasted with the earnest and freques
inculcations we do meet with, of the gra
fundamental Gospel doctrines and mon
duties, which are dwelt upon in so mas
passages, both generally, and in referend

® Essay on Omissions, p. 19.

1 Essay on Omiseions, pp. 7, 8.

4 See some valuable remarks on this subject,i
a pamphlet by Dean Hoare, entitled « Letters o
the Tendency and Principles advocated in th
« Tracts for the Times.”?




REMARKABLE CIRCUMSTANCES IN SOME DETAILS.

to various classes of persons,and various'
occasions. Our sacred writers have not
recorded their Creeds—their Catechisms
for the elementary instruction of converts,
—their forms of Public Prayer and Psalm-
ody,—or their modes of administering
the Sacraments ;—they have not even de-
scribed the. posture in which the Eucha-
rist was receiveds or-the use of leavened

or unleavened bread; (two points on

which, in after ages, bitter. controversies
were rhised ») nor many other things which
we are certain Paul (ag well as the other
Apostles) “set in order, when he came”
to each Church.

But, on the other hand it is plamly
recorded that :they did establish Churches
wherever they introduced the . Gospel ;
that they ordained elders in every city,”
and the Apostles again delegated that of-
fice to others; that they did administer
the rite of Bapusm to their converte; and
that they celebrated the communion of
the Lord’s Supper. And besides the gene-
ral principles of Christian.Faith and Mo-
rality which they- sedulously set forth,
they have recorded thie most earnest ex:
hortations to avoid ¢ confusion”* in- their
public worship; to do “all things de-
cently and in order;” to ¢ let all things
be.done to edifying,” and not for vain-
glorjous display ; they inculcate the daty
of Christians “ assembling themselves to-
gether” for joint worship; theyt record
distinctly the solemn sanction- given to a
Christian Community ; they inculcate]
due reverence,and obedience. to those that
“bear rule” in such a commiinity, with
censuse of such .as walk « disorderly”
and ¢ cause divisions;” and they dwell
earnestly on the care with which Chris-
tian Ministers,. both male and female,
'should be selected, and on the zeal, and
discretion, and blameless life required in
them, and on their solemn obligation to
¢ exhort, rebuke, and admonish:” yet
with all this, they do not record even the
number of distinct orders of them, or the
functions appropriated to each, or the de-
gree, and kmd, and mede of ¢ontrol they
exercised in the Churches:

* While the principles, -in -short," are
clearly recognized, and strongly inculeat-
ed, which Christian Communities and in-
dmdual members of them are to keep in
mind and act upon, with a view to' the

at objects for which these Communi-
ties were established, the precise modes

* 1 Cor.and 1 Tlm

1 Heb. x. 25.
+ See Hebrews and Timothy, - )

the Deacons.
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in which these objects are, in each case,
to be promoted, are left,—one can hardly
doubt, studiously left—undefined. .

§ 11. Many of the omissions [ have
alluded to, will appear even the more
striking in proportion-as we contemplate
with the more minute attention each part
of the sacred. narrative. For instance, it
is worth remarking that the matters con-
cerning ' which the Apostle Paul’s Epistles
do contain -the most detailed directions,
are most of -them precisely those which
every one perceives to have relation only
to the times in which he wrote ; such as
the eating or abstaining from ¢ meats of-
fered to idols,” and the use and abuse of
supernatural gifts. He was Yeft, it should
seem, unrestrained in recording — and
hence hé does -record,—particular direc-
tions in those cases where there was no
danger of those his directions being ap-
plied in all Ages and Countries, as bind-
ing on every Church for éver. Again,
almost every attentive reader must have
been struck with the circumstance, that
there is no stch description on record of
the first appointment of the higher Orders
of Christian Ministers as there is (in Acts
vi.) of the ordination of the inferior Class,
"And this consideration
alode would lead a reflecting mind to
concfude, or at-least -strongly suspect,
that the particular notice of this appoint-
ment of Deacons is incidesital only, and
that prohably there would have been as
little said of these, as of the Presbyters,
but for the circumstance of the extraor-
dinary effect produced by two of -these
Deatons, Stephen and Philip, as preach-
ers: the narrative of their appointment
being a natural, and almost necessary, in-
troduction to that of two most important
events, the great outbreak of * persecu-
tion consequent on Stephen’s martyrdom
(which ‘seems to have led, through the
dispersion of the D Bk
ing of the first pure
Antioch,® and thé ¢

But this conclusi
ened, when,ona ¢
find reason to be
so-called, first seve
usually assumed ( e =
even any attempt. at proof) to -have been
the first that ever held such an office,
were, in reality, only the first Grecianf

* See Encyclop. Metrop. (Eocleslastlcal His-
tory) on the designation of ‘Christians first given
to the Disciples at that place,

1 Hellenist, or « Grecian,” is. the term con-
stantly used for the Jews who. used the |Greek
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Deacons, and that there were Hebrew  Grecians, unless they had already had
Deacons before. some in office interested in looking after

The following extract from an able |their rights. With these presumptions
- Article in ‘the Encyclopzdia Metropo-in favour of a rrevioua‘ appointment of
litana on Ecclesiastical History, will [deacons, it would seem then, that these
make this point, I think, perfectly clear. |seven were added to the former number,
% Meanwhile within the Church itself because of the complaint.
were displayed some slight symptoms of | ¢ All that is thus far intimated of their
discontent, which deserve to be noticed 'office is,.that they were employed in the
particularly, on account of the measure daily distribution of the alms and the
to which they gave rise. The complaint stipends due from the public fund. Whe-
is called ‘a murmuring of thé Grecians ther, even at the first, their duties were
(or foreign Jews) against the Hebrews, limited to this department of service, may
(or mtive Jews,) because their widows be reasonably doubted. Of this portion
were neglected in the daily ministration.”| of their duties we are now informed ;
Who these yidows probably were has obviously, because to the unsatisfactory
already been suggested; and if the sug- mode in which this had been hitherto
gestion, that they were deaconesses, be performed it was ‘owing, that the new
admitted, the gronnds of the complaint appointment took place, and that the
may be readily surmised. As the greater subject was noticed at all. It is, how-
share of duty would at this time devolve ever, by.no meaiis improbable, that the
on the Hebrew widows or deaconesses, | young men who carried out the dead
they might have been paid more liberally, ; bodies of Ananias and Sapphira, and who
as their services seemed to rfequire; and are described as ‘ready’ in atiendance,
hence the discontent. | were of the same order; in othet words,
“This, it is true, supposes that the'deacons by office, if not by name. What
order of deacops-and deaconesses already ' may serve to confirm this view of it is,
existed, and may seem at first to contra- the opposition between what would seem
dict the statement of 'St. Luke, that in to have: been their original title, and an-
consequence of this nmurinuring, deacons other order in- the Church. - They are
. were appointed. It does not, howevef, called ¢juniors’ and ¢ young men,’ (redrs-
really contradict it; for evidently some goi yeaiionos,) terms so strongly opposed

REMARKABLE CIRCUMSTANCES

dispensers there must have been, and if
80, either- the Apostles . must have offi-
ciated as deacons, or special deacons
there muat have been, by whatever name
they went. That the Apostles did not
officiate, is plain from.the tenot of the
narrative, which indicates that the appeal
was made to them, and that they ex-
cused themselves from prexsiding person-
ally at the ¢mipistration,” (as was pro-
bably desired by the discontented party,)
alleging that it was incompatible with
their proper duties. ¢It is not reason

that we should leave the word of God,.

and sérve tables’ .This very assertion,
then, is proof certain that they did not
officiate.  Again, -on reading over - the
names of the seven deacons, we find
them all of the Grecian or -Hellenistic
party ; Stephen, Philip, Prochorus, Nica-
nor, Timon, Parmenas, and Nicolas, the
last' of whom'is expressly described as
“a proselyte of Antioch”” Now this
surely would have produced, in' turn, a
murmuring of the Hebrews against the

ot

{ud‘uﬁngu‘ from Hellen, a Greek:
by mation: o

to presbyters or elders ds to incline one
at the first-glance’ to consider them as
expressive ‘of, the ‘two orders of 'the
.ministry, the seniors' and the juniors,
! (the wesoBirigos, didxorss and the sdregos
didxores’;) the two orders, in short, which
at length received the fixed and perpetual
titles of presbyters and deacons. :

“ Accordingly, there is no just ground
for supposing, that when the same term’
deacon occurs in the Epistles of St. Paul,
a different order’of men-is intended: first,
,because an office may preserve its original
name long after the duties' otiginally
attached, to it have been changed; and,
secondly, because, whatever duties may
have been added to the office of deacons,
it.is certain that the duty of attending to
the poor was for several centuries attached
to it. Even after the deacons ceased to
hold the office of treasurers, and the
Bishops began to receive the revenues of
their respective sees, the distribution of
that portion which was allotted to charity
still passed through the hands'of the

. | deacons. -Hence, in a still later period,

the title of cardinal deacon; and hence,
too, the appropriation_of the term dia-
conie to those Chnrches wherein alms
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IN 80ME RECORDED DETAILS.

used to be collected and distributed to
the poor. . -
¢ Not that it is possible to point out,
with any thing like precision, the course
of duty which belonged to the primitive
deacons. That it corresponded entirely
with that of our present order of deacons
is very unlikely, whatever analogy be
allowed from their rélative situation in the
Church. ‘As the Church during the greater
part of the first century was a shifting,
and progressive institution, their duties
probably underwent continual change and
modification. If we wete to be guided,
for instance, by the office in.which we
find the ¢ young men,’ (rarioxos,) engaged,
when the dead bodies.of Ananias- and
Sapphira were removed, we shoyld say
that they performed the business which
in, the present day would devdlve on the
inferior attendants of our churches. Ifi
again, we were to judge of their charac-
ter from the occasion on which we find
them actling .as stewards of the Church
fund, a higher station would be doubtless
assigned to them, but still, one not more
nearly connected with the ministry of the,
word, nor approaching-more to the sphere
of .duty which belongs to our deacons.
On the other hand, the instances of Stephen
and Philip prove, that the title was applied
to those who were engaged in the higher
departments of the ministry, although not
in the highest. N
¢ After -ally it is most likely that the

word ‘deacon was originally applied, as |-

its etymology suggests, to all.the ministers
of. the Gospel establishment. But the
Apostles having' from the first a specific
title, it more properly denoted any minis-
ter inferior to them,—any, however -em~
ployed in the service of the Church. Be-
tween these, also, there .sooh obtained a
distinction.  If we suppose, then, that the
seniors, or superior class, were distin-
tinguished by the obvious title of Elder
deacons, (wgscBiTsgos didnoras,) the generic
and unappropriated term_¢ deacon’ would
devolve on the remaining class. And thus
the present Order in the Church, to which
that name is applied, may be truly asserted
to be deacons in the apostolical and primi-
tive.sense of the word ; and yet, never-
theless, much may be said about deacons,
both in the New Testament and in the
writings of the -early fathers, which will
not apply to them.” ,

If any one should be disposed to think
it a question of small moment whether
Stephen and his. companions were or were
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him consider that, however unimportant
in itself, it is one which throws much ad-
‘ditional light.on the subject now before
us. We not only find few and scanty
records of those details of the Church-
government established by the Apostles,
which, if they had designed to leave a
model absolutely binding on all Christians
for ever, we might have expected to find
fully and clearly particularized, but also
‘we find that a part even of what the in-
spired writers do record, is recorded inci-
dentally .only, for the elucidation of the
rest of the narrative; and not in pursu-
ance of any design to give a detailed
statement of such particulars. . Thus a
further confirmation is furnished of the
view. that has been taken ; viz.,.thatit was
the.plan of the Sacred Writers to lay down
clearly the, principles on which Christian
Churches were to be formed and governed,
leaving the mode of application of those
principles undetevmined and distretionary.

§ 12. ‘Now what did the Holy Spirit
design us to learn from all this? In the
first place ¢ he -that hath ears to hear”
may draw from it, as has been already
observed, a strong internal evidence of
the genuineness and of the inspired cha-
racter of our Sacred Books; inasmuch as
they do ‘not contain what would surely
have been. found in the works of men
(whether impostors or sincere) left to
themselves. to. record whatever seemed in-
teresting and important.
And this point of evidence presents
iteelf to the mind at once, before we have
even begun to inqujre into the particular
.object proposed in the omission ; because
we may be sure, in this.case, that what
did not come from Man must have come
from. God.* ' Lo

. But besides this we may fairly infer, I
think, that what is essential is to be found
clearly laid down in Scripture,; and that
Lthose  points which are either wholly
passed over in silence, (whén they are
such that we are certain. from the nature
of the case, the Apostles must have given
some directions relative to them,) or aré
slightly mentioned, imperfectly described,.
and incidentalty alluded to, must belong
to the class of things either altogether
indifferent, or so far non-essential in their
character that « it is not necessary (as our
34th Article expresses it) they should be
in all places one and utterly alike;”—
such in short that divine wisdom judged
it best they should be left to the discre-

not the first Deacons ever appointed let
E

.~ # See Appendix, Note (E.}
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tion of each Church in each Age and which might have been expected to appear
Country,* and should be determined ac- |in that, supposing it of human erigin;
cording to the principles which had been |but which are expressly excluded from
distinctly laid down by divine authority ; it. It may be worth while however w
while the application of those principles advest to a few of the most remarkable.

%

in particular cases was left (as is the case
with our moral conduct alsot) to the re-
sponsible judgment of Man.

It was designed in short that a Church
should have (as our 34th Artiele ex-
Ppresses it) ¢ authority to ordain, change,
and abolish eeremonies-and rites resting
on Man’s: authority only:” (this, be jt
observed, including*'things which may
have been enjoined by the Apestles to
those among whom they were living, and
which; ‘to those persons;-had a divine
authority; but which are not recorded
by the sacred writers as enjoined univer-
sally) “so that all things be dome to
edifying :* but that « as no Churth ought
to decree any thing .against Holy Writ,
so bésides the same onght it not to enforce
the belief of any thing as necessury to
salvation,” . ’ -

§ 13. And -we may elso infer very
clearly from an attentive and candid sar-
vey of the Sacred Writings, not only that
some things were intended to be absolutely
enjoined as essential, and others left to

the discretion of the rulers of each Church,

but also that some things, again, were
absolutely excluded, as inconsistent with
the character of a Christian Community:
It is- very important therefore, and, to

a diligent, and reflective, and unprejudiced
reader, not difficult,—by observing that
the Sacred Writers have omitted, apd
what they have mentioned, and in what
manner they have mentioned each, to
form ip his, mind distinctly the three
classes just alluded to : viz., 1st, of things
essential to Christianity, and enjoined as
universally requisite; 2dly, thoge left to
the discretion of the governors of each
Churctr; and 3dly, those excluded as in-
consistent with the ¢haracter of the Gos-
pel religion. T
" These last points aré not least deserv-
ing of a careful examination; especially
on account of the misconceptions relative
to them, that have prevailed and still pre-
vail, in-a large portion of the Christian
World. It would lead me too far from |
the subject now immediately under con-
sideration,to enter into a ful examination
of all the features that are to be found ‘in
most religions except the Christian, and

* See Appendix, Note (F.)
1 Eseay on. Abolition of Law. Second Series.

The Christian Religion, then, arose
be it remembered, among 2 People ‘who
not only looked for a temporal Delivere
,and Prince in their Messiah, but who had
|been accustomed to the sanction of tem-
poral rewards and judgments to the divine
. Law i*—whose Laws, in religious and i
| decular 4matters alike, claimed to be a
immediate revelation from Heaven—whoee
civil Rulers were regarded as delegates
'from “ the Lord their God, who was their
king,” and were enjoined to punish with
death,as a revolt from the Supreme Civil
Authority,—as a crime of the character
of high-treason,—any deperture from the
prescribed religion. It arose in a Natioa
tregarding themselves as subjects of a
“Kingdom of God” that was,emphatically,
a kingdom:' of this world: ‘and its most
prominent character was its being ¢“a
Kingdom' not of this world}” it was in
all respects the very reverse in respect
of the .points just mentioned, of what .
might have been expected, hunianly speak- |
ing, from Jewish individuals, and of what ,
was expected by the Jewish Nation; and
it may be added, of what many Christians
have in every Age laboured to represent
and to make it. While the mass of his
own People were seeking * to take Jesus
by force to make Him a king,” (a proce-
dyre which has been, virtually, imitated
hy a‘large proportion of his professed
follawers ever since) He Himself and his
Apostles, uniformly and sedulously, both
in their precepts, and i their conduet,
rejected, as alien from the character of the
Gospel, all employment of secular co-
ercion in behalf .of their religion,—all
encroachments on “the things that be .
Cemsar’s;” and maintained the purely
spiritual character of that “ Kingdom of
eaven” which they proclaimed. "~
* On this, every way most important
point, I have tredted at large in the first
‘Essay in this volume, and also, in the
Essay on Persecution, (3d Series,) and the
Essays on - the Dangers to Christianity,
(4th Series.) S

§ 14.-Moreover the Gospel religion
was introduced by men, and among men—
whether Jews or Gentiles,—who had

* See Essay 1., 1st Beries: « On the Poculiar-

ities,” &c.” And “also Discourse “«On National
Blessings.” ° , [ 1



'ALTAR, PRIEST, OR TEMPLE.

1ever heard of or conceived such a thing

& areligion without a Sacrificing Priest,
without Altars for Sacrifice,—without
Sacrifices themselves,—without either a
Temple, or- at- least some High Place,
3rove, or other sacred spot answering to
1 Temple ;—some place, that is, in which
‘he Deity worshipped was supposed more
sspecially to dwell.*

The Apostles preached, for the first
time—the first both to Jew and Gentile—
a religion quite opposite in all these re-
spects to all that had ever been heard-of
refore :—a religion without any Sacrifice
rut that offered up by its Founder in_his
>wn person;—without . any sacrificing

’riest (Hiereus)f except Him, the great
ind true. High Priest,] and ¢onsequently
with no Priest (in that sense) on Earth;
exeept so far as every one of the wbrshlp-
pers was required to present himeelf as a
“living Sacrifice, holy, acceptable -to
God; ”% and 4 religion without any Tem-
ple, except the collected Congregation of
the Worshippers themselves.||

Letany one but contemplate thtfstﬂkmg
contrast between the confined—the local
character—of the Mosaic system, and the
character of boundiess extension stamped
on the Gospel of Christ: “In the place
which the Lord shall choose”. &says Mo-
ses** 4o set his Name therein, there shalt
thou offer thy Sacrifices.”. “The hour
cometh” (says Jesustt) ¢ when men shall
neither on this mountain, nor yet at Je-
rusalem, worship the Father;” ... . .|
“ whéresoever two or three are thered
together in niy name, there am I'in the
midst of them.”[§ «In'his Temple” (says
the Psalmist;§§ . e. in his temple at Je-
rusalem) “doth every one speak of. his

Tory :” “there will I (Jehovahj
“duwell, for I have a delight thérein :”
“Ye are the Temple” (says the Apostle
Paul)  of the Holy Ghost, which dwelleth
in you”}||}

Now all this is deservmg of attentive

* Hence the name of Nawc from valay,- to
dwell.” See Hinds’ « Three Temples.”

1 8ee Discourse « On the Christian Priesthood,”
appended to Bampton Lectures.

1: Hebrewn, ch. iv.

§Rom, xii. This offering the Apodle calls
Buoizr Suray,  a living Sacrifice,” as distinguished
from the slain animals oﬂ'ered up in other reli-
gions; and also Arpns arpls, % a reasonable (i. e
rational) service,” as opposed to the u-mlwnd
animals slain on the altars,

1 T have treated of this point muneof.wlnmc
of Discourses delivered in Dublin.

** Deat. xii. 11 Johniv. f+ Matt, xvifi.

6§ Po. xxix. [} 1 Cor. iii.

.
.
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reflection, both as important in reference
to a right knowledge of the true character
of-the religion of the Gospel, and also as
furnishing a strong internal evidence as to
its origin. For not only is it inconceiv-
able thatany impostor or enthusiast would
have ever d}e'vued or dreamed of any thing
both so strange, and so unacceptable, as
must have seemed, in those days, a reli- .
gion without Priest, Allar, Sacrifice, or
Temple, (in the gense in which men had *
always been accustomed to them;) but also
it is no less incredible that any persons,
unaided by miraeulous powers, should
have succeeded—as the Apostles did—in
propagating such a religion.

But what is ‘most to our present pur-
pose to remark is, that theé Sacred Writers
did not omit the'mention of these things,
and leave it to the “discretion .of each
Churchi to introduce’ them or not; but
they plainly appear to have distinctly ex-
cluded them. It’is not that they made.
little or rio mention of Temples, Bacrifices,
and sacrificing Priests; they mention them
and allude to them, perpetually, as exist-
ing, in the ordinary sense of the terms,

among-the Jews, and also among the Pa-

gans; and again, they also perpetually
mention and allude to-them in reference to
the religion of .the Gospel, invariably, and
manifestly, in a different sense. Jesus
Christ, as the Christian Priest, and Chris-
tian Sacrifice,—Christians thesnselves as
“living Sacrificés,”—the sacrifice of bene-
.| ficence to the Poor,*—the Temple com-
posed of the Christian Worshippers them-
selyes; who are exhorted to “build up”
(or edify, oixodopsiv) one another, as “ liv-
ing. stones”t of the Temple of ‘the Holy
Ghost;—all thesé are spoken of and al- -
luded to continually; while, in the primary
and customary sense, the same terms are
perpetually used by the same writers, in
reference to the Jewish and to the Pagan
religions, antl never to the Christian.

I cannot -well conceive any proof more
complete than is here afforded, that Christ
and his Apostles intended distinctly to ex-
clude and forbid, as inconeistent with his
religion, those things which I have been
speaking aof. It being the natural and in-
herent office of any Community to make

.by-laws for its own regulation, where not

restricted by some higher Authority, these
points are precisely those which come
under that restriction ; being dlstinctly ex-

. “Todogoodand todwtnhuu,'forgetnot,ior
with such sacrifices, (8uoias,) God is wellpleued.
t 1 Peter ii. 5, &ec.
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cluded by the Founder and Supreme Go-
. vernor-of the Universal Church, is incon-
sistent with the character of his religion.

It is not a little remarkable, therefore,.
—though in other matters also experience
shows the liability of men to maintain at
ornce opposite ‘errors,—that the very per-
sons who are for restricting within the
narrowest limits,—or rather, indeed, an-
nulling altogether,—the natural right of a
Community to make and alter by-laws in
matters not determined by a superior au-
thority, and who deny that any Church
is at liberty to depart, even in matters left
wholly undecided in Scripture, from the
supposed,—or even conjectured—practice
of ‘the Apostles, these very persons are
found advocating the introduction into
Christianity of practices and institutions
not only unauthorized, but plainly ex-
cluded, by its inspired promulgators;—
such as Sacrifices and sacrificing Priests;
thus, at once, denying the rights which do
belong to a Christian Community, and as-
- serting those which do not; at once fet-
tering the. Church by a supposed obliga-
tion to conform’ strictly to some supposed
precedents of antiquity, and boldly cast-
ing off the obligation to adhere to,the
plainest injunctions of God’s written wofd.
“Full well do ye reject the command-
ment of God, that ye may keep your own
tradition.” ‘

.§ 15. Among the things excluded from

the Christian system, we are fully author-|

ized to include all subjection of the Chris-
tian World, permanently, and from' gene-
ration to generation, to some ane Spiritual
Ruler (whether an individual man or a
Church), the delegate, representative and
vicegerent of Christ; whose authority
should be binding on the conscience of
all, and decisive on every point of faith.
Jesus Himself, who.told his Disciples that
it .was “expedient for them. that He
should go away, that He might send them
another Comforter, who should abide

with them for ever,” could not possibly’

have failed, had such been his design, to
refer ‘them to the man, or Body of men,
who should, in perpetual succession, be

the depository of this divine consolation.

and supremacy. And it is wholly in-
credible that' He Himself should bé per-
petually spoken of and alluded to as the
Head of his_ Church, without any refer-
ence to any supreme Head on Earth, as
fully representing Him and bearing uni-
versal rule. in his name,—whether Peter

* Mark vii.9,

L4
OF THE CHURCH UNIVERSAL.

or any other Apostle, or any successor of
one of these,—this, I say, is utterly in-
credible, supposing the Apostles or their
Master had really designed that there
should be for the umiversal Church any
institution apswering to the oracle of
God under the Old Dispensation, at the
Tabernacle or the ‘Temple.

The Apostle Paul, in speaking of
‘miracles as “the signs of an Apostle,”
evidently implies that no one NoT pos
sessing such miraculous gifts as his’
much less, without possessing any at all,
—could be entitled to be regarded as even
on a level with the Apostles ; yet he does
not, by virtue of, that his high office,
claim for ‘himself, or allow to Peter or
any other, supreme rule over all the
Churches.t And while he claims and
exercises the right to decide authoritative-
ly on peints of faith and of -ptactice on
which he had received express revelations,
he does not.leave his eonverts any in-
junction to apply, hereafter, when he
shall be removed from - them,. to the
Bishop, or Rulers of any other Church,
for such decisions; or to any kind of
permanent living Oracle to_dictate to all
Christians. in ull Ages. Nor does" he
even ever hint at any “subjection of one
Church to.anether, singly, or to any num-
ber of others collectively ;—to. that of
Jerusalem, for instance, or of Romeé; or
to any kind of general Couneil. .

It appears plainly from’ the sacred nar-
rative, that though the many Churches
which the Apostles founded were branches
of one Spiritual Brotherhood, of which
the Lord Jesus ,Christ is the Heavenly
Head,—though there was “ one Lord, one
Faith, one Baptism,” for all of them, yet
they were each a distinct, independent
community on Earth, united by the com-
.mon principles on which they wére found-
ed, and by their mutual agreement, affec-
tion and respect; but not having any one
recognized Head on Earth, oracknowledg-
ing any soveteignty of one of these So-
cieties over others.t =~

And as for—so-called—General Coun-
cils, we find not even any mention of
them, or allusion to any such expedient.
The pretended first Council, at Jerusalem,

* 1 Cor. xiv. 18. t Gal. ii. 7—9.

+ Generally speaking, the Apostles appe:r to
have established a distinct Church in cach con-
siderable city ; so that there were several even in
a single Provinee; as for instance, in. Macedonia,
those of Philippi, - Thessalonica, Bera, Amphi-
polis, &c. ; and the like in the Province of Achaia

and elsewhere.
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does seem to me® a most extraordinary
chimera, without any warrant whatever
from Sacred History. We find in the
narrative, that certain persons, coming

from Jerusalem to Antioch, éndeavoured

to impose on the Gentile converts the
yoke of the Mosaic Law ; pretending—
as appears plainly from the contextf—to
have the sanction of the Apostles for this.
Nothing could be more natural than the
stép which was thereupon taken—to send
a deputatiop 10 Jerusalem, to- inquire

whether these pretensions were well

founded. - The Apostles, in the midst of
an Assembly of the Elders (or Clergy, as
they would now be called) of Jernsalem,
decided that no such burdén ought fo he
imposed, and that their pretended sanction
had - not been given. ‘The Church at
Jerusalem, even independendy of the
Apostles, had of gourse power.to decide
thia last point; i.¢. to declare the fact
whether they had or had not given the
pretended sanction: and the Apostles,
confessedly, had plenary power to declare
the will of the Lord Jesus. And the
deputation, accordingly, vetired satisfied.
There is no hint, throughout; of any
summons {o -the several Churches in
Judea and Galilee, in Samaria, Cyprus,
Cyrene, &¢., to send deputations; as to a
general | Council ; nor any assumption of
a right in the. Church of Jerusilem, as
suchy, to govern the rest, or-to decide on
ints of faith. 4 ‘

It is worth remarkmg aho, that, as lf
on purpose’ to guard against the assump-
tion, which might, not unnaturally, have
taken place, of some supremacy—such as
no Church' was designed to enjoy,—on
the part of Jerusalem, the fountain-head

of the religion, it was ‘by the special ap-
pointment of the Holy Spirit that Saul
and Barnabas were ordained to the very
highest. office, the Apostleship, not by the
hands of the other Apostles, or of any per-
son at Jerusalem, but by the Elders of
Antioch, This would have been the less !
remarkable had no kuman ordination at
all taken place, but merely a special i im- |
mediate appointment of them by divine
i revelation. But the command given was,
~¢ separate me . . . . let them go.’t  Some."
reason for such a procedure there must
have been; and it does seem probable
that it was designed for the very purpose.

(among others) of lmpressmg on. men’sl

* Bee Burnet on Article 21. fAcu. xv, 24[

4 Acts xiii, 2, 3,
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minds the independence and equality of
the several Churches on Earth.

On the whole, then, considering in ad-
dition to all these circumstances, the
number and the variety of the Epistles of
Paul, (to.say nothing of those of the
other Apostles,) and the deep anxiety he
mamfeslg for the continuance of his
converts in the right faith, and his
earnest warnings of them* against the
dangers to.their faith, which he foresaw ;
and considering nlso the incalculable im-

ortance of such an institution (supposing
1t to exist) as a permanent living racle
and supreme Ruler of the Chm'ch on’
Earth'; and the necessity of pointing it
out so clearly ‘that no one could possibly,
except through wilful blindness and ob-
stinacy, be in any doubt as to the place
and' persons whom the Lord should have
thus ¢ chosen to cause-his name to dwell”
therein—especially, as a plain reference
to this infallible judge, guide, and go-
vernor, would have been so vbvious,
easy, short, and decisive a made of guard-
ing against the doubts, errors, and dissen~
sions which he *so- anxiously appre-
hended ; considering, 1 say, all this, it
does seem to me a perfect moral impos-
sibility, ‘that Paul and’ the other sacred
writers should have wrmen, as they have
done, without any mention_ or allusion to
-any thing of the kind, if it had been a
part (and it must have been'a most essen-
tial part, if it,were.any) of the Christian
System. They do not merely omit all
reference fo any supreme and infallible
Head and Oracle of the Universal Church,
—to any Man or Body as the representa-
tive and. Vicegerent of Christ, but they
omit it in such a manner, and under such
circumstances, as plainly to amount to an.
exclusion.

‘It may be added that the circumstance
of .eur Lord’s having deferred the Com-
mencement of his Church till after his
own depariure, in, bodl]y person from the
: Earth, seems to have been designed as a
further safeguard against the motion I
have been alluding to, Had He publicly
presided_in bodily person subsequently to
the completion of the Redemption by his
‘death, over a Church in Jerusalem or
elsewhere, there would have been more
plausibility in the claim to. supremacy
which might have been set up and ad-
mitted, on behalf of that Chyrch, and of
his own suecessors in the Government of
it.- His prevlously wnhdmwmg, made it

.Achn.
4
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the more easily to be understood that He'

was to remain the spiritual Head in
Heaven, of the spiritual Chureh uni-
versal ; and consequently of all particular
Churches, equally, in all parts of the
world. ,
$ 16. This therefore, and the other
points’ just mentioned, must be regarded
as negatively characteristic of the Chris-
tian religion, no less than it is positively
characterized by those truths and those
enactments which the inspired Writers
lay down as essential. ‘'Their prohibi-
tions ‘in the one case are as plain as their
injunctions in the other. , '
There is not indeed any systematic
enumeration of the several points that are
excluded as ineonsistent with the cha-
racter of the religion; answering-to' the
rohibition of Idolatry in the Decalogue,
e enumeration of forbidden meats,
and other such enactments of the Leviti-
cal Law,- But the sdme may be #aid no
l¢éss of the affirmative directions also that
are to be found in the New Testament.
‘The fundamental doctrines and the great
moral principles of the Gospel are there
taught,—for wise reasons no doubt, and
which 1 think we may in part perceive,*
not in creeds or other regular formularies,
but incidentally, irregularly, and often- by
oblique allusions ; less striking indeed at
first sight than distinct enunciations and
enactments, but often even the more de-
cisive and satisfactory from that very cir-
«cumstance; because the Apostles “fre-
-quently allude to some truth as net only"
-essential, but indisputably admitted, and
familiarly known to be essential by thdse
they were addressing.} o
On the- whole then, I cannot but think
an attentive and candid inquifer, who
‘brings to the study of Scripture no extra-
ordinary learning or acuteness, but an
anprejudiced and docile mind, may ascer-
tain with reasonable ceitainty, that there
are points—and ‘what those points are—
which are insisted on by our sacred
writers as essential; and again, ‘which
are excluded as ihconsistent with the reli-
gion they taught; and sagain that there
are many other points,—some of them
such, that thé Apostles cannot. but have
practically decided them in one way or
:another on particular occasions, (such
as the mode of administeriny the Eu-
charist, and many othérs) respecting
which they have not recorded their de-
. _ G .

* 8ee Appendix, Note (G.)
1 See Rhetoric, 6th Edition, Part I. ch. 2, § 4.
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cisions, or made any general enactment
to be observed in all Ages and Countries.

And the inference seems to be inevits-
ble, that they purposely left these poiny
to be decided in each Age and Country
according {o the discretion of the seven!
Churches, by a careful application of the
principles laid down by Christ. and his
Apostles.

§ 17. At variance with what has bees
now said, and also at variance with each
other, are some opinions which are to be
found smong different classes of Chris-
tians, in'these, as well -as in foPmer times.
The opposite’ errers (as they. appear to
me to be) of those opinions may in many
instances be traced, I conceive, in great
measure, to the same cause ; to the ne-
glect, namely, of the distinction—obvious
as it is to any tolerably atientive reader—
which has been just noticed, hetween
those things, on the one hand, which are
either plainly declared and strictly en
Joined, or distinctly excluded, by the Sa-
cred Writers,and on the other hand, those
on which they give no distinct decision,
injunetion,or prohibition; and which |
have thence concluded they meant to
place under thejurisdiction ofeach Church.
To the neglect of this distinctipn, and
again, to a want of due consideration of: the
character, offices, and rights of a Christian
Commiunity, may be attributed, in a great
degree, the prevalence of errors the ‘most
opposite to each other. . .

There are persons, it is. well known,
who from not finding in Scripture precise
direetions, and strict commands, as to the
constitution and regulation of a Christian
Church,—the several Orders of Christian
Ministers;,—the distinct functions of each,
—and other such details, have adopted the
conclusion, or at least seem tp lean, meore
or less, towards the conclusion,—that it
is a matter entirely left to each individual’s
fancy or convenience to join one Christian
Society, or another, or none at all ;—to
take upon himself, or confer on another,
the ministerial officé, or to repudiate al-
together any Christian Ministry whatever:
—to join, or withdraw from, any or ‘every
religious Assembly for .joint Christian
worship, aceording te the suggestion of
his individual taste :—in short, (for this is
what it really amounts to when plainly
stated) to proceed as if the sanction ma-
nifestly given by our Lord and his Apos-
tles -to the establishment of Christian
Communities, and consequently, to all the
privileges and powers implied in the very

nature of a>Community, and also the in-




THOUGH NOT SANCTIONED IN SCRIPTURE.

ulcation in Scripture of the principles on
7hich Churistian Churches are to be con-
ucted, were all to go for nothing, unless
ne application of these principles to each
articular point of the details of Church,
‘overnment, can also be found no less
lainly laid down in Scripture.

Now though I would not be understood
s insinuating any thing against the actual
norality of life of those who take such
iews, | cannot but remark, that their
rode of reasoning does seem to me per<
ectly analogous to that of men who should
iet at.nought all the moral principles of
he Gospel, and account nothing a sin that
s not expressly particularized as forbid-
len,—nothing a duty, that is not, in so
mnany words, enjoined. Persons-who en-
tertain such lax notions as I have been al+
luding to, 'respecting. Church enactments,
should be exhorted to reflect carefully on
the obviqus and'self-evident, but often-
forgotten . truth—the oftener forgotten,
perhaps, in practice, from.its being self-
evident—that right and duty are recipro-
cal; and consequently-that since a Charch

has a right (derived, as has been. shown,:

both from the very nature of a Community,
and from,Christ’s sanction) to make re-
gulations, &c., not-at variance with Serip-
ture principles, it follows that compliance
with such regulations must be a duty to
the individual members of that Church.
On the other hand, there are some who,
in their abhorrence and dread of principles
and practices subversive of all good order,
and tending to anarchy and to every kind
of extravagance, have thought,—or -at
least professed to think,—that 'we are
bound to seek for a distinct authoritative
sanction, in the Scriptures or in some other

ancient* wrilings,—some Tradition in’

short—for each separate point which we
would maintain. They assume that what-
ever doctrines or. practices, whdtever in-
stitutions, whatever regulations respecting
Church government, we can. conclude,
either with certainty, ov with any degree
of probability, to have been either iptro-

N v — T
® By “ancient” some persons understand what
belongs to the first three centuries of the Christian
era ;.some, the first four ; some, seven; so arbitrary
and uncertain is the starrdard:by which some would:
persuade us to try questions, on which tliey, at the
same time, teach us to believe.our Christian Faith
and Christian Hope are staked ! .
« Scire velim, pretium chartis quotus ayroget annus:
. . ] . LA BN
Est vetus atque probus, centum qui perficit annos.
' Quid? qui deperiit minor uno’mense vel anno,
Inter quos referendus erit? veteresne 7’ * * ¢
: Horace, Epist. I b. 2.
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duced by the Apostles, or to have pre-
vailed in their timeyor in the time of their
immediate successors, are to be considered
as absolutely binding on all Christians for
ever ;—as a model from which ne Church
is at liberty to depart. And they make
our membership of the Church of Christ,
and our hopes of the Gospel salvation,
depend on an exact adherence to-every
thing that is proved, or believed, or even
suspected, to be an apostolical usage ; and
on our possessing what they call Aposto-
lical Succession ; that is, on our having
a Ministry '‘whose descent can be traced
ap, in an'unbroken and undoubted chain,
to the Apostles themselves, through men .
regularly ordained by them or their suc-
cessors, according to the exact forms ori-
ginally appointed. And all Christians
380 called)-who do not. come under this -
escription, are to be regarded either as
outcasts from- % the. Household of Faith,”
or at best as in- a- conditiop * analogous
to that of the Samaritans, of old” who
worshipped on Mount Gerizim,* or as in
“an intermediate state betwéen Chris-
tianity and Heathenismn,” and as “left to’
the uncovenanted mercies of God.”
§ 18. Those who on such grounds de-

fend. the {nstinitions and Ordmances, and

vindicate the Apostolical Character, of our
‘'own (or indeed of any) Church—whether

{on their own sincere convietion, or-as

believing that such arguments are the best
calculated to inspire the mass of mankind

- with becoming reverence, and to repress

the evil of .schismy—do seem to_me, in
proportion as they proceed on those prin-
ciples, to be, in the same degree, remov-
ing our institutions from a foundation en
a rock, .to place them on sind.’ Instead
of a clearly-intelligible, well-established,
and accesstble proof of divine sanction for
the claims of our Church, they would

‘substitute one -that is not ouly obscure,

disputable, and out of the reach of the
mass of mankind, but even self-contra-
dictory, subversive of our own and every
Church’s claims, and leading"to the very
evils of doubt, and schismatieal division,
which it is desired to guard against.
-The Rock on which I am persuaded.
our Reformers intended, and rightly in-
tended, to rest .the Ordinances of our
Church, is; the warrant to bé found .in

| the Haly Scriptures written by, or under

the divection of those to whom our Lord , .
had entrusted the duty of ¢ teaching men
to observe all things whatsoever He had

¢ John iv.
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commanded them.” For in those Scrip-
tires we find a divine sanction clearly
iven to a regular Christian Community, a

hurch; which is, according to the defini-
tion in our 19th Article,* « a congregation
$i. e. Society or Community ; Ecclesia,) of
aithful men,} in the which the pure
Word of God is preached, and the Sacra-
ments duly administered according to
Christ’s ordinancey in all those things
which of necessity .are requisite to the
same.” Now since, from the very nature
of the case, every Society must have offi-
cers appointed in some way or other,and
every Society that is to be permanent, a
perpetual succession of Officers, in what-
ever manner kept up, and must have also
a power of enacting, abrogating and en-
forcing on its own members, such regula-

tions or by-laws as are not opposed to’

some higher authority, it follows inevi-
tably (as I have above observed) thatany
one who sanctions a Society, gives, in 50
doing, his sanction to those. essentials of
a Society, its Goyerﬁmgnt,——its Officers,
—its Regulations. . Accordingly, even if
our Lord had not expressly said any thing

about “binding and. loosing,” still the

very circumstance of hjs sanctioning a
Chyistian Community would necessarily
have implied his sanction of the: Institu-
tions, . Ministers, and Government of a
Christian Chureh, so long as. nothing is
introduced at variance with -the positive
enactments, and the fundamental princi-
ples laid down -by Himself and his
Apostles. . g

§ 19. This, which I have called a foun-

“dation -on a rock, is evidently that on

which (as has been just observed) our
Rerormers designed to place our Church.

* In our Article as it stands in the Eqélish, it

is «“The visible Charch of Christ_is,” &ec.; but’

there can be no doubt, I think, that the mere core
rect version ‘from the Latin (the 'Lalin Articles

appear to have been the original, and the English |

a tragslation—in some few places, u careless trans.

lation—from - the Latin) would have been « A’

vigible Church,” &ec. “The Latin «“Ecclesia
Christi visibilis” would indeed answer to either

" phrase, the want of an ar/icle definite or indefinite ;

in that language rendering it -liable to sach ambi-
guily. But the context plainly shows that the
writer is not speaking of the Unijversal Church,
but of particular Churches, such as the “ Churches
of Jerusalem, Alexandria and Rome.” "The Eng-
lish translator probably either erred from'moment-
ary inattention, or (more likely) understood by
« Ecclesia,” and by «the Church,” the particular
Churchi’ whose Articles were befare him,—the
Church of England. ’
1 L e. believers in Christ;—fideles;—moros

AN

While they strongly deny to any
Church the power to * ordain any thin
contrary to God's Word,” or to requireas
essential to salvation, belief in any thing
not resting on scriptural authority, they
claim the power for each Charch of or
daining and altering “rites and ceremo
nies,” % so that all things be done to edi
fying,” and nothing * contrary to God'
Word.” They claim on that ground fo
Lour own Church a recognition of thy
power in respect of the Forms of Puble
Service ; on the ground, that is, (Art. 36
that these “contain nothing that is in it
self superstitious and ungodly.”

And they rest the ‘claims of Ministers,
not on some supposed sacramental virte
trarismitted from hand to hand in wn-
broken succegsion from the Apostles, in
a_chain, of which if any one link be even
doubtful, a distreseing’ uncertainty i
thrown over all Christian Ordinances,
Sacranients, and Church privileges for
ever; but, on the fact of those Ministers
.being the regularly dppointed officers of s
regujar Christian Community. ¢ It isnot
Jawful (says the 23d Article) for ‘any ma
to take upon him the office of public
preaching, or ministering'the sacrament
.in_the . congregation, before he be law-
Sully ocalled and. sent to execute the same.
—And those we ought to_judgé lawfully
called and sent, which be chesen and
called to this work by men who ‘have
public authority given unto them in the
Congregation, to ¢all and send Ministers
into the Lord’s Vineyard.”*

Those who are not satisfied with the
foundation thus laid,—and which, as |
have endeavoured to show,is the very
foundation which Christ and his Apos
tles have: prepared for us,—who seek to
take higher ground, as the phrase is, and
maintain what are called according to the
modern fashion « Church principles,” or

' Christian Church that claims the inhe

¢ Church-of-Englanid principles,”” are in
fact subverting the principles both of ou
own Church in particular, and of every

rent rights .belonging to a Community,
and confirmed by the sanction of God’s
Word as contained in the. Holy, Scrip-
tares. It is advancing, but not jin the
right road,—it is advancing not in sound
learning ‘but error,—not in faith, but in
superstitious credulity, to seek for some
higher and better ground on which t
rest our doctrines and institutions ‘than
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hat on which they were placed by ¢the
Author and Finisher of our Faith.”* .

On this point | will take the liberty of
nserting an extract from a Charge (not
>ublished) which was delivered a year
rgo ; because 1 wish to point out, that
‘he views I am “taking, whether sound or
ansound—and this I sincerely wish to
be decided according to the reasons ad-
duced-—are at least not hastily.but deli-
berately adopted, and have undergone no
change in that interval. N

“ When I speak of unceasing progress,
-—of continual improvement in all that
pertains to the Christian life,—as” what
we ought to aim at, both in ourselves,
and in those with whom we have influ-
ence, it may perhaps be preper to add,
that this does fiot imply any attempt ¢ to
be wise above. that which is written,’—

any expectation of a new and additional
revelation; or of the. discovery of new’

doctrines,-—any pretensions to'-inspira-
tion,—or hopes of a fresh outpouring of
that, or of any other miraculous gifts.
It seemed needful to make this remark,
because such hopes have been cherished,
—such: pretensions put forth,—from time
to time, in varipus ages of the Church,
and not least in the present. '

“] have coupled -together. these two
things,—miraculous gifts, and a new reve-
lation, because I.cenceive them to. be in
reality inseparable. Miracles are the only
sufficient crédentials on which ‘any ohe
can -reasonably demand- assent to doc-
trines not clearly revealed (to the under-

* Itis curious to observe how very commion, it

is for any Sect or Party to assume a title indicative |

of the very excellence in which they are espe-
cially deficient, or strongly coridemnatory of the
very errors with which they are especially charge-
able, Thus, those who from time to ‘time have
designsted themselves « Gnostics,” i. . persons
« knowing” the Gospel,in a far superior degree
to other professed Christians,—have been gene-
rally remarkable fof their ‘want of knowledge of
the very first rudiments of evangelical truth. ‘The
phrase « Catholic” religion, (i. e. % Universal”) is.
the most commonly in the mouths of ‘those who
are the most limited and exclusive in their views,
and who seek to shut out the larfest number of
Christign communities fiom the Gospel govenant.
«Schism,” again, is- by none more loudly repro-
bated than by those who are not only the imnie-
diate authors of schism, but the-advocates of prin-
ciplés tending to generate and perpetuate schisms
without end. And « Church-prinéiples,”—
«High-church principles,”— Church-of-England
principles,”—are the favourite térms.of those who'
go the furthest in subverting all theee.

Obvious as this fallacy is, there is none more
commonly successful in throwing men off their

F
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standing of his hearers) in Scripture.
The promulgation of new articles of
faith, or of articles which, though not
avowedly new, are yet not obviously
contained in Scripture, is most presump-
tuous, unless so authenticated. = And
again, pretensions to miraculous powers
such as those of Moses and the Pro-
phets,—of Christ and the Apostles, seem
to' imply some such object to be- fur-
-thered by them. At any rate, those.who
shall have thus established their claim
to be considered as messerigers from
Heaven, may evidently demand- assent to
whatever they may in that character
promulgate. If any persons therefore
pretend to such a mark of divine commis-
sion as the gift of. tongues, or any such
power, no one who admits’ their preten-
sions can consistently withhold assent
from -any thing they may declare them-.
selves commissioned to teach.

+" % And, again, if any persons claim for
any traditions of the Church, an author-
ity, either paramount .to Scripture, or
equal to Scripture, or concurrent with
it,—or, which comes to the. very same
thing, decisive as to the interpretation of
Scripture,*—taking on themselves to de-
cide what is ¢ the Church,’ and what tra-
dition is to be thue received,—these per-,
sons are plainly called on to establish by
mmiraculous evidence * the claims they
advance. And if> they make their appeal
not to miracles wrought by themselves,
but to those which originally formed the
evidence of the Gospel, they are bound
to show by some.decisive proof, that
that evidence can fairly be broughtte
bear .upon and authenticate their preten-
sion ;——that they are, by Christ’s' decree,
the- rightful depositaries of the power
they clamm. ‘

“But to 'such as reject and protest
against all such groundless claims, an in-
terminable field is still open for the appli-
cation of all the faculties, intellectual and
moral, with which God has endowed us,
for the fuller understanding and develope-
ment of the truths revealed in his written
Word. To learn and to teach what is
there to he found ;—to develope more and
more fully to your own minds and to those
of your hearers, what the Evangelists and
Apostles have conveyed to us, will be
enough and more than enough to occupy
even,a longer life than any of us can ex-
pect., .

+ «The Mosaic Dispensation was the

" oo Appendi, Noto (H.)
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dawn of ¢the day-spring from on high,"
not yet arrived,—of a Sun only about tp
rise. It was a Revelation in itself imper-'
fect. The Sun of the Gospel arose; ¢ the
true Light, which lighteth every one that
cometh into the world’ appeared : but it
was partially hidden, and 1s so, still, by a=
veil of clouds ;—by prejudices of various
kinds,—by the passions, and infirmities,
and ignoranee of mankind. We may ad- |
vance, and we may lead others to advance, |
indefinitely, in the full developement of
. Gospel truthy—of the real character and
meaning and design of Christ’s religion;,
not by seeking to superadd something tol
the Gospel revelation; -but by a more cor-
rect and fuller comprehension of it;—not
by increasing, absolutely, the light of the
noonday-sun, but by clearing away the
mists which obscure our view of it. Chris-
tianity itself cannot be improved; but
men’s views, and estimate, and compre-
hension of Christianity, may be indefi-
mitely improved. C
¢ Vigilant.discretion however is-no less
‘needful than zeal and perseverance, if we
would really advance in the Christian
course. The most active and patient tra-
veller, if he be not also watchfully careful
_ to keep in the right road,.may, after hav-
ing once diverged from it into seme other
track, be'expending his energies in going
further and further astray, while he fancies
himself making progress in his journey.
"¢ In various ways js the Christian, and
not least, the Christian Midister, liable to
this kind of self-deception. Iam not now,

you will observe, adverting chiefly to the |

danger’ of mistaking what is absolutely
false, for true, or wrong for right; but
rather to that of mistaking the real cha-
racter of some description of truth or of
valuable knowledge. We have to guard
against mistake, for instance, as to what|
* is or is not a part of the Christian-Reve-
lation ;—a truth belonging to the Gospel,
and resting, properly, on divine authority.
While advancing in the attainment of what
may be in itself very valuable and import-
ant knowledge, we may be in fact going
further and further in error, if we confoun
together the inspired and the uninspired,
—the sacred text, with the human com-
ment. N
“There are persons (such as I have
above alluded to) who in their zeal—in
itself laudable—to advance -towards g full
comprehension of ‘the Gospel revelation,
have conceived that they are to seek for

»

this by diligent research into the tenets

oy

ENGLISH REFORMERS CHOSE THE TRUE ‘BASIS.

Church; i. e. the Christian world duriy
the first three or first four Ages ; and som
have even gone so far as to represent th
revelation of the Christian scheme cor
tained in the New Testament as a mer
imperfect and uncompleted outline, whic
was to be filled up by the Church in th
succeeding three centuries;—as a mer
beginning of that which the early Father
were empowered and commissioned v
finish; though on.what grounds any kiu
of authority is claimed for the Churh
then, which does not equally belong toi
at this day, or at any intermediate period
no one, as far as | know, has even a-
tempted to make out. _ ;

- « Now, to learn what has been said an
done by eminent men in every Age of the
Church, is of course interesting and vale
able to a theological student. And a man
of modesty and candour will not fail v
pay great attention to their opinions, in
whatever period they may have lived. He
will also inquire with peculiar interest ir
to the belief-and the practices "of thost
who had been instructed by the immediat

-disciples and other contemporaries of the

Apostles themselves. Butthe.mistake is
to assume,-on the ground.of presumpur
ous conjecture (for of proof,.there is not
even a shadow) that these men were in
fallible interpreters of the Apestles, and
had received from tliem by tradition some-
thing not contained, or not plainly se
forth, in their writings, but which ye
were designed by those very Apostles a
a necessary portion of Christianity. -

“Not only are all these assumption:
utterly groundless and unwarrantable, but,
on the contrary, even if there is any thing
which we can be morally certain was prac-
tised in the time of the Apopstles, and with
their sanction (as is the case for instance
with the Agapz or Love-feasts) we must
yet consider it as not designed by them to
be of universal and' perpetual *obligation,
where they have ot distinctly laid it dows
as such'in their writings. By omitting, in
any case, thys to record certain- of their
practices or directions, they have given us
‘as clear an'‘indication as we could have
looked for, of their design to leave these
to the free choige and decision of each
Church in each Age and Country.  And
there: seems every.reason to think that it
was on purpose to avoid misapprehensions
of this kind, that they did leave unrecorded
80 much of what we cannot but be sure
-they must have practised, and said, and
established, in the Churches under their

and practices of what is called the Primitive | own immediate care.:




DESTRUCTIVE PRINCIPLES.

% And it should be remembered that
what some persons consider as the safe
side in respect of such points,—as the ex-
treme of scrupulous and cautioug venera-
tion—is in truth the reverse. A wise and
right-minded reverence for divine autho-
rity will render us doubly scrupuloys of
reckoning any thing as a divine precept or
institution, without' sufficient warrant.
Yet, at the first glanée, a readiness to be-
" stow religious veneration, with or without
good grounds (which is the very character-
istic of superstition) is apt to be mistaken
for a sign of pre-eminent piety. Besides
those who hold the ¢double doctrine’—
the ¢ disciplina arcani’—and concerning
whom therefore it would be rash to pro-

nounce whether any  particular - tenet:
taught by them is one which- they in-|

wardly believe, or is one of the exoteric in-
structions deemed expedient for the multi-
tude,—besides these persons, there are, no
doubt, men of sincere though mistaken
piety, who, as has been just intimated,

consider it as the safe side in all doubtful
cases, to adhere with unhesitating confi-
dence to every thing that may. possibly
have been introduced by the Apostles ;—
to make every thing an article of Christian
faith that could have been implied in any
‘thing they may have taught. But such
persons would perceive, on more careful
and sober reflection, that a rightly scrupus
lous piety consists, as has been -said, in
drawing the line as distinctly as we are
able, between what is, and -what is not de-
signéd by our divine, Instrictors as a por-
tion of their authontauve precepts and di-
rections. It is by. this careful anxiety to
comply-with their intention with, respect to
us, that we are to mamfest a true venera-
tion for them..

“ Any thing that, does not fall within this
rule, we may believe, but not as a part of
the Christian revelation;—we may prac-
tise, but ‘not as a portion of the divine in-
stitutions esseniial to d Christian Church,
and binding on all men in all ages: not,
in short, as something placed beyond the
bounds of that ¢binding and loasing’
power which belongs to every church, in
reference’ to ‘things neither enjoined in
Scripture nor at variance with it. Other-
wise, even though what we believe should
be, really, and ia itself, true, and though
what we practise, should chance to be in
fact what the Apostles did practise, we
should not be honouring, but dishonour-

ing God, by taking upon ourselves to give |’

the sanction of his authority to that from
which He has thought fit to withhold that
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sanction. When the Apostle Paul gave his
advice on matters respecting which he ¢ had
no commandment from the Lord,’ he of
course thought that what he was recom-
mending was good; but so far was he
from presuming to put it forth as a divine
command, that he expressly notified the
contrary. "Lét us not think to manifest
our pious humility by reversing the Apoe-
tle’s procedure !

“I'have thought’ it needful, in 1 these
times especially, to insert thls caution
against such mistaken efforts after ad-
vancement in Christian knowledge and
practiee ; against the delusions of those

-.who, while they exult in their nnagmed

progress in the Christian course, are, in
geality, straying into other paths, and fol-

lowing a bewildering meteor.” .

§20. Those whose ¢ Church princi-
ples” lead them thus to remove from a
firm foundation the institutions of a Chris~
tian Church, and ‘especially of our own,
and to place them ou the sand, are more-
over .compelled,as it were with their own
hands, to dig away even that very founda-
tion.of sand. For, in respect of our own
Church, since it inculcates repeatedly and
earnestly as a fundamental principle,* that
nothing: is to be insisted on as anessential

‘point of faith, that is not taught in Scrip-

turé, any' member of our Church who
should imake essemmls of points corfess-
edly Nor found in Scripture, and who
should consequently make . it 2 point of
necessary faith to bekieve. that ‘these are
essentials, must unavoidably be pronounc-
ing' condemnation, either on himself, or
on the very Church he belongs to, and
whose claims he is professing to fortify..
-But moreover, not from our own Church
ouly, but from the Universal Church,—
from all the privileges and promises of
the Gospel,—the principles I am con-
demning, go to exclude, if fairly followed
out, the very persons who advocate them.
For it is certain that our own institutions
and practices (and the like may be said,
I apprehend, of every other Church in the
world) though not, we conceive, at vari;
ance with any Apostolical injunctions, or
with any Gospel principle, are, in several
points, not precisely ceincident with those
of the earliest Churches. The Agape for
instance, or % Love-feasts,” alluded to just
above, have, in most Churches, been long
discontinued. The ¢ Widows” ‘again,
whom we find mention of i in Paul’s Epl.s-

» Bendes the Articles, see, on_this pomt, the
Ordination Service. .
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tles, appear plainly to have been an Or- ing them from the Christian body, on th
der of Deaconesses regularly appointed ground, not of their not being under th
to particular functions in the earliest best form of Ecclesiastical Government'
Churches : and their Deacons appear to but, of their wanting the very essentia
have had an office considerably different of a Christian Church : viz., the ~ery san
from those of our Church. distinct Orders in the Hierarchy that v

Again, it seems plainly to have been at Apostles appointed : and this, while t:
Jeast the general, if not the universal, Episcopalians themselves have, univer
practice of the Apostles, to appoint over sally, so far varied from the Apostolia
each separate Church a single individnal institutions as to have in one Chur:
as a chief Governor, under the title of several Bishops; each of whom cons
“Angel” (i. e. Messenger or Legnte from quently differs in the office he holds, in
the Apostles) or “ Bissop,. i. e. Superin- ' most important point, from one of i
tendent or Overseer. A Caurch and a primitive Bishops, as much as the G-
Diocess seem 10 have been for a con- vernor of any one of our Colonies dos
siderable time co-extensive and identical.

CHRISTIAN HOPES AND PRIVILEGES.

And each Church. or Diocess Sand con-
sequently edch Superintendent) thongh
connected with the rest by ties of Faith
and Hope and Charity, seems to have
been (as has been already observed) per-
fectly independent as far as regards any
power of control. ’

The plan pursued by the Apostles seems
to have been, as has been above remarked,
to established a great number of small
Sin comparison with modern Churches)

istinct and incependent Communities,
each governed by its own single Bishop,
consulting, no doubt, with his own Pres-
byters, and accustomed to aét in concur-
rence with them, and occasionally confer-
ring with the Brethren in other Churches
but owing no submission to the rulers o
any other Church, or to any central com-
mon authority exc@pt the Apostles them-
selves.” "And other ' poinis of diffcrence
might be added. ) -

Now to vindicate the institutions of our
own, or of some other Church, on the
Ground that they “ are not in themselves
superstitious or ungodly,”’—that they are
not at variance with Gospel principles, or
with any diviné injunction shat was de-
signed to be of univérsal obligation, is
intelligible and reasonable. But to vin-
dicate them on the ground of the exact
conformity, which it is notorious they do
not possess, to the most ancient models,
and even to go beyoud this,and condemn
all Christians whose institutions and ordi-
nances are not “ one and utterly like” our

own, on the ground of their departure |
from the Apostolical precedents, which no |.
Church has exactly adhered to,—does

seem,—to use no harsher expression,—
not & little inconsistent and unreasonable.
And yet oné may not ‘unfrequently hear
members of. Episcopalian Churches pro-
nouncing severe condemaation on those
of other Communions, and even exclud-

from a Sovereign Prince.

Now whether the several alterations
and departures from the original instiw-
tions, were or were not, in each instance.

'made on good grounds, in accardanc

with an altered state of society, is a ques-
tion which cannot even be entertained by
those who hold that no Church is con-
petent to vary at all from the ancient mo-
del. Their principle would go to exclud
at once from the pale of Christ’s Church
slmost every Christian Body since the
first two or three Centuries.

The edifice they -overthrow.crushes in
its fall the blind champion who has
breken its pillurs. :

" § 21. Waiving however what may be
called a personal argument, and supp osing
that some mode could be dévised of ex-
plaining away all the inconsistencies |
have been adverting (o, still, if the essen-
tials of Christianity,—at ledst a consider-
able' portion of them—are not to be found
in Scripture, but in a-supplenientary Tra-
dition, which is to_be sought in the works
of thase early Fathers who were ortho
dox, the foundations of a Christian’s Faith
and Hope becothe intacressible 1o nearly
the whole of the Laity, and to much the
greater part of the Clergy.

This, it may be said, is justas it should
be; and as it must be: the unlearned be-
ing necessarily deépendent on the leam-
ed, in respect of several most imporiant
points; since the great mass of Christians
cannot be supposed capable df even read-
ing the Scriptures in the original tongues;

* It'is remarkable that there are Presbyterians
also, who proceed ‘on similar principles ; who con-
tend that originally the distinction between Bi-
shops and Presbyters did not exist; and conse
quently (not that Episcopacy is not essential to
a Church but) that Episcopal government is an
unwarrantable innovation—a usurpation —a
profane departure from the divine ordinances !
2




UNCERTAIN FOUNDATION OF FAITH BASED ON REPORTS.

much less of examining ancient manu-

scripts,

Now this necessity I see no reasonfor
admitting, if it be understood in the sense
that the unlearned must needs take the
word of the learned, and place implicit
reliance® on the good faith of certain in-
dividuals selected by them as their spiritual
It is in their power, and is surely
their duty, to ascertain how far the asser-
tions of certain lgarned men are to be

guides.

safely relied on,t . v

But when, in the case now before us,
men come to consider and inquire what
the foundation really is on which they
are told (according fo.the .principles
I have been speaking of) to rest theirown
hopes of eternal life, and to pronournce
condemnation on those who differ from
them, it cannot ‘be byt that doubt and dis-

satisfaction, and perhaps disgust, and

danger of ultimate infidelity, will beset

them, in proportion as they are of a

serious and reflective turn, and really
. (’ b

* 8ee Appendix, Note (1.) ) -
T «“It is manifest that the concurrent testimony,
positive or negative, of several witnesses, when-
‘there can have been no concert, and especially
when there 8 'any rivalry or hostility between
them, carries with it'a weight independent of that
which mday belong to each of them considered
- separately, For though, in such a case, each of
1 the witpnesses should be even considered as wholly
© undeserving of credit, still the chances might be
incalculable against their all agreeing in the same
falsehood. It is in this kind of testimony ihst
the generality of mankind believe in the. motions
of the earth, ‘and of the heavenly bodies, &c.
Their beliéf is not the result of their.own observa-
tions and calculations ; “nor yet again of their im-
plicit reliance on the skill and the goed faith of
any one or more astronpmers; but it resta’on the
“agreement of many independent and rival astro-
.nomers; who want neither the ability nor the will
to' detect and expose each other’s errors. It is on
similar grounds, as Dr. Hinds has justly observed,
t!mt all men, except about.two or three in a mil-
lion, believe in the existence and in the genuine-
ness of manuscripts of ancient books, such ‘as the
Scnp!ures. It is not that they, have themselves
examined these; or again, (ae some tepresent)
that they rely implicitly on'the good fajth of those
who profess to have done so; but they relyon the
concurrent and uncontradicted testimony of all
wi'lo h.ave made, or who might make, the™ exa-
mination; both unbelievers, and believers of various
hostile sects ; any one of whom wauld be sure to
seize any opportunity to expose the forgeries or

errors of his opponents, ‘

“This observation is the more important, be- '
eause many persons sre liable to be startled and
dismayed on its being pointed out to them that

- they have been believing something—as they are
ledto suppose—on very insufficient reasons ; when
the truth is perhaps that they have been miu-stat-
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anxious to attain religious truth. For
when referred to the works of the ortho-
dox ancient Fathers, they find that a very
large portion of these works is lost; or
that some fragnients, or reports of them
by other writers, alone remain :they find
again that what kas come down to us is
80 vast in amount.that a life is net suffi-
‘cient for the attentive study of -even the
chief part of it;* they find these Authors
by no means agreed, on all points, with
each other, or with themselves ; ‘and that
learned men again are not agreed in the
interpretation’ of them ; and still less
agreed as to the orthodoxy of each, and
' the degree of weight due to his judgment
on several points; nor even agreed by
-some'centuries as to the degree of anti-
quityt that ig to make the aythority of
each decisive, or more or less approach-
ing to decisive. ’
, . Every thing in short pertaining to this
appeal is obscure,—uncertain,—disputa-
ble—and actually disputedy—to such a de-
gree, that.even those who are not able to
read the original authors may yet be per-
fectly competent to perceive how unstable
a foundation they farnish. They can per-
ceive that -the miass of Christians are
called on fo believe and to do what is es-
sential to Christianiv, in implicit reliance
on the reports of their respective pastors,
as to what certain ‘deep theological anti-
quarians have reported to them, respecting
'the reports given by certain ancient
Fathers, of thé reports current in their
times, concerning apostolical usages and
institutions! And yet, whoever departs
in any degree from.these,'is to be re-
garded at.best in an intermediate state’
between Christianity and Heathenism!
"Surely the tendency of this procedure
musgt be to drive the doubting into con-
firmed (though perhaps secret) infidelity,
and to fill with doubts the most sincerely
pious, if they are anxiously desirous of
attaining. truth, and unhappily have
sought it from such instructers.

¢ Would not the ingenueus course be, for those
who refer to the authority,of « The Fathers,” to
state distinctly, 1st, which of these ancient
writers they. mean; and, 2dly, whether they have
read these? For, a very large proportion, even
of the higher clasees, .are far from heing aware of
the voluminous . character of the works thus
vaguely referred to : and being accustomed, when
any one refers to « The Scriptures,” to under-
stand him as speaking of a ‘well known book,
which they presume he professes to have read, it

.is likely they should conclude, unless told to the

contrary, that one who appeals to « The Fathers,”
has himself read them.

LS -

ing their reasons,”—Rhetoric, part L. ch.2.-§ 4.

1 See Note, p. 114.
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§ 22. But an attempt is usually made

“to silence all such doubts by a reference
"to the Catholic Church, or the “ primi-
tive” or the “ ancient Catholic Church,”
as having authority to decide,—and as
having in fact decided,—on the degree of
rc;gard due to the opinions and testinony
of individual writers among the Fathers.
And a mere reference such as this, ac-
companied with unhesitating assertion, is
"not unfrequeptly found to satisfy or
silence those who might be disposed to
doubt. And whilé questions are eagerly
discussed as to the ‘degree of deference
" 'due to 'the “decisions of the universal
Church,” some preliminary questions are
often overlooked : such as,—when, and
where did any one -yisible €ommunity,

, comprising all Christians as its members,

exist? Does it exist still'? Is its au-
thority the same as formerly? And
again, who are its rulers and other offi-
cers, rightfully claiming to represent Him
who is the acknowlédged Head of the
Universal - (or Catholic) Church, Jesus
Christ, and to act as his Vicegerents. on
Earth? For, it is plain that no society
that has a supreme Governor. can perform
any act, as a Society, and jn its.corporate
capacity, without that supreme Governor,
either in person, or represented by some
one clearly deputed by him, and invested
with his authority. And a Bishop, Pres-

byter, or other . officer, of any particular.

Church, although he-is- a‘member of the
Universal Christian Church, and also a
Christian Ecclesiastical Ruler, is not a
Ruler of the Universal Church 4 his jaris-
diction not extending beyond his particu-
lar Diocess, Province, or Church: any
more than a European King is King of
Europe. © Who then are_tobe recognized
“as Rulers of (not merely, in) the Uni-
versal Church? Where (on Earth) is its
centril supreme government," such as
every single Community must have?
Who is the accredited organ empowered
to prononnce its decrees, i the name of
the whole Community ?  And where are
these decrees registered ? - oo

Yet many persons are accustomed to
talk familiarly of the decisions of the
Catholic Church,as' if there were some
accessible record of them, such as we
have of the Acts'of any Legislative Body ;
and ¢ as if there existed some recognized
functionaries, regularly authorized to go-
vern and to'represent that community;
the Clurch of Christ; and “answering to
the  king—senate—-or other constituted
authorities, in any secular community.

POWER OF THE KEYS.
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And yet np shadow of proof can be offered
that the Church, in the above sense,—th
Universal Church,—can possibly give any
decision at all;—that it has any const
tuted autharities as the organs by which
such decision could be framed or promu-
gated ,—or, in short, that there is, or evt
was, any one community on earth, recog
nized, or having any claim to be recog
nized, as the Universal Church, beariy
rule over and comprehending all partice-
lar Churches. ,

% ¢ We are wont to speak of the found
ation of the Church,—the authority of
the Church,—the various characteristics
of the Church—eand the like,—as if  the
Church were, originally at least, One So-
ciety-in.all respects. From the period in
which the Gospel was planted beyond the
precincts of Judea, this manifestly ceased
to be the case; and as, Chrisuan societies
were formed among people more and
more unconnected and -dissimilar in cha-
racter and circumstances, the difficulty of
considering the Church as One Society
increases. Still, from the habitual and
unreflecting use of this phrase, ¢ the
Chureh,” ‘it is ‘no uncommon case to
confound the two notiohs ; and occasion-
ally to speak of the various societies of
Christians as one, occasionally, as distinel
bodies. The mischief which-has been
grafted on this inadvertency.in the use of
.the term, has already been noticed ; and
it is no singylar instance of the enormous
practical results which may be traced to
mere ambiguity "of . expression. The
Church is undoubtedly one, and so is the
Human race one ; but not as a” Society.
It was from the first composed of distinct
societies ; which were called one, because
formed on common principles. It is One
Society only when- considered as to its
future existence. The citcumstance of
its having- one commpn Head, (Christ,)
one Spirit, one Father, are points of unity
which no more make the Church One
Society on earth, than the circumstance
of all men having the same Creator, and
being 'derived from the same Adam, ren-
ders the Human Race one Family. That
Scripture often speaks, of Christians gene-
rally under the term, “the Church,” is
true; but if we wish fully to understand
the force.of the term so applied, we need
only call to mind the frequent analogous
use of ordinary histarical language when
‘no such doubt occurs. Take, for example
Thucydides’ History of the Peloponne-
sian War. It contains an account of the

transactions of two opposed parties, each

]




PRETENDED DECISIONS OF THE CATHOLIC CHURCH

made up of many distinct communities ;
on the one side were Democracies, on
the other Oligarchies. Yet precisely the
same use is made by the historian of the
terms ¢the Democracy” and “Oligar-
chy,” as we find Scripture adopting with
regard to the term ¢the .Church.” No
one is misled by these so as to suppose
the Community of Athens one with that
of Corcyra, or .the Theban with the
Lacedemonian. When the heathen writer
speaks of ¢ the Democracy of ? or “in”
the various democratical States, we natur-
ally understand him to mean distinct So-
cieties formed on similar prirciples; and
sa, doubtless, ought we to interpret the
saored writers when they,.in like manner,
make mention of the Church of, or in,
Antioch, Rome, Ephesus, Corinth, &c.
. “¢ But there was also an especial reason
why the term Church should have bgen
often used by the sacred writérs as if it
-applied to One Society. God’s dispensa-
tion had hitherto been limited to .a single
Tsociety,—the  Jewish People. Until the
Gospel was preached, the Church of God
was One Society, It therefore sometimes
~oceurs with the force of_ a transfer from
the objects of God’s’ former dispensation,
to those of his present dispepsation. - In
like mayner, as Christians are called ¢ the
Elect,” ‘their bodies “the Temple,” and
their Mediator “the High Priest;”" so,
their condition, as the objects of God’s
new dispensation, ie- designated by the
term ¢ the Church of Christ,” and ¢ the
Church,”? - o
%+ The Church is one, then, not as con-
sisting of One Society, but, because. the
various societies, ot Churches, were then
modelléd, and ought still to be so,.on’the
.same principles; and because.they enjoy
common privileges,—one Lérd, one Spirit,
one Baptism: Accordingly the Holy
Ghost, through his agents the Apostles,
has not left any detailed account of. the
formation"of any Christian society ; but
He has very distincly marked the great
principles on which all were to be founded,
whatever distinctionis may exist amongst
them. In short the foundation of the
Church by the Apostles was not analo-
gous to the work of Romulus, or Solon;
it was not, properly, the foundation of
Christian " societies which occupied them,
but the establishment of the principles on
.which Christians in all ages might form
societies for themselves.)—Encyclopedia
Metropolitana. % Age of the Apostolical
Fathers,” p. 774. ,
“The above account is sufficiently

|
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established even by the mere negative

circumstance of the absence of all men-

tion in the Sacred Writings of any one

Society on earth, having a Goverhment

and officers of its' own, and r-cognized
as the Catholic or Universal Church:

especially when it is considered that the

frequent mention of the patticular

Churches at Jerusalem, Antioch, Rome,

Corinth, &c.,—of "the seven Churches in .
Asia,—and of - ‘the care of all the
Churches’ which Paul had founded,
would have rendered unavoidable the
notice of the One Church (had there been
any such) which bore rule over all the
rest, either as its-subjects, or as provin--
cial departments of it.

% This negative evidence, | say, would
alone be fully.sufficient, considering that
the whole burden of proof lies on the
side of those who sét up such a_claim.

He who appeals to the alleged decisions

of a certain Community, is clearly bound,
in the firs place, to prove its existence.
But if we proceed. to historical evidence,

.we find on examination, that there never

was a time when the supremacy of any
one Church was acknowledged by all, or
nearly all Christians. And to say they
ought to have done so, and that as many
as have refused such subinission are to
be regarded as schismatics and rebels, is
evidently to prejudge the question.

“The Universal Church,- then, being
one, in reference not to any ote Govern-
ment on earth, but only to our Divine

‘Head, even Christ, ruling Christians by

his Spirit, which spoke to them from
time to time through the Apostles while
these were living, and speaks still in the
words of the Christian Scriptures, it fol-

‘lows that each Christian is bound (as far

as Chureh’ authority extends) to submit
ta the ordinances and decisions,—not re-
pugnant to Scripture, (see Art. XxXiv.,) of
the particular Church of which he is a
member. = . )

« If it. were possible that all the Chris-
tians now in existence—suppose 250 mil-
lions—could -assemble, either in person,
or by deputation of their respective Clergy,
in one place, to confer together: and that
the votes, whether personal or by proxy,
of 230 or 240 'milli6ns of these were to

be at variance (as- in many points they

probably would be) with the decisions
and prdctices of our own Church; we
shonld be no more bound to acquiesce |
in and adopt the décision of that majority,
even in matters which we do not regard
as essential to the ‘Christian" Faith, thar
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we should be, to pass a law for this
realm, because it was approved by the
majority for the human race.”*
any persons are accustomed to speak
as if a majority had some natural inherent
right to control and to represent the
whole of any Assembly or Class of per-'
sons. - We are told of this or- that being
¢ held by most of the early Fathers —!
of the opinions or practices of ¢ the
greater part of the members of the
early Church ;”—of the “decision of
the majority of” such and such a Coun-
cil, &c. No doubt, when other points
are” equal, the jndgment of a greater
number deserves more consideration than
that of a less; but a majority has no such
controlling or representing power, except
by express, arbitrary regulation and
enactments” and regulations as to this
point differ in different cases. Thus, the
decision of a Jury, in England, is their
unanimous decision ; in Scotland, that of
two-thirds ; a decision of the  House of
Peers is that of 4 majority of -those who
are (personally, or by Proxy) present ;—
of the House of Commons,~—of a majo-
rity in a House of not less than for!§;
&c. And when there is no express.
enactment or agreément on this point,
nothing can fairly be called an opinion
or decision of. such. and such persons,
except one in which- they all concur,
When they do not, we then look, not
merely to the numbers, but also te the
characters and circumstances of each
party. o B
'Many again are misled by the twofold
ambiguity in- the phrase % Authority. of
the . Catholic _(or Universal) ‘Church;”
both ¢ Authority,” and ¢ Church”t being
‘aften employed in more than one sense.
Authotity, in the sense, not of power,} but
of a claim to atfention and to defgrence,
(more or less as the case may be,)-belongs
of course to the ¢ Universal Church,”
meaning thereby not any single ‘Society,
but Christians generally’ throughout /all
regions ;—the “ Christian World,” or (in

* Essays, 4th Series, pp. 166—171. .

1 See Appendix, Note (K.) .

+ It is worthy of remark that Power (or Author-
ity in that sense) in reference to any particular
act, or decision, does not admit -of degrees. A
man may indeed have more or less power tlian
another: that is, he may have rightful power to
do something which another ‘cannot: but with
respect to any specified act, he eith¢r has the.
power, or he has it not. On the other hamd,
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modern phrateology) ¢the Christian
Public.” Whatever is, or has. been,
attested, or believed, or practised, by all
of these, or by the greater part of them,
or by several of those whom we may
regard as the best and wisest among
them,—is, of course, entitled to a degree
of attentive and respectful consideration,
greater or less according to the circum-
stances of each case. :

It is in quite a different sense that we
speak of the * Authority,” for instance,
of Parliament; meaning, of an JAct of
Parliament, regularly passed according to
the prescribed forms, and claiming (if not
at variance with the divine laws) submis-
sion-——compliance—obedience;' quite in-
dependent of any approbation on our part.

And yet.one may find it asserted, as a
matter that admits of no doubt, and is to
be taken for granted, as “ generally ad-
mitted, except by those trained in a mo-
dern school, that dany particular Ghurch
owes obedience'to the Universal Church,
of which itis a part.” Such assertions
sometimes come from men of acknow-
ledged learning; in reality far too'learned
not to be themselves well aware that there’
never was, since the days of the Apostles,
any such Body eristirig as could claim, on
the .plea of being the recognized repre-
sentative- of the whole Christian World,
‘this’ % obedience,” from each particular
Church ; and hencé2 thtese bold assertions
will often succeed in overawing the timid,
in deceiving the ignorant and- inconsider-
ate, and in satisfying the indolent. -

The temptation, doubtless, is very
strong-—especially for thase who would
maintain doctrines or practices that are,
seemingly at least, at variance with' Scrip-
ture—to  make an appeal ‘to a standard
that is inaccessible to the mass of man-
kind, and that is in all respects so' vdgue ;
to a vast and indefinite number of writers,
extending over a very long and indefinite
spacé of time ;—and to avail oneself of
the awe-inspiring force of sacred names,
by exhorting- men, .in the apparent lan-

. | guage of Scripturé®*—(for no.such passage

really exists) to ¢ hear the Church!” -

* Our Lord directs his disciples, in the event of
a dispute hetween two individuals, to refer the
matter, in the last resort, to the decision of the
Congregation, Assembly, or Church (Ecclesia;
and that if any one disobey (or “ refuse to hear,
as our translators renderit) this, he is to be re-
garded “as a heathen,” &c., &y 7w ixrnoiac
magaxatoy. Those who adduce this passage, would,
it may be presumed, have at least preferred bring-
ing forward, if they could have fofind one, some pas-

4 Authority” in the sense of a claim fo deferenée,
admits of infinite degrées.’ . .
. -

sage of Scripture which does support their views,

N
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§ 23. The readiness with which some
Persons acquiesce, at least profess to ac-
" quiesce, in supposéd decisions of the Uni-
" versal or Catholic Church, using the term
in a sense in which it'can even be proved
that no such Community ever existed on
Earth, and of General Councils, such as,
in fact, never met, and of Traditions se-
wveral of which-are such as to need proof,
first, how far they are genuine, and next,
how far, if admitted to be genuine, they
would be binding on all Christians,—this
ready acquiescence, | say, is thé more ex-
traordinary, when we consider that many
of the points which are attempted to be
supported by an appeal to such'authority,
doy in facty stand in no need of that sup-
port, but have a firm foundation'in Scrip-
ture, by virtue of the powers plainly con-
ferred by Christ Hlmself on Chmuan
Communities.

Any forms, for mstance, for - Pubhc
‘Worship, and for the Ordaining of Chris-

tian Ministers, which “contain (as.our
Reformers maintain respecting ‘those they
sancuoned') fothing that is in itself su-
perstitious'and contrary- to God’s Word,”
are plainly binding, by ChrisVs. awn

sanction, on the membem of the Church'

-that appoints them.

‘But some; it should seem, are not
satisfied with a jastification of their own
ordinances and institutions, unless_they
can find a plea for condemning all those
who differ fram them. And this plea
they seek, not by endeavoumng to ‘shiow
the superior expediency, with-a view to
decency;. good order, and edification of
the enactments they would defend, but by
maintaining the obligatory character of*
supposed. apostollcal traditions; and” then
they are driven,-as [ -have sald to shift
our own institutiens fromthe foundauon
on a rock, to place them on sand!

When' one sees persons not comtent
with the advantages they enjoy, unless
they can exclude others, and in the at-.
tempt to do 8o, “ falling into, the midst.
of the pit they have.digged for another,”
it is hardly possible to avoid recalling to
one’s mind the' case of Haman, and the
result of his jealousy of Mbrdechi. -

Some _persons have; endeavou.red, from
time to time, to represent oar Reformeérs | su
as appealing te the practice of what is
called the Primitive Church, and to the
writings of the early Fathers, as ‘the prin-
cipal,—or as one principal—ground on

~

® Article xxxvi. ,
G,

which they rest the vindication of their
awn decisions; and as taking for their
authoritative standard of rectitude and
truth in religious matters, not Scripture
alone, butScripture combined and “ blend-
ed with Tradition.”

And it is very true that'théy do (as it
was perfectly natural they ‘shoyld, en-'

'gaged-as they were in controversy with

the Romanists) frequently refer-to the
records which their opponents appealed
to, in order to show that the very author-
itles these last were accustomed to. rely
on, are in fact opposed to them. They
point out the proofs extant that many
doctrines and practices which kad been
made to rest on supposed ancient tradition,
were in fact comparatively modern inno-
vations ; and they vindicate themselves
from the charge of inmovation in some
points by referring to ancient precedents.
Al this ig perfectly natural and perfectly
justifiable. Butitis quite a different thing
from acknowledging a décisive authority
in early precédents, and in, Tradition,
either alone, or “blended with Scrip-
ture”* If any man' is charged with in-
troduomg an unsmplural novelty, and he
shows first that it is scriptural, and then,
(by reference to the opinions of those who
lived long ago) that it is no novelty, it is
most unréasonable to infer that Scripture
authority -would have no weight with'him
unless backed by ‘the oplmons of fallible
men.

No one would reason thus absurdly in
any other case. For instance, when some
bill is brought into one of the Hauses of
Parliament, and it is. represented by its
opponents. as of -a.novel and unheard-of
character, it is common, and natural, and
allowable,- for its adyocates to cite in-
stances " of similar Acts formerly passed.
Now.,how abdund it would be thought for
any’ one thencé to infer that those who
use such arguments must mean to imply
that Parliament has no power to pass an

" * The maxim,of «abundans cautels nocet ne-
‘mini” {8 by no means a safe one if applied with-

out.limitation. See Logic, b. ii. ch. 5, § 6.)

It is sometimes imprudent (and some of our
Divines have, I think, committed this impru.
denee) to attempt to “make assurance doubly

> by bringing forward confirmatory :reasons,
w!noh, though in themselves perfectly fair, may
be interpreted unfairly, by representing thiem as an
acknowledged indispensable foundation ;—by as.
suming, for instance, that an appeal to such and
such of the ancient Fathers or Councils, in con-
firmation of. some doctrine or pncnee, is to be un-
derstood asan admission that it would fall to the
ground if not so eol)lrmsed. :

- N
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Act unless it can be shown that similar
Acts have been passed formerly !

If any Bishop of the present day should
be convinced that such and such Theolo-
gioms,—ancient and modern—had given
correct and useful expositions of certain

ris of Scripture, he could not but wish
that the Clergy he ordained should give
similar expositions ; -and he would preba-
bly recommend to their attentive perusal.
the works of those theologians. Now
now monstrous it would be to represent
sim, on such grounds,as rhaking those
works a standard of faith conjointly with
Scripture !

Of alike character is the very reference '

hdve now-been making to the documents
"t forth by those Reformers themselves. |
certainly believe them to be in accordance
with the principles above laid- down as
seriptural and  reasonable : but I protest

and so probably would they) against

blending with Scripture” the writings of .
the Reformers, to constitute ‘jointly a rule
of faith binding on every Christian’s con-
science. -If any one is convinced that the
floctrines and practices and institations of
vur Church are unscriptural, he is bound
n conscience to leave it. o

Our Reformers believed, no doubt, that
their institutions were, on the whole, simi-
lar to those of the. earliest Churches;
perhaps they may have believed thjs simi-
arity to be greater than it really is; but
what is' the ground on which they rested
the claim of these institutions to respect-
ful acquiescence ? On the ground of their
“not being in themselves superstitious,
and ungodly, and contrary ‘to God’s
Word;”—on the ground of the % power
of each particulgr Church to ordain and |
abrogate or alier” (though. not wantonly |
and mconsnderately) Church-rites and |
ceremonies, provided nothing be done |
contrary to Scripture. - So also, they be-,
lieved, no doubt, that the doctrines they
taught, and which they - commissioned
others to teach, were such as had been
taught by many early Fathers; and think-
ing this, they could not but wnsb that the
teaching of ‘ the Clergy should coincide
with that of those Falhers but what was
the rule laid down,—the standard fixed
on, for ascertaining whap should be taught
as a part of the Christian Religion? It
was Holy Seripture; not Scripturs and
Tradition, jointly and « blended together;
but the Written Werd of God;. . nothing
being allowed to be taught as an Article
of faith that could not thence be proved.

Again, they. dqubtless believed that there
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were early precedents for the form of
Church-government they 'maintained,—
for the different Orders of the Ministry,
and for the mode of appointing each
They believed, no doubt, ax a fact, that
the Apostles ordained Ministers, and thes
others, and 8o on in succession, down W
the thenrexisting period. But what was
the basis on which they deliberately chose
to rest their system? On the declared
principle that ¢ those and those only are
to be accounted as lawfully appointed
Ministers who are called and sent out by
those who have authorily in the Congrega.
tion” (or Chureh) “ to call and send Ia-
bourers into the Lord’s vineyard :* and
though themselves deliberately adhering
to, episcopal Ordination, they refrain, both
in the Article on the  Church” and in
that on - ministering in the Church?” from
specifying Episcopacy and episgopal Or-
dination as.nmong the essentials.

§ 24. Some individuals among the Re-
formers have in some places used lan-
guage which may be understood as im-
plying amore’ strict obligatidn to conform
to ancient precedents than is acknow-
ledged in the Articles. But the Articles
being deliberately and gointly drawn up
for the very purpose ‘of precisely deter-
mining what it was designed should be
determined "respecting the points they
treat of, and in order to supply to the An-
glican Church their Conlession of Faith
on those pmnts, it seems 1mpo=51b]e that
any man of ingenuous mind can appeal
from the  Articles, Liturgy, and Rubric,
put forth as the authorilative declarations
of the Church, to any other writings,
whether by the same or by other authors.*

* Articles XIX. XX, XXIIL XXXIV. YYXV[
“«XIX. Of thé Church—~The. visible Chu'rch
of Christ [« ecclesia Christi visibilis est,” &c. evi
dently A visible Church of Christ is @ congrega-
tion, &c.] is a congreqatmn of faithful men, in the
which the pure Word of God is preached,and the
Sacraments be duly administered according to
Christ’s ordinance in all those. things that qf ne-
cessity are requisite to the same. -

-4 As the Church of Jerusalem, Alezandria-and
Antioch,bave erred; so alsothe Churchi of Rome
hath erred, not pn.ly in their living and manner of
Leremomec, but aleo in matters of Faith.

«XX. Of the Authoiity of the Chdreh—
. The Church hath power to decree Rites and. Cere-
manies, and authority in Controversies of Faith:
and yet it is not lawful for the Church to ordain
any thing that is contrary to God’s Word*written,
neither may it so expound one place of Scripture,
that it be repugnant to another. Wherefore, gl.
though the Church be a witness and a keeper of
holy Writ, yet, as it ought not to decree any thing

againet the same, s0 besides the same ought it n*

v
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'On the contrary, the -very circumstances
that bpinions going far beyond what the
lArticles express, or in ather respects con-
rsiderably differing from them, did exist,
wand were well known and current,’in the
rdays of our reformers, gives even the more
force to their deliberate omissions of these,
rand their distinct declaration of ‘whatthey
-do mean to maintain.
sand unadvisedly that they based :the doc-
- trines of their Church on “ the pure Word

It was not hastily

: of God,” and the claim of their Church
. to the character of a Christian Commu-

* their number; they have declared plainly/
3

¥

nity, on its being a “Congregation of ‘be-
lievers, in which that pure word is
preached, and the Christian Sacraments
duly administered.” ' K
Whatever therefore’ may have been the
private opinion of any individuals among

to enforce any thing to be believe(i for necesslty
of Salvation. L
“XXIIL. Of Ministering in the Cotigregation.

! —It is not lawful for any mah to take upon him
i the office of public. preaching, or ministering the
- Sacraments in the Congregation, before he be law«
. fully called and sent to execute the same.” And
* those we ought to judge lawfully called and sent,
* which be chosén and called to this work -by men

1

who have public authority given unto them in the

congregation, to call and send Ministers into the

Lord’s vineyard. , ) .
«“XXXIV. Of the Traditions of the Church.

 =1It i not necessary that ‘Traditions.arid Ceremo-

nies be in all places one, and utterly like; for at al}
times they have been divers, and may be changed
according'to the diversities of countries, timeg, aptt

Ien’s manners, so that nothing be ordained-against |

God's Word. ' Whosdever through his private
judgment, willingly and purposely, doth openly
break the traditions and ceremonies of the Church,,
which be not repugnant to the Word of- God, and
be ordaihed and appreved by common- authority,
ought to be rebuked openly, (that others may fear
to do the like,) as he that offgndeth against the
common order of the church, and hurteth the au-
thority of the Magistrate, and woundeth the con-
sciences of the weak brethren. .

« Every particalar or national Church hath du-
thority to ordain, change, and abolish, ceremonies
or rites of the Church ordained only by man's au-
thority, so that all things be done to edifying. . -

“XXXVI. Of Consecration of Bi and
Ministers.—The Book of Consecration of Arch-
bishops and Bishops, and Ordering of Priests and
Desvons, lately set forth in the time of Edward the
Sixth, and confirmed at the same time by authority
of Parliament, doth contain all. things neeessary
to such censecration and Ordering: neither hath.
1t any thing that of itself is superstitious and un-
godly. And therefore whosoever are consecruted
or ordered according to the Rites of that Book;
since the second yedr of the forenamed King Ed-
wand unto this time, or hereafter shall be consecrat-
od or ordered according to the same Riges; we
decree all such to be rightly, orderly, and lawfully
consecrated and ordered.” -

-— . [
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what it was they agreed in regarding as a
safé and sufficient foundation; and as es-
sential, and consequently requiring to be
set forth and embodied in the Symbol or
Creed of their Church.” - ,
Butneither the Reformers of our Church,
nor any other human being, could framg
any expressions such as not to admit of
being explained'away, or the consequences
of them somehow evaded, by an ingenious
person who should resolutely set himself
to_the task. And accordingly our Church
has been represented as resting her doc-
trines and her claims on Scripture and
Tradition jointly, and blended" together.
We have been told “for instance of a
person held up as a madel of pure An-
glican Church principles, that he “sub-
mitted to the decision of inspiration
wherever it- was to be found, whether in
Scripture or Antiquity.” And again we
have been told that “Rome differs from
us as to the authority which she "ascribes.
to-tradition: she regards it as co-ordinate,
our divines as sub-or(irate ; as to the way

-in which it is to be employed, she, as in-

dependent of Holy Scripture; ours, as
subservient to, and blended with it: as to
its limits, she supposes that the Church of
Rome has the power of imposing new ar-
ticles necessary to be believed for salva-
tion; ours, that all such articles were
comprised at first in the Creed, and that
the Church has only the power of clearing,
defining,-and expounding these fixed ar-
ticles.” )

Now whether the above description be
a correct one as far as-regards the tenets

.of the Church of Rome, 1 do not pretend

to decide, nor does it belong to my pre-
sent purpose to inquire : but the-descrip-
tion of the tenets of the Anglican Church,
is suchas I feel bound to protest against.
If indeed by “us” and “our divines”
is to be understood certain 1adividuals |
who profess ‘adherence to the Church of
England, the above description is, no
doubt, very corréct as far as relates to
THEM : but if it be ‘meant that such are
the tenets of our Church itse]f as set forth
in its authoritative Confession of Faithy—
the Articles,~ndthing can be more utterly
wnfounded, and indeed more opposite to -
the truth. Our Church not only does not
“blend Scripture with ‘Tradition,” but
takes the most 'scrupulous care to dis-
tinguish from every thing else tlie Holy
Seriptures; as the suffieient and sole au-
thoritative standard. ‘ .
Our Reformers do not merely omit to
ascribe to any Creed or othér statement

3 »
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of any doctrine, an intrinsic authority, or
one derived from tradition, but in the Ar-
ticle on the three Creeds,* they take care
distinctly to assign the ground on which
those are to be retained ; viz., that « they
may be proved by Holy Writ.”

§ 25. As for the distinction drawn be-
tween making Tradition on the one hand
* an authority co-ordinate with Scripture,”
on the "other hand ¢ subordinaté and
blended with Scripture,” I cannot but
think it worse than unugatory.t’ The
latter doctrine | have no scruple in pro-
nouncing the worse of the two; because
-while it virtually comes to the same thing,
it is more insidious, and less likely to
alarm a miud full of devout reverence for
Scripture. ’

When men are told of points of faith
which they are to receive on.the authority
of Tradition alene, quite independently of
any. Scripture wariant, they are not un-
likely to shrink from this with doubt ora
disgust, which they are often relieved from
at onde, by a renunciation, in' words, of
such a claim, and by being assured that
Scripture is the supreme Authority, and
that Tradition is to be received as its
handmaid only,—as not independent of it,
bui “subordinate and blended with it.”
And yet il any, or every part of Scripture
is 10 be interpreted according to a sup-
posed. authoritative Tradition, and .from
that imerpretation there is to be na appeal,
it is plain that, to all practical purposes,
this comes to the same thing as an inde-
pendent Tradition. For on this system,
any thing may be made out of any thing.

. * Nor,by the way, is it true tfiat' our Church
has declared, in that, er in any other Article, ¢ that
all such Articles as are necessary to be believed
for Salvation were comprised at first in.the.[A pos-
tles’] Creed. This, in fact, ie neither doné, nor was
intended to be done, by the framers of that Creed;
if at least' they held—as I doubt not they did—
the doctrine of the Atonement : for this is not at
all mentioned in the Apostles’ Creed. The cause,
I have no doubt, was that the doctrine had not in
the eatliest ages been disputed.
the fact is certain, that the Creed does dwell on
the reality of the historical transaction only, the
actuat deuth of Christ, without asserting forwhem
or for what He suffered Jeath, '
Jt is not meant to be implied that all persons
who take- this view are, themselves, disposed to
join the Romish Church, or to think little of the
differences, between that and their own.. Distinc-
tions may be félt asimportant by one person, which
. may appeatr t3 ofhers;and may really be, utterly
insigpificant. - The members, for instance, of the
Russian branch, at least, of the Greek Church, are
said to abhor image-worship, while they pay to

pictures an. adoration which Protestants would %

regard as equally superstitious. .

But at.any rate,:

CO-ORDINATE AND SUBORDINATE TEACHERS.

The Jews may resort, whenever it suits
their parpose, (and often do,) to an appeal
to their Scriptures INTERPRETED according
to their tradition, in behalf of any thing
they are disposed to maintain. Iremember
conversing some years ago with an edo-
cated Jew on the subject of some of their
observances, and remarking, in the course
of the conversation, that their prohibition

.of eating butter and flesh at the same meal,

rested, | supposed, not like several other
prohibitions, on the Mosaic written Laws,
but on Tradition alone. No, he assured
me it was prohibited in the Law. I dare
say my readers would be as much at s
loss as I. was, to guess where. He referred

.me to Exod. xxiin. 19. .

In like mannér, if any ordinary student
of Scripture declares that. he finds no
warrant there for believing in‘the bodily
presence of Christ in the Eucharist, and
that he finds on the contrary’our Lord
Himself declaring that it is the Spirit
that quickeneth,” (giveth life ;) % the flesh
profiteth nothing,” be 'is told that T'radi-
tion directs us ‘to’ interpret literally the
words ¢ This is my Body,” and that he
must not presume to set up his “ private
judgment” against the interpretation, and
this, when perhaps he -is assured by the
game “person, on similar grounds, - that
“ the whole Bible is one great Parable ¥

If again he finds the Apostles ordain-
ing Elders, (Presbyters,) and never allud-
ing to any .person, except Christ Him-
self, as bearing any. such office in the
Christian Church as that of the Levitical
Priest, (Hiereus} he ‘is told, en the au-
thority of Tradition, which he must not
dispute, that Presbyter. means Hiereus, a
sacrificing Priest. Mahomet’s application
to himself of. the prophecy of Jesus, that
He would ¢ send’ancther Paraclete” or
Comforter, was received by his followers
on similar grounds; that is, it was an in-
terpretation which he chose to put on the
words ; and woe to him who should dis-
pute it! D A

If again we find the whole tenor of
Scripture opposed to invecation of Saints,
and lmage-worship, we may be told that

By .

{'there is a kind of invocation of Saints

whieh the Seriptures, as interpreted by
Tradition, allow and encourage. And so
on, to ah iudefinite extent ; just as efféc- -
tually, and almost as easily, as if Tradi:
tion had been set up independent of
Scripture, instead of being ¢ blended.
with it.”* :

* 8ee Powell on Tradition, §/14-17.




ALLEGED IMPORTANCE DF HUMAN TEACHING.

¢ Tradition” and * Church interpreta-

on” are made, according to this system,
nbordinate to, and ‘dependent on Scrip-
ire, much in the same way that some
arasite plants are dependent on the trees
1at support them. The parasite at first
lings to, and rests on the tree, which it
radually overspreads with its own
sliage. till by little and little, it weakens
nd completely smothers it:

“ Miraturque novas frondes, et non m'pb'ma.”

And it may be added that the insidious
haracter of this system -is still further
ncreased, if the principle be taid down
vithout following 1t out, at once, into all
he most revolting consequences that may
ollow, and that have followed, from its
doption. For by this' means ‘& contrast
3 drawn between the most extravagant,
nd a far more moderate, system of false-
wod and superstition ; and it is insinu-.
ted that this fayoumble contrast is the
esult of the one being built-on “co-
rdinate” and the other on «subordi-
ate” Tradition ; the real difference being|
nly that every usurped and arbitrary
ower, is usually ezercised with compara-
ve leniency at first, dill it has been well
stablished. Let but the principle which
i common to both systems be estab-
shed; and the one- may be easily made
» answer all the purposes of - the other.

And all this time the advocates of ‘this
uthoritative tradition may loudly pro-
laim that they require no assent to. any
ting but- what “may be. proved by
cripture’;” that.is, proved to them ; and
rhich, on’ the ground of their coxmctmn,
wst be implicitly received by every man.
; is most. important,—when the expres-
ion is used of “referring to Seripture as
1e “infallible standard,” and requiring,
ssent to such points of faith only as cdu
e thence proved, to settle clearly, in the
utset, the important question, “proved
» whom 2” If any man or Body of men
sfer us to Scripture, as the sole authori-
tive standard, meaning that we are not
» be called on to believe any thing as a
ecessary point of faith, on thejr word,
ut only on our own conviction: that it is
sriptural, then they place our faith on
\e basis, not of human authorlty, but of
ivine. But if they call on us] as a point
f conscience, to receive whatever is
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two burdens instead of one. %You .re-
quire us,” we might reply, *to -beli-ve,
first, that whatever you teach is true;

that it is a truth contained in Scripture ;
and we are to take your word for both 1"
§ 26. I can imagine persons urging, in

ance of giving the people re]nglous instruc-
tion over and above the mere reading of
Scripture—the utility of ‘explanations and
comments;—and, the necessity of creeds
and’catechisms, &.; and dwelling also on
the reverence due to antiquity, and on the
arrogancy of disrégarding the judgment
of pious and learned men, especially of
such as lived in or near the umes of the
Apostles.

It is’almost superﬂuous to remark that
nothing at variance with all this has been
here advanced. The Ltestimony of ancient
writers as to the facts, that such.and such
doctrines or practices did or did;nat pre-
vail in their own nmes, or that such and
Lsuch a sense was, in their times, conveyed
by certain passages of Scripture, may often
be very valuable; provided we keep clear
of the mistake of inferring, either that
whatever is ancient is to be supposed
apostohcal or even mecessarily, in accord-
ance with apostolical teaching; (as if er-
rors had net crept in, even during the life-
time* of the Apostles,) or again, that.every

sanction of the Apostles (and which, there-
fore, must be cancluded to have been the
best, at that time) was designed by. them,
—when they abstained [see § 16) from re-
cording it in writing;—to be of universal
and eternal " obligation ;—in short,. that
they entrusted to oral Traattum any of the
essentials of Christianity.} ~ And, again,
the opunons ‘of .any author, ancient or

deration” in' proportion as he may have
heen -a sensible, pious, and learned man:

tween the works of diving messengers in-
spired from above, and.those of fallible
men.

But what is the object (un}ess itbe to

* See Appendix, Note (L.) ,

1 And yet one may find person&defendmg this
view by alleging that we have the Scriptures them-
selves by Tradition,

be serious in urging such an argument, if it is

roved to their satisfaction from Scrip— | | found that he places 'as much cenfidence in the

wres, even though it may appear to us
nscriptural, then, instead of releasing us

genmnenau of some account that has been trans-
mitted from mouth lo mowth by populdr rumours

lfrom one end of the kingdom to another, as in &

'om the usurped authority of Man taking ' Jutterthat has been transmitted ovenhenmelpm
1e place of God, they are placing on us | 8ee Appendix, Note (K. 8)°

and secondly, besides this, to believe also, :

modern, are entitled to respectful consi- .

provided we draw the line distinetly be--

Any one may be believed to’

reply to what has been said, the import- -

practice and regutation that really had the
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mystify the readers, and draw off their
attention from the real question) of dwell-
ing on truths'which are universally ad-
mitted,* not only in theory but in practice,
by Chrlstmns of every denomination ? Ca-
techisms, oral or written,~—expositions of
8eripture—religious discourses or tracts,
of some kind or other, &c., are in use,
more or less, among all. The utility, and
indeed necessity, of human instruction,
both for young Christians and adults, has
‘never, that | know of, been denied by any
Christian Church or denomiunation. The
only important distinction is between those
who do, and those who- do not, permit,
and inviteyand encourage their hearers to
“gearch the Scriptures whether thesg
- things be so0,” which they are taught by
their pastors.

Itis to be obseryed however, that what
J am speaking of is 4 reference to Scrip-
ture, as the sole basis -of the articles of
necessary falth,——the only decu‘we au-
thority. -

Some persons, whlle clalmmg receptmn
for such and such confessions of faith,
declare continually and with much earnest-
mess, that they are' teaching nothing but
‘what is “conformable to Scripture,”
agreeable to Scripture,” &c. And the
unwary are often misled by not attending
to the important distinction, between this,
—between what is slmply .agreeable to
Scripture,—and what 1s .derived - from
Scripture,—founded en xt, and claiming
no other authority.

Wher it is said that the'Qld Testament.

and the New are not at variance, but con-

* It is no uncommen practice with some writers,
to shelter (as in the present instance) some para-
.doxical tenet, when opposel, under the guise of
a lrumn, ‘and, when this has been admitted withs
-out suspicion, to unmask’ the battery as it were,
.and by a seemingly slight change, to convert a
‘self-evident and insignificant truth into a dogma
«of fearful importince. Thus for instance, when
we are sometimes told, with much solemn.esrest-
mess, of the importance of holding fast « the faith
-of the Holy Cathohc Church,” this is explamed
w212 g} Christians,

d semper, quod
f course no one
ms always been
18 a part of their
al [or Catholic]
gll us that$” as
atholic’. means
sved is believed.
BUC W _ou wi een_introduced,
it js found tooontun nﬂned men eoncealed wulnn
it. «All Christians”. is- explained to mean “all
the orthodox;” and the “orthodox” to be, those
in agreement with the authors who- are instruct.
|n¢ us. :

)

e

ALLEGED IMPORTANCE OF HUMAN TEACHERS.

Jformable to eaeh’ other, this is quite dif-
ferent from saying that either of them
derives all its awthority from the other.
On the other hand, our Reformers do not |
maintsin merely that the Oreeds which
they receive are agreeable to Scripture;
but that they are to be received because
they may be proved from Scripture.

The dlstmctlon, as | have above re-
rked, is apparent only, and not really
important, between those who require the
acceptance of what they teach, independ-
ently of Seripture, and thogse who do refer
to Scrlpture as the ground of their own
conviction, or at least as confirmatory of
their teaching, but require their interpre-
tations. -of’ Scripture to be implicitly re-
ceived; denying to individuals the right
and the duty* of judging ultimately for
themselves. The real distinction is be-
tween these who do, and sthose who do
not recognize this right and duty. For
if 2 certain comment is to be received im-
plicitly and without appeal, it not only is
plaeed, practically, as far as relates'to every
thing except-a mere.question. of dignity,
on'a level with Beripture,t but has also a
strong—and as experience has abundantly
proved,—an increasing tendency to super-
sede 'it. . A regular. and compact. system
of theology, professedly compiled from
Scripture, or from % Scripture-and Tradi-
tiorrblended together,”] if it be that-which,

| afler all, we must.acquiesce in as infallible,

whether it accord or. not with what ap-
pears to us. to ‘be the sense of Seripture,
being more compendious and methodical
than ‘the Sacred Books themselves, will
naturally be preferred by the learner. And-
all study, properly so called, of the rest of

| Seripture,—(for on the above supposition,

such a comment would be-itself a part of
Scripture, infallible and divinely inspired,
as much as th_e rest)—all lively interes_t in

* 8o Dr. Hawkins on the Dnty of anatc
Judgment,

+ Among the Parliamentariahs at the time of
the Civil War, there were many,—at first a great
majority,—who professed to obey the King’s com-
mands, as notified to. them by. Parhament, and
levied forces jn the King’s name, against his per-
don. If any oiie admitted Parliament to be the
sole and authoritative interpreter and expounder
of the regal commands, md this, without any check
from any other power, it is plain that he virtually
admitted the sovereignty of that Parliament, just
as much as if he had recognized their formal de-
position of the King. - The parallelism of this case
with the one before us is too obvious to need being
dwelt on.

4+ See Eneay (Third Senu) 6n «Undue Re-
liance on Hum Authority.”
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the perusal,—would b¢ nearly superseded
by such an inspired compendium of doc-
trine; ‘to which alone, as being far the
most convement for that purpose, habitual

reference would be made in any question.

that might arise. Both would be regard-
ed, indeed, as of divine authority; but the
compendlum, as the fused "and plmﬁed
metal; the other, as the mmc, containing
the crude ore,

§ 27. 'The uses are so lmportam, and
the abuses so dangerous,-of the instruc-
tion which may be afforded by uninspired
Christian teachers, that it inay be worth

while still farther to. illustrate the subject’

by an analogy. bomely . perhaps and un-
dignified, but which appears to _me’ per-
fectly apposite, and fitted by its very fa-
miliarity to answer the better its purpose
of affarding explanation.

The utility of what is called paper
currency is universally acknowledged.and
perceived. Without possessing any in-
trinsic value, it is a convenient representa-
tive of coins and. ingots of the preciaus
metals. And i possesses this character,
from its_being known- or confidently be-’
lieved, that those who issue it are ready,

on demand, to exchange it for, thosg pre-/

cious metala ‘And- the occurrence, from
time to. tlme, of this. demand, and the

. constant liability to it, are the:great check

to an over issue of .the paper money.
But if paper money be made a legal ténder
and not convertible into gold and silver at
the pleasure of the holder—if persons are
required to receive jt in'payment, by an
arbitrary decree of the Government, either
that paper shall be considered as havin ]g
an intrinsic yalue, or again, that it shall

be considered as representing bullion, or
land,* or some other intrinsically valuahle
commedity, the existence and amount of
which, and the ability of. Government to

produce it, are to be believed, not by the,

test of any one’s demanding” and obtain-
ing payment, but on the word of the very
government that issues: this inconverti-
ble paper- currency, then the conse-
quences whlch énsue are well known.
The precious metals gradually- disappear,
and a profusion of worthleas paper alone
remains.

Even so it is with himari teachmg, in
religion. It:is highly useful, as long as
the instructers refer the People to Scrip-
“ture, exhorting and assisting them to
“ prove all thingsand hold fast that whith

" % “This was the case wnh the Asmgnaw nnd
Mandats of France.

_mission.
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is right;”—as long as ‘the Chureh ¢ or-
daing nothmg contrary to God’s word,”
—nothing, in short, beyond what a Chns-
tian Community is authorized both by
the essential character of a Community,
and by Christ’s sanction, to enact; and
requires nothing to be believed as a point
of Christian faith ¢ that may not be de-
clared”* (i. e. satisfactorily proved) to be
taken from Holy Scripture. But when a
Church or any of its .Pastors eeases to
make this payment on demand—if 1 may
so speak—of Scripture-proof,t and re-
quires implicit faithy on human authority,
in human dogmas or interpretations, all
check is removed to the introduction of
any conceivable amount of falsehood and
superstition ; till human inventions may
have overlaid and. disfigured Gospel truth,
and Man’s usurped authority have gradu-
ally superseded divine :,even .as was the
case with the. rabbm;cal Jews, who con-
tinued to . profess. the most™ devout rever-
ence for the Mosaic Law, even at the time
when we. are told that “in” vain they
worshipped: God, teaching for doetrines
the commandments of men.”}

§ 28. It is worth remarking also that
the persons who make this use of Tradi-
tion are often found dlstmctly advocaung
the deliberate suppression, in the instruc-
tion of the great mass of Christians,.of a
large portion of the -Gospel doctrines
which are the most earnestly set forth in
Scripture; as a sort of esoteric mystery,
of -‘which ordmary helievers are unworthy,
and which should be ®reserved” as a
reward for a long coursé of pious sub-
Thls system of “reserve” Qr
“ economy” is vindicated, by studiously
eonfounding it with the gradual initia<
tion of Christians in the knowledge ‘of
their religion, in proportion as they are
“able to .bear.it;” i. e. able and willin
to understand each pomt that is presen
to their minds: and the necessity of gra--
dual teaching,—of reading tbe tirst line
of a_passage before the second,—and the
care requigite to avoid teaching any thing
which, though true in itself, would be
falsely understood by the hearers, is thus
confounded with the system of withhold-
ing-a portion of Gospel truth from those

OF RESERVE.

* The. Word «declared” is likely to mislead
the English reader, from its being ordindrily used
in the pregent day in a different sense. The Latin
« declarare” of which it was evidently intended to
to be a translat.lon. signifies “ to make clear”—« to
set fon!i lainly.”

ppendix, Note (M.)
$ See Dr. Huwkuu on Tradition.
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able and willing to receive it ;—the sys-
tem of “ shunning to set before men all
the counsel of God,” and of having one
kind of religion for the initiated few, and
another for the mass of the Christian
World. . Very different was the Apostle
Paul’s Gospel, which he assures us, if it
was hid, was hid from them that are
lost,” (men on the road to destruction,
amaArvpdrovs,) “ whom the god of this
world hath blinded.”

But the charge of teaching something
different from what they inwardly believe,
the advocates of this' system repel, by
alleging that all they do teach is agree-
able to Scripture, although they withhold
a part, and do not teach all that is to. be
found in Scripture: as if this did not as
effectually constitute- two different reli-
gions as if they had added on something
of their own. For, by expunging or sup-
pressing at pleasure, that which remains
may become totdlly -difféerent from what
the religion would have been if exhibited
as a whole. e

THE SYSTEM

1t has begn remarked that every statue | f¢

existed in the block of marble . from
which it was carved ; and that the-Sculp-
tor merely discloses it, by removing’ thé
superfluous portions ;—that the Medicean
Venus, for instance, -has not in it a single
particle which: did not originally exist
exactly in the same relative position as
now ; the artist having- added nothing,
but merely taken away. - Yet the statue is
* as widely different a thing from: thé origi-
nal block, as 'if something had been
added. What should we think of & man’s
pleading that such an image is not con-
templated in the commandment agaihst
making an image, because it  is not
“made,” as if it had been moulded, or cast,
out of materials drought together for -the

purpose ? Shotld any one' scruple to

worship a moulded, but not.a sculptured
image, his sctuple would not be more
absurdly misplaced, .than if he should
hold himself bound, in his teaching, not
to add on to Scripture any thing he did
not believe to be trae, but allowed to sup-
press any portions of Gospel truth at his
pleasure, and to exhibit'to his People the
remaining portions, as -the whole system
of their religion. A

It may be added also, that as a Chris-
tian teacher is not authorized either to
suppress any portion of the Gospel as
urtfit. for those disposed and able to re-
ceive it, or to inculcate as.an essential
portion of it, any thing mot revealed in
Scripsure, but depemdent on Tradition,

~

OF RESERVE.

whether alone or ¢blended with Scrip-.
ture,” so, he ought not to insist on the
acceptance. as essential, of any thing
which, even though it may be satisfac-
torily proved from Scripture, yet it is so
slightly hinted at there, that till attention
has been called to it, and the arguments
by which it is supported brought toge-
ther, whole Churches for whole genera-
tions together may have studied Scrip-
ture without finding it. I do not say that
nothing of this character should be main-
tained, and supported by arguments
which may satisfactorily prove it; but it
should not be maintained -as something
necessary to Salvation, unless it is clearly
mind. : . .

For instance, there are some who think
that an ‘intermediate state of conscious-
ness,—and others, of unconsciousness,—
between death and the resurrection,—
may be proved- from Seripture; but I
cannot think it justifiable to represent
either. opinion’ as an .essential arficle of
aith. o

- Again, the call of the Gentiles to be
partakers with the Jews of the privileges
of God’s People, and the termination of
the Mbsaic dispensationy are contained,
but not clearly revealed,.in the Old Tes-
tament, and "in the discourses of our
Lord ; these doctrines arg not so obviously
contained - there,- as to fnake. them an
essentidl part of the Jewish faith. This,
-therefore, . was ‘2 case in- which a fresh
and’ distingt ‘declaration, supported . by
miracilous evidence, was fairly to be ex-
‘pected : and this was accordingly afforded.
A distinct miraculous revelation was made
[to. the Apostle Peter as; to this very
point.* . :

,§29. .In saying that the essential doc-
trines of Christianity are to be found in
Scripture, or may be satisfactorily proven
from it, and that “the 'enactments of any
Church, with a view to good government,
“de