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TO WHOM 1S THE OFFICE OF TEACHER COM-
MITTED AND LIMITED IN PROTESTANT ESTABLISH-
MENTS ! AND WHAT ARE THE MEANS WHICH THE
LORD HAS APPOINTED FOR THE EDIFICATION OF
HIS CHURCH !

I resume the enquiry, dear Brethren, intéo
that authority which' is so widelyv exercised over
God’s heritage, by those human establishments
which- have continued the power and working
of the ““ man of sin”’ in “the temple of God ;”’
and' accordingly I’ call your attention to the
means of edification, to which the working of
this ‘“ mystery of 1niquity’’ has limited you, and
to those which the word of God sets forth as
of His own' gracious appointment; that you
may rightly understand your privileges and
duties, in this important matter, and duly ap-
preciate the practices by which you have becn,
and are, hindered in the exercise and enjoyment
of them, and deprived of those benefits which:
the blessed Head of the Church has appomteda
to be their resulit.
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I had before published a short treatise upon
this subject, under the title of, An eunquiry into

the authority assumed in protestant rcligious
establishments, with reference to the edification
of the Lord’s people: but a part of that pub-
lication was written in ignorance of what 1t has
since pleased the Lord to shew me concerning
the government of His Church: I withdrew it

therefore, and give it to you again with the
necessary corrections and additions in this part

of the cake of barley bread.

On reconsidéring this subject, I am again
astonished at the “‘strong delusion’’ which makes
‘men, and even enlightened men, < believe a lie”
of such daring effrontery as that by which they
are brought to regard the systems of these
“establishments, as the restored mode by which
the spiritual body of Jesus Christ was to ‘““make
1ncrease of itself in love.”” Men and Brethren,
can it be possible that when the merciful hand
of our God has restrained the wrath of the
‘natural man from its persecution unto death
of those who dare in the strength of their Re-
deemer, to resist the encroachments of ¢¢the
Spirit that now worketh in the children of dis-
obedience’ upon the rights and privileges of
His people, can it be, 1 say, that (while holding
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in their hands the commandment of their God
to “edify one another,” and the distinet declara-
tion ot His Spirit, that “the whole body com-
pacted by that which every joint supplicth, maketh
ierease ot the body unto the edifying of itself
in love, ) the sincere followers of the Lamb,
are vet persuaded that the proper means v cre
by Believers grow in grace and in the Luow-
ledge of their Lord and Saviour, are the oc-
casional addresses of individuals appointed by
their fellow-men, to occupy the place of all other
joints of the spiritual body, and to set forth
only the doubtful or scanty measure of their
individual acquirements :

Babes, and less than babes in understanding
of the things of God, come forth from their
schools and colleges ; some just old enough to
take you over as a “gift” from some one who
has made merchandize of you, or by the price
of political venality obtained tais power over
you; some, quick enough with their tongues
to draw and keep together congregations, to
swell the ranks of demominations which while
disclaiming the riches, are alike grasping after
the power of the world : and to such you submit
vourselves to be led and taught, in matters of
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inadequate compensation for the injury they
continue to inflict. In the dark ages of Papal
domination we may not doubt but that every
member of the truc church possessed a sufii-
ciency of knowledge for his salvation ; but the
power of the Roman establishment so prevailed

against the fuller.manifestation of the Truth, and
so entirely hindered the ¢ working of faith by
love,”’* that it ‘was mo longer possible for be-
lievers to “strive ‘together for the faith once
delivered to- the saints :’’ their union and com-
munion were utterly destroyed by their forced
compliance with regulations whereby that mea-
sure of light which would have led to these
practical results was effectually excluded : they
saw their Saviour, indeed, with the eye of faith,
for the gates of hell were not suffered to exclude
Him from their sight ; they heard His quicken-
ing word, for however contracted the channel
through which that word reached them, the
promise stood sure that they ¢ should all be
taught of God;”’t they understood the ¢ hea-
venly things’’f of their holy faith, but the
important privileges to which they were entitled
as persons ¢ born from above,”” were suspended ;

they understood not those “earthly things,”” by

% Gal. v 6, + John vi. 45, T John il 12,
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the right perception of which their growth in
grace was to be effected ; they saw not, and

therefore entered not into the kingdom of God
in its time state, or in its existence within their
brethren in the Lord; their social assemblies
were forbidden, while congregations of those
with whom they could ¢ hold neither union nor
communion, were substituted under the usurped

title of the Church of God, and by the rules of
these congregations their public edification was
circumscribed and directed : they heard not,
therefore, that voice which had been appointed
for their establishment and increase in the faith,
even the voice of those members of the true
Church to whom the Lord had assigned gifts and
CONSEQUENT offices * 1n His church; this dele-
gated volice of the Redeemer was suppressed by
human authority, while the substitution of man's
appointments and words for the graces and gifts
of the Spuit of God, obstructed entirely that
channel of truth from which the increase of the
body in lovet was to arise.

But it has been asserted that the generality of
Protestant religious establishments are implicated
In suppressing the working of faith by love in
the mystical body of Christ, and that, therefore,

¢ 1 Cor. xii. 28. + Eph. tv. 16.
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whatever advantages they mav possess n other
matcers over the establishment of Romey they
must be regarded in the same light with that
establishment in so far as their practices arce
similar in their tendeney and ceftects : and this
similarity will be cvidenced by a consideration
of the main difference existing between them in
the hindrance they present to the free course of
divine T'ruth.

In the commencement of the Christian dispen-
sation, the revelation of the doctrine of Christ
was made through individuals to whom miracu-
lous powers were committed, to prove the
authenticity of their communications, or to be
their credentials as ambassadors of God. These
individuals, like those who testified concerning
divine things during the Mosaic dispensation,
were, on their departure from the world,
replaced by their writings, which roceu'ed the
whole weight of their. autlmrlty, n hc.camc
their victu al representay
even greater honour beij g Py ﬁ. 1Y J;j
ten, than upon their oral t
to the former being con sx
and His Apostles, a sufficie
setting forth of  diyip e. Lluugs,
additional cv 1dcncc of' s.lgns and wondcrs,’r wlnle

1‘ Luke xvi. ...9 John v.47.
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to the Iatler an accompanying witness was given,
“ God also bearing them witness, both with signs
and wonders, and with divers miracles and gifts
of the Holy Ghost, according to His own will.”’4
It 1s difficult to determine at what precise
period the power of working miracles ceased to
accompany the declaration or reception of the
testimony of Jesus ;] but, from the consider-
ations above adduced. we may conclude that it
was when this testimony was fully writien, and
when, accordingly, the purpose of miracles was
superseded by a ‘“more sure”’|| evidence. But
it is important to this enquiry to regard the state
of the Church under both these periods of divine
teaching, as also in its intermediate situation,
when miracles were still continued, but when
the authority of the written word was advancing

to supersede them.

Under the first state of the Gospel Church,
the authoritative teaching of individuals was the

appointed medium of communication between
the Almighty and His people; their authority
being cither derived directly from Him, or indi-
rectly through those who were thus appointed ;—

and consisting, invariably, In a competent know-
ledge of His message, accompanied by occcular

+ Heb. il 4. $ Mark xvi. 17, N 2 Pet. i. 19.
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demonstration of the power of the Spirit, or
supernatural evidences of the validity of their
mission ; even the Saviour Himself having these
signs to prove that the word He uttered, was

indeed the word of God : and it is to be observed
that none were called npon to receive the oral

testimony of either the Lord or His disciples,
unless it were attested by such manifestations of

divine authority. “If I had not done among
them the works which none other man did, they
had not had sin. The works that I do in my
Father’s name they bear witness of me:’’{ such
arc the Lord’s declarations touching the evidence
upon which even His own words were to be
received when they related to things which were
not written in the sacred volume ; an. evidence
to which His apostles also continually appealed ;
““ making the Gentiles obedient by word and
deed, through mighty signs and wonders, by the
power of the Spirit of God :”’]] ¢ they went forth
and precached every where, the Lord working
with them, and confirming the word with signs
fcillowing.”’t

But the word or testimony being written, the
object of such evidences was done away. Under
the Mosaic dispensation the transgressor of the

t John v. 36. § Rom. xv. 18. 4+ Mark xvi, 20.

— X. 25t
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written law perished without merey,* although
no miracles had been wrought bcfore him to
prove its authenticity: and equal honour is put
upon the Scriptures of the New Testament:
“The word that | have spoken’ saith the Lord,
‘“ shall condemin him that believeth not in the
last day :”’f not only the oral word, accompanied
by signs and wonders, but the written word
also, without these evidences, being evidently
intended ; as the Apostle Paul also implies, . say-
ing “If any man think himself to be a prophet;

et;
or spiritual, let him acknowledge that the things
which 1 write unto you, are the commandments
of the Lord :”’ and in the communication of the
last portion of divine testimony to the world

through the Apostle John, itis to be observed
that, extensive as this testimony is, the means of
writing alone, were appointed to :convey its
authoritative revelations to the Churches.{ .

But an extended argument, touching the
complete authority of the sacred writings, is
unnecessary to those who acknowledge that < all
scripture is given by inspiration of God :’§ the
matter more immediately before us 1s the autho-
rity of those who appeared 1n the capacity oi
Teachers in these various situations of the

* Heh. x. 28, | Rev.i.ll. =
+ John xiv. 28, § 2 Tim, iil. 16.
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Gospel Church ; the principal point to  be
clucidated being the evidence upon which their
leaching was to be reccived; and upon this
sufficiecnt has been adduced, from which to
leduce this summary, that the cvidence of

livine authority on the part of those who
ippeared before the Church as T'eachers, con-
isted in the manifestation of accompanying
igns or miracles where their testimony was not¢
mitten ; in the strict accordance of their message
rith the plain word of Scripture where their
stimony was written; and in  both these
vidences where their testimony was but parily

witten ; the appeal to what was wrifen, being,
nder all circumstances, the ‘“more sure’’ class
f evidence. Moreover, they to whom the right
r duty of teaching was committed, were they to
hom the Lord imparted not only evidences of
ithority, but such other gifts also as were
cessary to qualify them for their important
fice. All were not Teachers; they who pos-
ssed not the needful powers of utterance could
)t be; and many other natural deficiencies
ight disqualify them for the performance of
ch duties ; besides that their measure of faith,
d their knowledge of divine things, might not
- sufficient to render their communications

[cctual in the building up of those who had
R
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believed : but if no such disqualifications existed,
it may be shewn by conclusive argument from,
and by the express declarations of the word of
(Gad, that no additional authority cither was or
is requisite to the assumption of the office of
Teacher in divine things; and that thcrefore
every competent male ® member of a Christian
Church is not only privileged, but bound both in
vight and duty to exercise his talents as a
Teacher and Edifier of his brethren, be it of
mankind or of the household of God.

In the first communication of divine truth
under the Gospel dispensation, by the teaching
of the Saviour Himsclf. the Lord exemplified the
propriety of rejecting all human interference in
the delivery of that message, the possession or
knowledge of which, of itself, constituted a
plenary authority for its promulgation: when
addressed by Nicodemus as ¢ a Teacher come
from God,’’{ the reply was, ‘“we speak that we
do know, and testify that we have seen;”’ when
questioned by the Baptist's disciples regarding
His sacred mission, the Lord answered, not by
reference to human authority, (although therc
existed at that time an authority instituted by
the Almighty Himself,) but by an appeal to the

¢ 1 Cor. xiv. 34. 3 John iii. 2.
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personal evidences by which e was shewn to be
the true and faithful Proclaimer of a divine mes-
sage ;* while to those who questioned His right
to teach on the ground of its deficiency as

regarded human authority, the Saviour replied
by refusing to them any reference whatever to

substantiate it. +

Neither was this mode of proceeding confined
to the Lord’s person: the disciples were never
directed to obtain the sanction of human autho-
rities before they proceeded to communicate to
others that knowledge of divine things which

they themselves might possess, although a strict
submission to the ‘‘powers that be,” was in

other matters, and at all times, enjoined upon
them. ¢ Freely ye have received, freely give ;7’7
such was the injunction which was considered
entirely consistent with the command ¢ Let
every soul be subject to the higher powers, for
the powers that be are ordained of God ;’§ the
Jatter injunction extending to temporal or civil
authorities only, the former having reference to
things wherein the disciples of Jesus were to
“call no man on earth Father or Master.”’||
¢ The Scribes and Pharisces sit in Moses’ seat ;
all therefore, whatsoever they bid you observe,

- * Mat.x1,4,5. 1 Mat. x. 8, | Mat. xxiii. 8, 10,
T Mat, xxi, 27. $ Rom. xiii, 1.
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that observe and do;”’* but in the reception or |
exercise of divine teaching, thc Saviour as '
expressly sets forth separation from them, and
even resistance to them, as positive dutics ; en-
joining them to “ beware of the doctrine of the |
Pharisees and of the Sadducees,””’t and to
“ preach the gospel to every creature,”’}l not-
withstanding their deficiency in point of human
authority, or the opposition of those who claimed
this authority : a duty which the Apostles and
first disciples performed upon this very ground;
their answer to the Ruler§ and High Priest of
their people being ¢ Whether it be right in the
sight of God to hearken unto you more than unto
God, judge ye; for we cannot but speak the
things which we have seen and heard.”’||

But 1t may be said that, although the ecclesi-
astical authority appertaining to the Mosaic
dispensation was done away upon the abroga-
tion of that dispensation, other authority was
substituted for it; and that, in the Christian
dispensation, individuals, or as some say, con-
gregations were entrusted with the power of
appointing persons to take upon themselves the
exclusive office of Teachers and LEdifiers of the
people of God.

~* Mat, xxiii. 3. 1 Mark xvi. 15, | Acts iv. 9.
+ Mat. xvi. 6. § Acts xxiii. 5.
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That this asscrtion is utterly repugnant to the
plain tenor of the sacred volume may be clearly
shewn ; as also that it both has been, and is, the
foundation of those anti-christian errors and
enormities, which from the carliest ages of the
gospel dispensationt to the present day, have
prevailed against the truth, and hindered its
beneficial effects in the Church of Christ. More-
over the practices of the Jewish synagogues Wer&
not opposed to the public teaching of any indivi=
duals, even though they were strangers to the
congregation : in the teaching of the Saviour in
those places of religious exercise and instruction,
and in thc permission given to Paul and Barnabas
to speak the word of exhortation to the people
in Antioch, abundant proof is afforded that the

office of “the minister’’ || extended only to the
reading of the lessons from the scriptures, and
the safe custody of the sacred volume ; while the
assumption of a power to suppress the teaching
of the word of God through other instruments,
was unknown among them, cxcepting in that
opposition to the doctrine of Christ, whereby
they placed themselves 1n an attitude of open
enmity to the T'ruth.

But it is necessary that the question should be

+ 2 Thes. 31, 7. | Acts xv. 21.
Liuke 1v. 20,
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distinctly understood : it is not whether indivi-
duals were appointed to communicate the word

of God, or whether any were pre-eminently
charged with this important duty; both these
positions are freely admitted : the real question
1s whether such persons were exclusiwely com-
missioned to this office ; and whether the public
teaching of other members of the body of
Christ,+ might, under any circumstances, be
impeded or suppressed.

And first, a convincing, though negative argu-
ment, may be founded upon the absence of all
scriptural authority for so decided an inter-
ference in the duties of the servants of God, (as
all Believers should be considered,) and in the
exercise of such talents as may be committed to

them ; for in no part of the sacred volume is it
intimated that discretionary power is delegated
to man to control or hinder the communication
of divine truth, in any way, or under any cir-
cumstances wherein the public edification of the
Church 1s to be effected: they therefore who
contend for the exercise of such authority, are
bound to shew that they are not fighting against

God, in the assumption of a power unauthorized
by His word. But a positive argument may also

+ 1 Cor. xii. 27,
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be adduced from the infallible rule of the written
testimony of God.* When the disciples would
have hindered the works of one who walked not
with them, the Saviour commanded them to
desist, saying, ¢ Forbid him not: for he that is
not against us is for us :>’t and the apostle Paul
declared that ¢‘even though some preached
Christ, of contention, he rejoiced, yea and would
rejoice 37’ § while in the observations of the
Saviour, touching the lighted candle, which was
not to be put under a bushel, but upon a candle-
stick, that it might give light to others; and in
the express injunction of the apostle Peter, ¢ As
every man hath received the gift, even so minis-
ter the same one to another, as good stewards,
of the manifold grace of God,”’|| a conclusive
evidence is afforded, that not only none were to
be hindered from communicating the degree of
knowledge which they might possess, but that
the communication of such knowledge, was
enjoined as a bounden duty upon every Believer,
to the extent of his ability. _
To this it may be replied, that the scriptures

set forth the appointment of individuals to cer-
tain offices in the Church to which the right and

duty of teaching or exhorting is attached, and

* Isa. viii. 20. § Phil. i. 16, 18.
+ Mark ix, 39. . i 1 Pet. iv. 10.



~ that therefore this right should

‘connection with the officé.

~'This is undoubtedly true; but it by no means
follows that these privileges were limited to
such persons, or that speaking to exhortation
appertamed cxcluswely to them : on the contrary
they wete enjoined to be examples in this very
'mg,'r and it is in an exhortation addressed
~generally to the members of a Christian Chureh,
z'at the apostle Paul urges upon them all to
““'mvet’ carnestly the best gifts, but chiefly that
o ey might prophesy ;’” this prophesying being
) efoamed to mean  speaking to edification, and
exhortation, and cemfort y’] the apostle adding,
$¢even so Ve, forasmuch as ye are zcalous of
gpiritual gifts seek that ye may excel to the
edifying of the Church.”|| But it will be well to
eonsider the offices alluded to, that their distinc-
tive duties and powers may be rightly under-
stood : distinguishing carefully between the
~authority possessed by individuals in virtue of
their recommendation or appointment by Be-
I”evers, and that which they possessed in
- consequence of their due qualification by the

lplrlt of God, dividing to every one scverally as
- He would, the necessary gifts and graces.

+ 1Tim,iv.12. 1 1 Core xive 3, || 1 Cor. xiv. 12.
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- We find, then, in the New Testament scriptures,
the appointment of Evangelists, and others
whom we may call messengers to the Churches.
But in considering these offices it will be 1m-
portant to observe that they were utterly nu-
- gatory unless the individuals selected for them

-possessed the requisite qualifications for the
due fulfilment of the duties attached to them:

the rightful judges of these qualifications being
not only the collective, but individual members

of the churches or assemblies of believers to
which they ‘were sent, or in which their o1fts
were to be exercised ; and further, that the bare
- manifestation of such qualifications was suf-
ficient for the admission of any or every
such office, although no human appoint-
ment were superadded to them: human &p-
pointments being considered in the light of hu-
man recommendations and testimonials only,
. and therefore subject to suspicion and scrutiny ;
while a manifestation of the gifts and graces of
the Spirit of God are to be received and honour-
ed as divine and therefore satisfactory testimo-
‘nials, both as to the capability and authority of
- the individual possessing them.
- The'appointment thercfore, of individuals to
- didactic offices in the Churches 18 vested, not
~in the persons of some who claim inherent
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authority transmitted to them from the Lord or
His Apostles, norin the clective voice of congre-
gations of Believers, but in each individual
Believer, with whom 1t rests to bear his own
burthen 1n this important matter, and (upon his
own responsibility) to admit the authority of any
Brother 1in the Lord, or to receive him it recom-
mended by other Believers, 1n such capacity only
as an individual knowledge of his spiritual gifts
and qualifications may justify; such acknowledge-
ment supplying the only authority attached to
his office, which can therefore extend only to
those by whom he may be acknowledged, and to
them only 1n so far and for so long as the testi-
monials by or for which he i1s recommended, may
be sufficiently manifest to convince them of the
propriety of their confidence in, or submission to
him : while in no 1nstance 1s such authority to be
attached to individuals as may interfere with the
privilegesor usefulnessofanyor allother Believers.

Scriptural proof of the propriety of these views
may be adduced from examples wherein the
principles set forth in them are both enjoined
and acted upon.

In the epistle to the Galatians, the Apostle
supposcs even the strong case of ““an Angel from
heaven,”” the highest mission and from the high-
est authority which could be adduced, (neither
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does he imply a doubt concerning the reality or
validity of this mission,) ¢ though we or an
Angel from heaven, precach any other gospel
unto you than that which we have preached unto

you, let him be accursed. As we said before, so
say I now again, if any preach any other gospel
unto you than that ye have received, let him be
accursed.”’* The quality of the messenger, the
authority which he might derive from even the
divine source of his mission, were to be entirely
disregarded ; by the agreement of his message
with the known truth of God only was he to be

considered in the light of a Teacher of diviue
things. Angels, Apostles, and it 1s emphatically
added, amy, whosoever they might be, or by
whatever authority they might be delegated,
were to be held accursed unless their teaching
harmonized with the already revealed will of

God, while their exemplary conduct bore testi-
mony to its power within themselves. ¢ Receive
us’’+ saith the same Apostle; and wherefore ?
because he was appointed to be an Apostle? no;
for James, Cephas, and John, who were also
Apostles, received him upon no such grounds ;
they extended the right hand of fellowship be-
‘“ cause they perceived the grace which was given

* Gal. 1. 8, 9. + 2 Cor. vii. 2.
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unto him :”’* and Paul's claim to be reccived,
(together with those disciples whom he includes
in his appeal,) 1s grounded upon no other testi-
monials but those which their own personal con-

duct afiorded ; “ We have wronged no man, we
have corrupted no man, we have defrauded no

39

man.” “Am I not an Apostle?’’ saith he to
the Corinthians, ‘“ am I not free ?”’ free to preach

the gospel with all the powers and privileges of
an Apostle? I appeal to my knowledge of
Christ, and to the fruits of a true faith which ye
yourselves are, having been converted by my
instrumentality : ¢ Have I not seen Jesus Christ
our Lord? are not ye my work in the Lord ? If
I be not an Apostle unto others, yet doubtless I
am to you: for the seal of mine apostleship are
ye in the Lord.”’+ And again, when by doubts
thrown upon his office the Apostle was compelled
even to boast of his personal testimonials, he

concludes by no reference to his authority other-
wise than as it was established by them;
concluding that they ought to have considered
these testimonials sufficiewt to warrant his
assumption of apostolic authority; “1 ought to
have been commended of you: for in nothing
am I behind the very chiefest Apostles: for

* Gal.ii.,9.  + 1 Cor. ix. 1.



truly the signs of an Apostle where wrought
among you, in all patience, in signs and wonders,
and mighty deeds.’’*

But sufficient has been adduced to prove
that they to whom the office and authority of
Teachers were pre-eminently given, were con-
tent to rest their claims to be reeceived in this
character, upon their individual or personal
distinctions ; and that they never referred to
the authority by which they were sent, to sub-
stantiate, or even "to corroborate them. They
were sent, truly ; for the scripture saith ‘“How
ean they preach except they be sent ?”’t but
this sending was of God, and consisted more
(a8 indeed the passage implies,) in a due qua-
lification for the office, than in the delegation
of didactic authority; for, as has bcen shewn,
it was the message or work, and not the mes-
senger, which was to accredit an cmbassy from
Bod. (Sec 2 Tim. ii. 15.) We may proceed
therefore to consider the proofs which the Scrip-
tare affords that the disciples of Jesus Christ
were 1o récewe no one as o Teacher saving upon
the sole ground of their individaal perceeption,
and counscquent acknowledgment, of his  spi-
ritual gifts and graces.

* 2 Cor. xil. 11. + Rom. x. 10,
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In addition, then, to the reasons already given
for believing that this is the will ot God con-

cerning His people, we may adduce those which
are supplied by a consideration of the urgent
cautions of the holy Scriptures as to whom the
disciples of Jesus Christ should kear or follow:
cautions which have never been withdrawn,
and the responsibility of disregarding which,
has never been removed. If the blind lead the
blind, what saith the Scripture? that the au-
thority of the Leader shall do away with the
responsibility of the Follower? no, but “they
shall both fall into the ditch.”* If any one appear
before the flock of Christ in the name or garb |
of a Shepherd, will such appearance authorise !
their following him ! no, for they are expressly
warned to ‘‘beware of wolves in sheep’s cloth-
ing;”’t to “take heed what they hear;”’] and

to “know the trece by its fruits;”’§ seeing that |
““as Satan himself is transformed into an angél
of hight, 1t 18 no grcat thing if his ministers
also be transformed as the ministers of righte-
ousness.”’|| In no passage of the sacred vo-
lume is it said that there should be eaternal tes-
timonies to warrant the coufidence of the Lord’s

co iR SLRKTORN ARG
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pecople 1n those who would assume authority
among them: nay, it is plainly 1ntimated that
such testimonials should invariably be rejected
as a ground for either their confidence or sub-
mission: for if the pretensions of individuals

were to be substantiated by so simple and easy
a process as a Dbare reference to an earthly aun-

thority, why should the scriptures abound in
cautions respecting them ! If any one might
come to a congregation of Believers, and say,

[ am sent by a Bishop, or Presbytery, or Church,
professing the faith of Jesus, and could claim
in consequence, their submission to his autho-

rity and guidance, it is evident that upon simply
receiving a proof of his mission, they would
be bound to recognise and follow him : but why
then are they exhorted to ¢ try the spirits whe-
ther they be of God,”* and to let any one be
“anethema maranatha” who brought not the
true doctrine of Christ 7+ Was it not said by
the blessed Lord Himself, that the external evi-
dences of Teachers of divine things should be
so fallacious that “if it were possible,”’ they
should deceive the very elect? and why should
it be so hardly possible 1n their case, when (if
the appointment by others were to be authori-
¢ ] John iv. 1. + Cor. xvi. 22.
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tative with them) not their own enlichtened
judgment, but the opmion of those by whan
these teachers were sent, was to decide upon
the validity of their pretensions?

The reply to these questions is obviously in
the declaration which has already been advanced,
that not the source of the mission, but the ac-
cordance of the message with the doctrine which
1s after godliness, should accredit the messen-
ger and maintain his authority as a l'eacher of
divine things. For although some were (in the
days of the oral gospel) accredited by miracu-
lous evidences (1mparted, 1t might be, by the
laying on of hands of such as at that time had
power to communicate such gifts of the Holy
Spirit,) yet by thewr fruils only, were they to
be known and acknowledged in the Churches.
“We beseech you brethren to know them
which labour among you, and arc over you in
the Lord, and admonish you; and to estcem
them very highly in love for their work’s sake.’*
“Remember them which have the rule over you
(i. e. those of . the Elders among you,) who
have spoken. unto you the word of God: whosc
fasth, follow,. considering the end of their con-
versation. Jesus Christ, the same vesterday,

* 1 Thes. v. 13.
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to day, and for ever.”* In such cxhortations
i8 the duty of submission sct forth to those
(especially those Elders ¢ who labour n the
word and in doctrine,”” 1 Tim. v. 17.) whose
conduct and conversation afforded lively evi-
dences that they had received-of God sueh gifts
and graces as were necessary to their being re-
garded as Teachers in the Churches; while the
source of their mission is not once alluded to,
either as a ground for the introduction or con-
tinuance of such authority.
- But even more evident is it from the word
of God, that in no case whatever was the au-=
thority of individuals to interfere with the right
of teaching possessed by every member of a
Christian Church, to whom the requisite gifts
might be committed. In evidencing this, it will
be well to anticipate the plausible objection that
confusion would fullow the unrestrained exercise
of this right; (an objection which, at the same
time, has only the weight of an argument by
which the abuse of that which is good and pro-
fitable is urged against its wuse,) but we may
ask the Apostle’s simple but important question
“Are all Teachers ?”’ + Is it in the recollection
* Heb. xiii. 8.  + 1 Cor, xii. 29. '
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of any, either objectors or otherwise, to have
found in any assembly of Delievers, meeting
for the consideration of religious subjects, an
inconvenient number who have been cither
willing or able to teach, by submitting their
views to their assembled brethren? There may
be exceptions to due order and regularity in
the proceedings of those who assemble 1 the
name of Him who ¢‘is not the author of con-
fusion,”’ + and whose Spirit is a Spirit of order
and peace; as is instanced in the conduct of
the Corinthian Church: hut if the assembly
or Church, exercise the power at all times pos-
sessed by it, (unless it be surrendered by an
amalgamation with the rights and powers of the
world,) and “put away from amongst’’* its
members those who act disorderly, it can never
operate so injuriously as would the suppression
of the edification which those who are spiri-
tual might impart. Paul saw the irregularity
of the Corinthian Churches, yet did neither the
suppression of their mode of teaching, nor the
formation of an order of sclected or licensed

Teachers, occur to him as the remedy; on the

contrary he exhorts them to let each speak in
*1 Cor. xiv, 33. + 1 Cor. v. 13.

i
g
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turn, and to accommodate their right of speak-
ing to the convenience of all to whomn any thing
might be revealed, so that ¢“all may learn aud
all may be comforted :"’* the cancelling of the
command to ‘“‘edify one another’’t by the svp-
pression of the mutual exhortation and edifica-
tion of Believers, at their public assemblies, in
consequence of these irregularites, being no
more reeommended than the suppression of their
social setting forth of the Locd’s death, because
that “‘in eating, every one took before other
his own supper, and one was hungry and an~
other was drunken.’”  The wisdom of the:
world has interfered indeed, even in this highest.
exercise of Christian union and communion,.

‘i the substitution of many heartless ceremo-.
nials for the affectionate and affecting simplicity
of the gospel mode whereby Believers are en-
joined to “shew forth the Lord’s death until he
some ;°° but in both instances, although order
may be preserved among the many false pro-
sors who are taught to regard the religion of
_;rist as a system of regulations and restraints,
it is but too evident that the immediate con-
sequence of the modes whereby such order is

~ ®1Cor.xiv. 31, +1 Thes. v. 11. 3 1 Cor. xi, 2]
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preserved, is the destruction of that interest in,
and enjoyment of, what is sct forth either by
word or act, by which the constraining love of
the Redeemer and His people was to be kindled
and increased. But the consideration of the
ordinances of the blessed Lord’s appointment

in His churches may be reserved for a future
part of this publication. I would return, there-
fore, to the matter immediatcly before us, 1n a
few words of entreaty and exhortation to such
as may have patiently weighed the scriptural
proofs and reasonings which have been adduced
to substantiate its claim to their serious and
prayerful attention. Dear Brethren, it is again
a question as to whether you will obey cop or
MAN, which is submitted to you; and with you
it remains to resolve deliberately, to whose

government and teaching you will henceforth
submit yourselves.

- Upon all of you who remain in the bondage of
human Establishments, or who countenance and
support them by your presence and example,
I would urge with affection and earnestness,
a careful and sincere consideration of their re-
~sistance to the written word of God, not only (as
1 shewed in the first part of this work) by the
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deposition of those Rulers whom the Holy
Ghost has appointed, but in the assumption,
also, of a power to suppress the teaching of
those whom He qualifies, and whom He has

commanded to be ‘‘Stewards of the manifold
grace of God.” Can you be faithful followers of

the holy Jesus while you thus act? or are you
not rather saying ‘““Lord, Lord,” while you not
only neglect but resist His commandments ?

I write unto you Fathers, entreating you to
consider if ye do well in despising the exhor-
tation which lays upon you the duty of tending
and taking the oversight of the flock of God ?

When the ‘chief Shepherd” shall appear will

He praise you for so doing, or will He accept as

an excuse for your rl_egle(it, the declaration that
you left this your bounden duty to be performed
by those who were appointed by human
‘authority to supersede you:?

I write unto you “ye younger,”’ not only to
remind you again of the command which is
laid upon yoa to ‘“submit yourselves unto the
elder,” but to exhort you to consider also
whether there be not some, if not many among
you, who are described 1n the words which
render it lmperative upon you to ‘“speak as
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the oracles of God,”’ and to ‘““minister as of the |
ability which God giveth, that God in all things
may be glorified through Jesus Christ.”” The
words of the commandment which contains
your complete ordination, without the presum-
tuous sanction of man, are “As EVERY MaN
kas received the qift, evem so mimister the same
one to another.”” Are you, then, prepared to

say to your Lord that you have received no gift
of knowledge or of utterance which might be
beneficial to His assembled people? or will you
too, say that you have committed the perform-
ance of your duties to others?

I write to all who have received the ““gift”’ of
“precious faith,”” and who by the grace of their
Covenant God have been brought to love the
Lord Jesus Christ 1n sincerity ; and beseech
you as dear Brethren and Sisters in the hope
of His glorious appearing, to consider whether
you do that which is pleasing in His sight, in
lending yourselves to the support of systems
which are opposed to His governance, and
which command them to be silent whom he has
commanded to speak; and whether you do
rightly or wisely in neglecting for the assemblies
of such 1ebellious systems, that ‘“assembling of
yourselves together’’ which is commanded for
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the cxpress purposc of “‘exhorting one another,”

as the mecans (the expressly appointed means

in that blessed book which is able to make you
wise unto salvation) whereby you are to be
kept from being *‘hardened by the deceitfulness
of sin,”’ and made to grow in grace and in the
knowledge of your only Lord and Saviour?

The Lord grant to every one of you to lay
these things to heart, and to act faithfully in
accordance with His written word 1n respect
to them.

But allusion has been made to the ‘“laying
on of hands’’ of the apostolic day: it will be
expected therefore that a few words of expla-
nation should be giver upon this point.

It is the commonly received opinion that in

the laying om of hands a form was intended
whereby the communication of spiritual author-
ity was set forth and consummated, so that

the person who had undergone this form, was
to be considered in the light of one to whom
authority was committed by the ceremony.
But where, in the word of God, is such an ex-
planation recorded? We have seen that the
source of authority is considered of no impor-
tance in the sacred records: and a further
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consideration of them will evidence the true
and simple purport of the imposition of hands,
It has been intimated that while the scrip-
tures were not fully written, the manifestation
of supernatural signs was imparted to the
preachers of the gospel by this means: and a
sufficient proof that this was the sole object
of " this ceremony is to be found in those scrip-
tures 1n which this its only consequence is
recorded ; such, for instance, as the Apostle
Paul’s exhortation to Timothy (whom he urges
to “make proof ™ of his ministry,) “Neglect not
the gift which 1s in thee, which was given thee
by prophecy, with the laying on of hands of the
Presbytery;”’ and ¢I put thee in remembrance
that thou stir up the gift of God which is 1n
thee by the laying on of my hands ;’ and the
many other scriptures 1n which miraculous
powers of the Holy Ghost are shewn to
have been conveyed by this form; from which
it is distinctly to be seen that such a quali-
fication of those to whom the wyel wunwril-
ten word was committed, was imparted by 1it,
as could leave no reasonable doubt concern-
ing the authority both of the persons recom-
mendecd or by whom the recommendation. er
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appointment was made; advantages which we
shall in vain look for as the consequences of that
imitation of this ceremony to which in the pre-
sent day the reception of didactic aathority is
ascribed. The person in possession of some
miraculous gift might properly be considered in
the light of a Teacher having authority; and
they who were able to impart such gifts, stood
recommended by powers which no man could
have "‘except God were with him; but in the
mere laying on of hands without perceptible
consequences, the sincere seeker after Truth can
recognize no sign from above : nay rather, in the
impotence and pretension of such a form, the
very evidences of human weakness and presump-
tion are set before him. It was necessary in the
absence of the wriffen testimony that the Gospel

should be disseminated by means of those whose

personal authority should give due weight to the
declaration of its glorious truths, both for the
comfort and establishment of those to whom
grace was given to believe, and to justify the
condemnation of those who rejected it. How
then was this personal authority to be communi-
cated 7 or rather, how was it communicated ¢
As we have scen above, by the laying on of
“hands of those who possessced the power of thus

D






