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On the Nature of Virtue.

As almost every part of our
knowledge involves some questions,
which are beyond the reach of our
powers, the great-practical wisdom
of the thilosopher consists in di-
recting his inquiries to their proper
objects. )

e scheolmen digscovered per+
haps as much acuteness and inge-
nuity, as any other class of writers.

But the powers of their minds were -

wasted, and dissipated, upon subtle
and unintelligible questions, which
are now, almost umversally, consi-
dered as beyond the comprehension
of the human intellect.

They were equally —mistaken
about the groper. mode of philose-
phizing. These ingenious men, S\txﬁu-
posing that they could discover the
mysteries of nature by abstract spe-
culation and syllogistic reasoning,
disdained to submit to the labour of
collecting facts, by observation and
experiment. o o

n opposition to these erroneous
views about the nature and object
of our investigations, Bacon and
Newton introduced a more rational
philosophy. They clearly under-
stood that the only proper business
of the student of nature, is to ob-
serve its phenomena, and to ascer-
tain its general laws. . .

In the same manner, the illus-
trious reformets, abandoming the
Jjargen, and sophistry, of the middie
ages, polured a pure and salutary
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light, into most parts of morals and
theology. These were the Chris-
tian heroes and genuine philoso-
phers, who regenerated Europe by
the simple exhibition of divine
truth. .~ .

Metaphysics, consisting for the
most part of useless speculations or
unfounded theories, had fallen into
some degree of discredit, when' the
incomparable Dr. Reid established
it firmly upon the:principles of com-
mon sense, and sound reasening.

" Nothwithstanding these noble ex-
amples, many still discover a strong
Ppropensity to form theories, and to
engage in. speculations beyond the
reach of the human powers. - When
this spirit extends itself to religious
subjects, it becomes exceedingly
dangerous. An inquirer of this ge-
scription,. is soon. dissatisfied with
the simplicity of revealed truth.
Hence we are presented with a
number of novel, and unscriptural
theories, about the universal sys-
tem—about the foundation and na-
ture of virtue—about the powers of
moral agents—about the essence of
-holiness and sin; and many others.

These remarks are. sufficient to
show the duty, and the wisdom, of
adhering to the simple truth, as it
is revealed in the word of God ; of
-suspecting, nay of rejecting,  with-
-out hesitation, every system of the-
ology, the first principles of which,
instead of resting on the infallible
truth of God, have no other support
than some doubtful, or demonstrably
efroneous, metaihysical arguments.

'{‘rue philosophy is always favour-
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and there is so much absurdity on the
face of their report, that they reject it
at once, and seek only for arguments to
disprove a deception, which they think
is thus practised on the world,”

Both the indifference and the as-
signed cause aaf it, are calculated to
establish the doctrine, that the un-
derstanding of natural men is dar-
kened, their conscience stupid, their
memory little retentive of good,
their heart debased, and their will
perverse:. If even the religion of
the greater part of mankind is a
source of pernicious influences, how
depraved must they be in other
things! Men must be wicked, or

stupidly alienated from God, whose -

“ popular creeds” tend to make men
cast off restraint, reject divine re-
- velation, and rebel against their Ma-
ker. Oh! deplorable state of the
mass of the human family, when
the very religion of nearly the
whole of Christendom, promotes
aversion from God, disgust at his
moral precepts, and drives inquisi-
tive persons “into the gloomy re-
gions of scepticism !”

Reader, these proofs of man’s de-
pravity are derived from a single
number of the Miscellany, and from
the single piece of «“ An'Old Unita-
rian” in that number. Can you
doubt but that the future numbers
will confirm and establish the doc-
trine, that mankind, until «they are
converted by the special grace of
God, are the enemies of the truth,
and the lovers of sinful pleasures
more than of God? If any thing
from us can be desired, in support
of this humiliating truth ; we would
simply refer to the existence and
circulation, of such a work as the
Unitarian Miscellany in our coun-
try ; for did men “like to retain
God in their knowledge,” even the
“ true God and eternal life,” none
would have written the little pam-
phlets, and none would have pur-
chased them, unless they had been
jfnorant of their contents, or had

esigned to neutralize their poison.

% S. E.
Vor. I: '
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On Ruling Elders and Deacons.

‘No church in the world, it is re-
sumed, can be shown to be perfect-
ly conformed in officers, government
and worship, to those, which were
planted by the apostles and evan-
gelists. or is it essential that
they should be. A conformity to
them in doctrines and practice is
sufficient. Neither are the deno-
minations agreed, nor the members
of the same societies, whether in
the first churches there were three
orders, or two only. If, as we sup-
pose, a plurality of presbyters and
a plurality of deacons, the former
to oversee and teach, the latter to
aid them in the temporal concerns
of the society, were left in every
church, they could not continue.
Changes in " ecclesiastical govern-
ment are no more excluded, than in
civil. Accordingly there soon ob-
tained among presbyters, a first
among equals (primus inter pares)
anangel, president, or bishop, whose

wer accumulated and advanced

om a single church, to cities, pro-
vinces, kingdoms, the Christian
world. The residue of the dpt'esb -
ters of a church, superseded by the
talents and usefulness of more con-
spicuous teachers, yielding for the
sake of public good, would be re-
duced in the exercise of functions
to the very duties originally assign-
ed to deacons.. This hypothesis
might account for ruling elders, but
wiﬁm Vitringa we doubt the early
existence of such officers.*

If ruling elders existed in the
first Christian churches, this “affir-
mative ought to be shown, or it is not
entitled to belief. Although con-
cerned only to weigh the evidence
upon which its advocates profess to

* “Hujusmodi_vero presbyteros e

uidem nullos fuisse existimem in eccle-
sid veteri. apostolicd.”—¢ Nullos etiam
ecclesia temporum sequentium, nullos in
scriptis apostolorum, aut monumentis se-
quentium ztatum, quantum illa, seu &
me, seu ab aliis perlustrata sunt.” De

Synxagogi, lib. 2. cap. 2.
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have founded their opinion, we can
offer some countervailing proof,
Caution must be exercised not to
confound names of officers, with
the appellative senses of the words.
Peter and . John were old men
(wgeapuleges) not elders, for apostles
are distinguished from elders. Acts
xv. 6. Private men were (axoeronror)
messengers of a particular church,
not apostles of Christ. 2 Cor. viii.
23. The apostles were (diaxever,
1 Cor. iii. 5,) servants of Christ, not
deacons of particular churches.
The first fixed officers of the
churches, who were generally se-
njors in point of age or grace,
(wesopoleges) were designated by
the official name elders; but were
not always appellatively such. By
virtue of their commission they
were overseers (swioxomo:) bishops
of their particular churches. They
were appointed to feed and rule
their flock, and were shepherds
(wosperes) pastors, which designated
their office. They who presided
~in worship or government were
(#gose]ales) presidents orruling pres-
byters. But the same men were at
the same time elders, bishops, pas-
tors and presidents of the same
church, by virtue of the same ordi-
nation, and appointed to the same
duties. If there were two kinds of
elders, there were also two kinds of
bishops, and two kinds of pastors,
otherwise elders and bishops were
distinct offices.* And thus ruling
elders are so far from being essen-
ti@l to Presbyterianism, their ad-
mission is an abandonment of it.
But such defences are immoral. We
are Christians, and should fearless-
ly follow truth, regardless of conse-
quences. When the duties were
various and the elders numerous,

prudence must have assigned them -

* That elder and bishop (wpeefole-
pos and exioxowog) designated the same
officer, may be seen by comparing Acts
xx. 17. with ver. 28. Also Titusi. 5. with
ver.7. Also 1 Peter v. 1. with ver. 2.

These were the * pastors even teachers.”
Ephes. iv, 11,
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different employments. A plurality
of them in the same churcl‘\) was, in
the gospel days, important, not only
because of their state of danger
from persecution, but for the ardu-
ous work of instructing the Gen-
tiles, both in public and private.
Had one pastor only been fixed in
each church, their existence would
have been obviously too precarious.

The duties of elders-and deacons
were not the same, because the lat-
ter were ‘appointed in relief of
those, who ministered in the word:
Acts vi. 2. Had there existed mute
elders in the "apostolic churches,
deacons would have been unneces-
sary. Eldersmust «feed the church
of God ;” (Acts xx. 28.) deacons as
such were exempted from labour-
ing in word and doctrine; yet in
all our churches the office of elder
is now precisely that of the deacon
in the scriptures, and our elders ex-
pect only to serve (Jiuxoverr Acts
vi. 1.) not to preside in worship }
they are therefore elders, as seniors,.
not weosr?a'lu u'gtrpwegw) presiding
presbyters. B}

A Trequisite qualification of a
bishop or elder, as prescribed to the
evangelists Timothy and Titus, to

ide them in ordaining, was, that
E: should be “apt to teach,” but
this was not expected in a deacon.
They were to serve tables, and they
served at the sacramental tables.t
The qualifications, ¢ full of the
Holy ?}host and wisdom,” were
proper for any officer in the church,
and necessary to them in their visi-
tations and prayers. Evangelists
‘were deacons in the appellative
sense of the word, as servants of
the apostles. Philip had both offi-

t Justin Martyr, Apol. I p. 127 —
Atcexover Ji0uoriy exacle TEY wupoITAY

‘welaraGey axo 150 coykpicindevios aglov,

&c. This was within about forty years of
the apostle John, So in the apostolical
constitutions, which are less credible, (c.
13. p. 405.) it is said, ‘O J¢ d1axoveg
xeriyslo To wolngiory, xas exiNdovs
Aeysloy aipa xpialev, @olnpior,Soms.
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ces in succession. - Stephen taught,
and so might any gifted man.*
That there were but two orders
of officers in the churches, may be
shown by the addresses and letters
to them, and numerous references
in early writers.t Thus Paul and
Timothy writing to the Philippi-
ans, address “all the saints in
Christ Jesus, which are at Philippi,
with the bishops and deacons.”
Phil.i. 1. If elders inferior to bishops
had existed in that church, it is un-
accountable, that they should have
been omitted, and the deacons
named. Clemens Romanus, who
was cotemporary with the apostle
Paul, says the apostles «appointed
their first fruits for bishops and
deacons ;”’{ not for ruling elders.
The letter to Timothy was framed
evidently with such views. That
evangelist received no directions
about ruling elders, his business was
to select suitable persons, and or-
dain them as bishops, and others of
different qualifications, ag deacons.
The same two orders, elders te
mach the gospel, and deacons to
p them in other duties, were to
be ordained by Titus. When we
ordain elders in our churches, we
never mean such as are named el-
ders in the epistle to Titus, nor de
we enjoin the duties there given:in
charge to elders, but others pre-

scribed in the first letter to Timo- -
thy, and in the epistle to Titus, for

deacons. - . ‘
Peter (1 epistle, v. 1—35.) address-

ing the presbyters of the dispersion,

makes no distinction between them,

® Ut cresceret plebs et multiplicaretur,
.omnibus inter initia concessum "est, et
evangilare et baptizare.—Nunc neque
diaconi in populo pradicant, &c. Am-
bros in Ephes. iv,

1 Apost. Const. 44. 420.—Oxevy xas &1 |

weeopulcpes xai Sraneres, 8ic.
Clem. Alex. Strom. lib. vii. p. 700—
Tow psy B Xlswrixny o0 wpeoBoispes ow{w-
"y eixova Ty vEnpsTinwy Jey o Siaxoves.
+ Epist. 1. ad Cor. p. 54.—Kabiolarey
Tas awapyas avjor—r=is s7TRITOVS X0
Jiaxorevs,

On Ruling Elders and Deacons.

168

but supposes them clothed with the
same office and powers ; and equal-
ly charges all and every one eof
tiem ; * Feed the flock (moiparale—
weiprion, act as yastors to the jlock)
of‘God, which is among you, taking
the oversight (ewioxomonles exerci-
sing the office of bishops) not by con-
straint, but willingly,” &c. There
appears a semblance of inconsis-
tency in some of our brethren, who
argue with effect from this and such
scriptures, that presbyters and bi-
shops are the same officers, and that
elders (wpecpolepor) Amssess parity
with each other ; and yet strangely
adopt a distinction between preach-
ing and ruling elders; whilst the
same arguments, by which they
exclude diocesan episcopacy,§ de-
stroy their own hypothesis. We
refer not this. to disingenuousness,
it is a blindness springing from pre- -
gossession. If Preshyterians can
nd ameng presbyters some, who
were inferior in office, Episcopa-
lians may discover in- the erder of
esbyters, others superior in officé.
The opinien is the same, except that
ruling - elders must not preach,
which exception finds no support in
the word of God. But the scrip-
tures equally oppose both schemes;
in the passage lasticited, all without
exception were elders (ﬂ'wpu’/qoz
all pastors, (weimaralt—moiprior) an
all bishops (sexioxemsnies). ‘
Presbyters mrast have differed in
their gifts, graces and talents ; some
wete best qualified for teaching,
others for e;lhorting, or comforting,
others for governing the church;
each was required ‘to exercise his
particular powers.| ‘Bat this by no

§ Mr DBuxter ‘wields this argument

‘thus:  While we prove, that God ap-

ointed such entire presbyters, as are
Eere described, and they cannot prove
against us, that any one text speaketh of
a lower order or rank, 1 think we need
no other scripture evidence.” ‘
| Rom. xii. 8, here alluded to has been
pressed tothe support of ruling elders. “He
“that ruleth, with diligence.” ‘O wpoio-
Tapevos, 69 omovdn. Hear Schleusner.
 Prxacs ecclesiz (cujus curx est deman-
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means militates against the iden-
tity of order, manner of ordina-
tion, nature of commission, dignity
of office, and general duties.

No where do we find in the histo-
ry of the acts of the apostles, dif-
ferent orders of presbyters. Paul
and Barnabas ordained elders, with-
out any distinction of kinds, in all
the churches. 'There appears to
have been but one class o}) them at
Ephesus. Paul sent for the elders,
(Acts xx. 28.) they came to Miletus;
if any of them had been merely
ruling elders, in the modern sense
of those terms, it is not discernible
with what propriety he could have
said, without discrimination, that
the Holy Ghost had made them
bishops (memu;) and that it was
their duty (wesuaivsi) to act as pas-
tors of the flqck.

The question seems to be chiefly
suspended upon a single passage of
scripture, by the advocates of the
intermediate, or third order. ¢ Let
the elders who rule well be counted
worthy of double honour, especially
they, who labour in word and doc-

trine.”* This passage shows these -

facts; thatall the elders, therein said
to be worthy of double honour, ruled
well ;- that some of the same elders

laboured in word and doctrine, and '

implies that othgrs of them did not.
These facts prove a diversity in the
exercises of the presbyterial office,
but not in the office itself. If there
had been two kinds of elders, this
scripture might be understood to
relate to them. But the text alone
will never establish such distinc-
tion, because it can be literally un-
derstood of various duties of the
saulne order. So) fafrro is the word
ruling (wpesciales m signifyin

a suborSiinate class -ef prégs?)yty;rég,

datus coetus christianus, qui alias exioxe -
w5, HpserPyiepes, wespp dicitur) seduli-
tatem prastat promtam.” ’

*1Tim.v.17. O¢ xmiwg wposolaeg
wpecbulapos Dimang Tipns afioveSwowr,
RANTTE 04 ROT(FV]eG 09 Aoyw xcts Oid%e-
xeAiee. '

~word, governments.

s
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that Justin Martyrt makes use of
that identical word repeatedly, to
mark out that presbyter, who gave
thanks and dispensed the elements
at the sacramental supper to the
deacons to be carried to the com-
municants. The more advanced
pastors, who presided (wpese7ales) on
the most solemn occasions, blessing
the elements, deserved double ho-
nour, but (ueaicle o) especially
those, who performed the chief labour
in preaching, were not to be passed
by as unworthy. «All the saints
salute you ‘(,u)urh oi) chiefly they,
that are of Cesar’s household.”

Phil. iv. 22. 'Who would ever ima- _

ine that the saints of Ceesar’s
ousehold, were of a different kind
from others ? Their labours miﬁht
be different, but they were equally
saints, their salutations were espe-
cially earnest. This scripture can-
not prove two kinds of presbyters,
it merely alludes to different exer-
cises of the same office.§
The }m,;t which isa vmé;e anci;lsa')-
¥y proof, is a e (1 Cor. xii. 28.
‘ﬁnrch neithelx)'as!;.:ges such elders,
nor admits any other than a conjec-
tural interpretation of the single
« And God
hath set some in the church, first
apostles, secondarily prophets,

thirdly teachers, after that miracles,.

t Apol. L p. 127.—Evxapsi cTnoarlog &
vov wpescalos, &c.p. 131. O wpoecug dim
Royev Ty veuSeciar—mnglos X pocPepsTats
xes oives xabt vdwp,

4+ The position of o/ after uaric]s has
been resorted to without effect. o1

without an adjunct is a pronoun, and has
eigy understood ; its antecedent is wpeg-
Bultpes wpeeclales, and the xemianes
are also xpeeow]es.

§ “ Though when a church hath many,
the ablest may be the usual public preach-
er, and the rest be but his assistants; yet
I never found any proof of elders, that
were not teachers by office as well as
rulers, and had not a commission to teach
the flock according to their abilities, and
might not preach, as the need of the
church required it, however the weaker
may give place to the abler in the exer-
cise of his office.”—Baxter.

PR RS N L N
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then gifts of healings, helps, go-
vernments, diversities of tongues.”

ostles were instructed and com-
- missioned by Christ; prophets
spoke by inspiration ; these were
extraordinary officers of the church
at large ; teachers we suppose were
the presbyters, pastors, or bishops
of the particular churches, and were
their ordinary, fixed officers to

preach and rule. Of the rest the two

first, miracles and gifts of healimg,
and the last diversities of tongues,
* were certainly extraordinary, and

that the intermediate ones, helps
and governments, were such gilqs
conferred on certain individuals, is
reasonable. That helps mean dea-
cons,and ments ruling elders,
is wholly gratuitously alleged, and
also improbable, both because it
postpones the hiFher order, if such
there be, and places them among
the extraordinary gifts.

If a single proof of the existence
of the order of ruling elders can be
produced from the scriptures, it is
sufficient. But if we clearly dis-
cern by them, that two orders only
were constituted by the apostles;
presbyters, who are elders, pastors,
bishops, angels, or presidents ; and
deacons; the period of the intro-
duction of the innovation is unim-
portant. If Ignatius’s letters to
the seven churches of provincial
Asia, furnish a proof of ruling el-
ders in his day, he proves what he
never names, and the présbytery in
each of those churches was precise-
ly a church session. Cyprian speaks
of presidents -and deacons ;* if
among those who presided, ruli
elders existed, because he speaks o
teaching elders; both must have been
of the same order, though variously
occupied. It is by no means to be
inferred from the occurrence in an-
cient authors of the terms (Presby-
teri, Diaconi et Seniores plebis)

On Ruling Elders and Deacons.
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presbyters, deacons and seniors of
‘the people, that ruling elders were
intended. If these elders of the
people meant ruling elders, the
name is changed, they are also post-
poned to the deacons. But the word
seniors is limited to those only, who
were of the people, that is, uncom-
missioned. Seniors in several of
the fathers is intended appellative-
ly, and not as a designation of of-
ce.t

“The book of common order,”
which had been adopted by the
English church at Geneva, was the
directory for worship and govern-
ment in the church of Scotland at
its reformation. .

The first book of disci_pline was
made in a time of confusion. The
order of intermediate elders, some-
what resembling those of Calvin,
was seen to be an important expe-
dient for effecting by laymena re-
formation to which a small minorit
of their ecclesiastics were well af-
fected. The second book has these
remarkable expressions. (ch. vi. p.
84.) “The word Elder in the scrip-
tures, sometimes is the name of

age, and sometimes of office. When °

it is the name of any office, some-
times it is taken largely, compre-

hending as well the pastors and doc-

tors, as them who are called seniors
or elders.”—In our division, we
call these elders, whom the apostles
call presidents or governors. Their
office as it is ordinary, so is it per-

etual, and always necessary in the
Eirk of God. . The eldership is a
spiritual function, as is the minis-
try~—It i8 not necessary, that all
elders be also teachers of the word,
albeit the chief ought to be such,
and swa are worthy of double ho-
nour.” This language evidently
excludes the elders therein recog-
nised from the office of presbyters,
the only ordinary and fixed preach-

® «“Cum omnes omnino disciplinam
tenere oporteat, multo magis Przpositos
et Diaconos hoc curare fas est.” Cyp.
Ep. 4. p. 174. ' k

1 Dr. Doddridge observes, they *“have
no foundation in the word of God; nor
can we trace the existence of such ruling

- elders higher than Constantine’s time.”
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ers in the gospel. churches; and
nevertheless strangely accounts
them « spiritual as is the ministry,”
and authorized to teach the word.
There is here striking evidence of
vacillation between scripture au-
thority, and their favourite office,
without the erection of which the
first general assembly of the church
of Scotland would have been com-
posed of only six members, or would
never have convened.

The form of church government
made at Westminater, almost a cen-
tury after the first book of disci--
pline, and immediately adopted in
Scotland, was compiled upon a full
knowledge of the discipline in the
church of North Britain, and in that
of Geneva. Partaking of the same
uncertainty, on the subject of the
novel order of subordinate pres-
byters, it declares, that «Christ,
who hath instituted a government,
and governors ecclesiastical in the
church, hath furnished some in his
church, beside the ministers of the
word, . with gifts for government,
and with commission to execute the
same when called thereunto, who are
to join with the minister in the go-
vernment of the church. Which of-
ficers, reformed churches commonly
call elders.” There is in these words
an obvious leaning upon 1 Cor. xii.
28. Those in italics discover a per-
suasion, that the ernments (xv-
Beprnrei) mentioneﬂy: that scripture
were extraordinary gifts; but the
commission of which they speak, is
destitute of support. Abandoning
the elders or presbyters of a subor-
dinate order, they compromise with
the kirk, by allowing governors, who
are laymen, to be in fggt, though not
in name, elders.

The Westminster confession was
adopted by the  Synod of Philadel-
phia in 1729 ; and their form of go-
vernment by the Synods of New
York and P{:iladelp ia in their ar-
ticles of union in 1758.*

* Perhaps the adoption was more early,
but of those dates we have certainty.
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In the first draught of a plan of
%overnment and discipline for the
resbyterian church in North Ame-
rica, proposed in 1786, by a com-
mittee of the Synod of New York
and Philadelphma, under the title,
«of ruling elders,”” instead of “ other
church governors,” as in the West-
minster form, there is subjoined;
“elders are properly the represen-
tatives of the people, chosen by
them for the purpose of exercising
government and discipline, in a
more convenient manner, than might *
otherwise be done; and are vested
with all that authority which the as-
sembly of believers possess over their
own members, to rule the church, in
conjunction with the bishops or pas-
tors. This office has been generally
understood, by the greater part of the
Protestant, reformed churches, to
be designated in the holy scriptures
by the titles of helps and govern-
ments, and these who rule well,
but do not labour in word and doc-
trine.” ' :
- The same weords, except those in
italics, and the substitution of mi-
nisters for bishops, were continued
in the amended draught of 1787,
and became the fourth chapter of
the form of government, adopted by
the church in 1788, They now con-
stitute the fifth chapter of the re-
vised form, proposetf to the presby-
teries, who are to report to the as-
sembly of 1821.

The term elders had been adopted
in the discipline of Knox, but was
abandoned for the word
by the divines, at Westminster; it
was restored in the form of 1788,
with the -additional term ruling,
evidently by a misinterpretation of
1 Tim.v. 17. That they “are pro-
perly the representatives of the Keo-
ple,”” is unquestionable; but how
their being « chosen by them for the
purpose of exercising government
and discipline,” can give them the
authority of officers in the church of
Christ, since it is certain that they
belong to neither of the two orders,
which were leftin his church,remains
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to be discovered. The argument of
necessity may justify any thing, but
in this instance the necessity was
artificial, arising from the removal
of deacons from the exercise of their
original functions. Nevertheless,
names are of minor impertance: the
term elder we interpret appella-
tively, and ruling understoed ex-
clusively, shows us he is not a pres-
byter ; his appointment, ordination,
engagements, and work, are all pre-
cisely those of a deacon. The mis-
chief therefore only exists, when in
the same churech there are both el-
ders and deacons ; in such instances
the former are not officers of Christ’s
church.

Three certainly, and we suppose
- others, of the committee, who re-
ported the draught of 1786, were
decisively against ruling elders, and

ronounced it “an unscriptural of-

ce;” but considered their report
a compromise, which would leave
every one to the exercise of his own
conscience.

. The form of government, at pre-
sent submitted to the presbyteries,
has carefully retained the alterna-
tive, and gives to neither side just
ound of offence. Iu it we cheer-
ully acquiesce. These outlines of
the reasons upon which three orders
have been refused, in, we believe, a
majority of our churches, have been
reluctantly drawn up; but the con-
fident style of several recent publi-
cations of certain brethren of our
church, who are of the opposite sen-
timent, have rendered tlf: defence
of our own opinion, and that of our
fathers, a duty. The question is
extremely simple. Did such a dis-
tinct intermediate order exist in the
apostolic churches? If there'did, let
e affirmative fact be proved, and
there can be no division of senti-
ments. But the conscience feels no
obligation, unless the government of
Christ’s church is seen to be found-
ed, not upon vague conjecture, but
upon legitimate authority.
- J. P. WiLson.
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CHAPTER 1II.

-God made all mankind at first, in
JAdam, iz a mast glorious estate.
God made man upright, or righte-
ous. Eccl. vii. 29P" herer:rg:s a
glory in all inferier creatures; but
a greater glory in man, for whom
they were made. Let us make man,
sai({ the Deity, in: our image. A
council was held on this subject,
that the wisdom of the Trmity
might be seew in man. The glory
of man consisted in his bearing the
image of the divine holiness. Infe-
rior creatures exhibited God’s wis-
dom, power and ‘goodness ; but he
would have men only appear in the
likeness of his holiness. God be-
held his own infinite glory and ex-
cellence, and man originally had a
correct understanding of these di-
vine perfections ;, for God loved
him, and revealed himself to Adam.
In his affections man bore the
image of his God; for God loves
himself supremely, and Adam loved
his God above every other object:
His continual delight, for a time,
was in the Lord. In hs will too,
man reséembled his God ; for God
wills only from regard to himself,
as the last end of all his actions,
and wills nothing but what is good ;
and Adam, while holy, had a su-
preme regard in his volitions to the
will of God, and chose nothing but
. . As the Deity would have
conducted, had he assumed human
nature, so did Adam live, agreeably
to the divine law. Holiness, like a
lamp, burning in the heart of man,
shone through his bodily organs:
so that he pleased God, and was
highly honoured and blessed by
him, 1n freedom from sorrow, sick-
ness, tears, fears, death, hell, and
every evil. Had man stood in ho-
liness, he would forever have re-
mained happy. -
But it 18 demanded, How was
this estate jours 2 We answer, As
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