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To the Rev. Dr. RoBERrT J. BRECKINRIDGE:

Sr—The undersigned, Elders of the Presbyterian churches in the ¢ity of Baltimore, bein
exceedingly desirous that a more general knowledge on the questions in reference to Ruling Elder
discussed in Synod at its late meeling in this city, should be diffused amongst the Elders ar
members of the Presbyterian Church generally, in this country, respectfully request that you wi
write out your speeches on these questions, delivered in the Synod, and cause them to be print
for circulation,

Such of the undersigned as were present in Synod at the discussion of these agitating question
beg leave respectfully to tender you their sincere and grateful thanks for your very able and el
quent defence of the rights and privileges of Ruling Elders, which they deem to have been invad
by the late General Assembly.

BavrrmMore, November 3, 1843,

Elders of the

W. L. GiLt, 1st Presbyterian Churel

MaxwxLr McDoweLL,
Davip StuarT.

Davip B. Prixce.. Elder of the 3d Churchk
Jorn McKEeEN. Elder of the 4th Churck
Jor~x WiLson,

R. J. Cross,

Roszrr Browr, Elders of the 2d Churc

Joun Fraxciscus,
J. HArRMAN BrOWN,
PeTER FENBY.



PRESBYTERIAN GOVERNMENT

NOT A HIERARCHY, BUT A COMMONWEALTH.

THE S8UBSTANCE OF AN ARGUMENT ON THE COMPOSITION OF THE QUORUM OF A PRESBYTERY;
DELIVERED IN THE SYNOD OF PHILADELPHIA, MET AT BALTIMORE,
oNX THE 20TH OF OCTOBER, 1843,

) My regret, Moderator, that the gentleman who has
Mt aken his seat (Kensey Jokns, Esq.) should be found
toatending against the rights of that class of officers of
vhich he is an ornament, is mixed with admiration
#(bis frank and kind demeanour—contrasting so strong-
 with the course which leading ministers of the gos-
Min this body, have considered it their duty to pursue.
If he sdvocates of that preposterous dogma, 8o current
mongst us, that by ordination men transmit the essence
of the offices they hold, could only prove that in the
Qne manner they may transmit the spirit which actu.
"Ftbem; I, for one, sir, would infinitely prefer to be or-
duined with the imposition of the hands of a body of ru-
g eiders, like my friend from Delaware, to the most
Wnmpeachable descent through popery, prelacy, or new-
schoolism, which can be boasted by any of those, who
lves in positions which should entitle them,
W they appear to suppose, to control these questions in
'dis8ynod, As to the proposition which the member
M resd,* and which he proposes to offer at a future
e of the business, I am glad to see that it distinctly
Fpudiates the miserable sophistry put into the mouth of
tie lagt Assembly, and proclaims the duty of the church-
& send up ruling elders, and that of the elders to
tead the Presbyteriee.t I must eay, however, that
B sotion of a quorum of a church court being estab-
by those gracious promises of our Saviour that be
*uld be present where two or three are gathered in
mame, and that if two would agree what they ask
| be done for them; seems to me in the last degree
Reciful: or if there be any weight in the argument of
minute, then it is t00 manifest to need proof, that
mthis ground two officers, whether they be preachers or
hling elders being wholly immaterial, may constitute
tery church court authorized by Seripture, and there-
bre the Assembly, and the constitution of the church are
¥ fir wrong, as the persons againet whom the member
Wlevelled his paper. But in truth these divine promi-
Bwitle the quorum of a prayer meeting, or at most
fa {hurch, and have norelation to the present subject.
{19 unforwnate that the question before us appears
vbe 80 minute. In point of fact the ultimate principle
Tolved is one of the most important and comprehensive
h{oonld be submitted to the people of God. In decid-
'8 1t, we virtually decide, whether our church constitu-
90 esablishes a government under which the final pow.
fand the actual authority are in the hands of the preach-
™ a8 preachers, or of the body of Christian people to

e;sf& ia" P 614 Spirit of the XIX. Century, for Novem-
tCompare Chancellor Johns® nanar with the Assemblv'a

be exercised through officers regularly connected with
them: and as we confess that our constitution derives
its binding force from its accordance with the word of
God, the question at last is, between a divine hierarchy
and a divine commonwealth. It is a gquestion whose
fearful scope is manifest upon every page of the history
of Christianity ; and the members of this Synod who
have made so great efforts to strangle in the birth this
effort to examine it, are unjust to themselves, and inat.
tentive to some of the most portentous indications of the
age.

There are many great, general, and precious truths
upon which I will not venture to doubt that we are all
agreed—and which, yet seem to be decisive of the pre-
sent subject. I cannot therefore omit to state the more

obvious of them; and yet I ought not to consider it -

necessary to prove them, since they are explicitly held
forth in our ecclesiastical standards. Such are the pro-
positions, that God has established a kingdom in this
world ; that this kingdom is wholly distinet from all se.
cular kingdoms, and entirely independent of all civil ma-
gistracies; that the visible church of Jesus Christ is that
kingdom, and be, the Lord Jesus, its only head and
king, its eole lawgiver, its sole priest, and by his word
and Spirit its only infallible teacher—and that the only
safe, certain, and entire rule of faith and practice is con-
tained in sacred Scripwre. That to this kingdom, thus
set up, held forth, and guided, the Lord Jesus Christ has
given an outward government and permanent officers,
our standards clearly teach, (Conf. Faith, ch. xxxi, sec.
1); but the immediate application, as well as the great im-
portance of these two principles, require a more particular
notice of them,

That church government is in the hands of Assemllies,
congregational, claseical, and synodical, and not of chureh
officers individually considered, (Form of Gov. cb, viii,
sec. 1); that the church is governed by Judicatories, not
by officers acting personally, (Idem ch. xiii. sec..1,) is
the explicit doctrine of our constitution. This prinoiple
is fundamental and vital to our entire system, and consti-
tutes one of the most striking characteristics by which
Presbyterianism is separated from Prelacy on one hand,
and Independency on the other. For our government is
not in the hands of individual officers, and therefore is
not prelacy ; neither is it in the hands of the whole bro-
therhood of each separate congregation as an indepen-
dent body, and therefore it is not Independency : but it
is in the hands of Assemblies, of Assemblies too which
are classical and synodical as well as congregational,
and which even when congregational, are delegated and
not popular. It is a Christian commonwealth;; it is
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democracies. And such is the constagt doctrine of the
soundest Presbyterian churches in every age, and of the
greatest expounders of our system every where, “ It is
lawful and agreeableto the word of Gud that the church
be governed by several sorts of Assemblies, which are
congregational, classical, and synodical,” is the language
of the Westminster Assembly, adopted by the venera-
ble Kirk of Scotlandwearly two hundred years ago; lan-
guage conveying a sen¥ment, held from the first dawn
of the Reformation. Four years before the Scottish
Kirk approved the « Form of Presbyterian church govern-
ment,” agrecd on at Westminster (which it did in 1645),
indeed, two years before the Westminster Assembly con-
vened, the General Assembly of 1641, in a formal paper
addressed to the Parliament of England, « with universal
consent,” as they declare, pleading that « the Prelaticall
Hierarchie” might be  put out of the way,” adopted the
following remarkable language :  For although the Re-
formed Kirks do hold without doubting, their Kirk offi-
cers, and Kirk government by Assemblies higher and
lower, in their strong and beautiful subordination, to be
jure divino and perpetusll: yet Prelacie, as it d.ffereth
from the office of a pastor, i8 almost universally acknow-
Jedged by the Prelates themselves, and their adherents, to
be but an humane o:dinance,” &c.* And still earlier,
the leading mind in the church of God during the illus-
trious era of the second Reformation in Scotland, the
Solemn League and Cuvenant, and the Westminster As-
sembly—the most brilliant epuch of modern history—
had set this whole subject in precisely the light in which
I am now endeavouring to present it, as a matter ab-
solutely inherent in the very nature of Presbyterian po-
lity, and distinguishing it precisely from a government
by prelates. Ina paper drawn up by Alexander Hender-
son in 1640, and subm‘tied by the Scottish Commission.
ers in London (of whom he was one,) to the « Loids of
the Treaty” who were endeavouring to draw cluser the
bonds of union between Scotland and England ; * unity
in religion, uniformity of church government, as a spe-
cial means to conserve peace” being the general subject
of the paper—and the utter hopelessness of unity, uni-
formity or peace, while prelacy remained the established,
exclusive, intolerant State religion of England, being
one of the special points argued in it; that wonderful
man, uses the following explicit language: « They (the
prelates) have left nothing undone which might tend to
the overthrow of our church, not only of late, by the oc-
casion of these troubles whereof they have been the au-
thors, but of vld, from that opposition which is between epis-
copal government and the government of the Reformed
churches by Assemblies;”" and again, “The Reformed
churches do hold without doubting, their church officers,
pastors, doctors, elders, and deacons, and their church
government by Assemblies, to be jure divino, and perpe-
tual, as is manifest in all their writings.”t It cannot
be questioned, sir, that all those churches, strictly called
Reformed, did once hold with unanimous consent, and
that their standards of faith, order and discipline do still
every where teach, that the government of the church of
God is, jure divino, a free commonwealth, a government

by Assemblies; and it would be the idlest affuctation for
me to labour in a body like this, to prove that, this being
granted, every thing which cannot, both in principle and

in practice, be made to accord with this grand truth, is
gontrary to the revealed will of God aud to the general

‘oe Printed Acts of the General Assembly of the Church
land, 1682, p. 130, acts of the year 1641,
a e in Hathorinmtinm®e Mias 1Waus

cncrnsbahla nanas

sentiment of the Recformed churches, and necessar
tends either to the disorganization of the church or
tyranoy in i,

The manner of constituting these Assemblies and t
officers who compose them, are stated in the clean
manner in our standards, « The ordinary and perpett
officers in the church are Bishops or Pastors ; the rep:
sentatives of the people, usually styled Ruling Elde
and Deacons.” (Form of Government ch. iii. sec. 2
The church Session consists of a Pastor and Ruling ]
ders, (Idem ch. ix. sec. 1:) a Presbytery of Ministersa
Ruling Elders, (Idem ch. x. section 2:) a Synod of B
ops and Eiders, (Idem. ch. xi. sec. 2:) and the Gene
Assembly “of an equal delegation of Bishops and |
dets.” (Idem ch. xii. sec. 2.) These are the ordint
Assemblies of the church; these are the officers w
compose them; these are the Assemblies and these
officers composing them, into whose hands God |
committed the government of his visible church—acc
ding to our covenanted faith. And with us agree the
formed churches in general. The Second Book of L
cipline of the Scottish Kirk, drawn up by Andrew A
ville, a man heroic as Knox and learned as Calvin-
eystem formally adopted by the Scottish Assemblies
1578 and 1581 —deliberately eworn to in the natic
covenant, and revived and ratified afresh in the memx
ble Assembly of 1638, and not only confirmed by m
acte of other assemblies, but made the basis of the ls
which settled the church.government of Scotland
1592, 1640, and 1690: this clearest and noblest monum
of church order not only fully bears out the statem:
of our own constitution,* but declares, concerning Ru
Elders and their relations 10 the Church Courte—w!
are the special subjects of this discussion, that, + T
principal office is, fo hold assemblies with the pastors
dostors, who are also of their number, for establiskin
good order, and execution of discipline;” (Ch. vii.
section, Duncan’s Cull. p. 77.) And the Scottish
sembly of 1647, in one of the most emphatic public dv
ments ever put forth by a church court, bearing a sole
and, as the paper asserts on its face, 8 unanimous 1
mony * against the dangerous T'enets of Erastianisme
Independencie™—dclivers itself, in these words, 6."
Ecclesiastical Government is committed and entrust
Christ to the Assemblies of the Kirk,made up of the.
isters of the Word and Ruling Elders:" and this, a
with seven other heads of doctrine, “the General
sembly doth firmly believe, own, maintain and comt
unto others, as solid, true, orthodoxe, grounded upo
Word ofGod, consonant to the judgment both of thean
and the best Reformed Kirks.,”t And again, say.
derson and the Scottish commissioners to London i
paper before cited, # Much is spoken and written fc
limitations of Bishops; but what good can their limit
do to the church, if ordination and ecclesiastical juri
tion shall depend upon them, and shall not be absol
into the hands of the Assemblies of the Church."t ]
sir, here is testimony just as conclusive as that o1
former point, that Ruling Elders are by divine righ
by inherent necessity a component part of cvery a:
bly in a settled church state ; that this is the general
trine of the Reformed churches aswell as of our owr
stitution; that the right and necessity of this presence o
ing Elders in church Assemblies,distinguishes Prest
anism from Erastianism and Independency, as well as
Prelacy, as completely asthe existence of the Asser

* See Seccnd Boo!‘ of _I{iaf’ipl'iae. chs. vi. and wii. pe
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themselves does; and that the usurpation by Bishops of
the two grand powers residing in these Assemblies, called
by Henderson the powers “of ordination and ecclesiastical
jurisdiction,” must at last place the church, as such a
uwswpation always heretofore has placed her, helpless and
prostrate at the feet of a hierarchy ; just as inevitably as
the usurpation of the same powers by the State subjects
her to the civil power; or the usurpation of them by the
brotherhood in each congregation disorganizes entirely
her whole constitution. Sir, these truths are as obvious
2 their operation is irresistible ; and it is incomprehen-
sible 10 me how any man who is qualified to sit in any
ussembly of our church, can have a doubt in regard to
them. They are truths which are infinitely fruitful as
well as transparently clear; and their careful considera-
tion would settle many questions now disputed amongst
u, and correct practices neither few nor harmless which
may one day become t0o stong for reason. 1 will not,
bowever, follow them at present beyond the scope of
the question befure us.

The exact accordance of these two fundamental truths
with Holy Scripture, will not, I presume, be openly ques-
tioned here. Not only is the general scope of God's
word constantly relied on, but the particular passages are
always cited in our own and in all the siandards of the
Reformed churches, by which it is judged that every pro-
position asserted, is divinely sustained: and then it is
confessed in the most unqualified terms that where God's
vord does not bear us out, either by its express language
or by its necessary intent, there we have no authority to
define any thing or to enforce any thing—except it may
be in some circumstances common to the church and to
buman actions and societies, and even with rega:d to
these the general rules of the Word are always to be ob-
wrved. (Confession of Faith, ch. 1. sec. 6) It must
Al be well known that questions of church government,
td these questions touching Assemblies and Ruling El-

*ders in particular, have been more largely and elaborate.
ly discussed than most others ; and that the purest Re.
fomed churches, and especially those standards from
which ours have been chiefly taken, are clear and posi-
e, in asserting the jus divinum of Presbyterial govern-
ment. A jus divinum of the same character as that as-
sited for our system of doctrine ; requiring in both cases
8 smple and faithful adherence on our part, and requiring
in neither, harshness or intolerance towards those who
difler from us ; asserting in both cases the duty of God’s
people; but denying in neither that his people may be
gethered into true churches, though neither their doctrine
nor their order may seem to us scriptural in all respects.
Sach, T venture 1o believe, is the view of the Presbyterian
Church in the United States ; and as regards the present
apect of this argument, there are none here, I sup-
pose, who will openly question that if our standards
teach that jurisdiciion is in the hands of the Presbytery,
tbey do 80 on the authority of Goud's word ; if they teach
that none but Presbyters may be component parts of
Presbytery, and that Ruling Elders are Presbyters and
therefore are component parts of Presbytery, they teach
this also on the same authority, That these standards
and those of the Reformed churches in general do thus
teach, I think I have clearly shown ; and when it shall
be questioned that this teaching is in accordance with
dvine truth, I will endeavour to make good this ground
of our common faith.
) It would appear, then, that the case is clearly against
our
Charch a Presbvterv can be regularly constituted without

all proper respect, that the circumstances attending
the progress of this question through the Assembly, fur-
nish ground for surprise and regret. It seems to have
been taken up by the Committee of Bills and Overtures
without any order from the house; to have been laid be-
fore that committee by a single individual ; and to have
occupied in its entire consideration only a part of one
session of the Assembly. It does not appear that there
was difficulty in the church vpon the subject—or any call
for sudden action in regard to it. The committee which
reported it consisted of two Ruling Elders and six Minis-
ters, and of these six Ministers three were fron one Sy-
nod (New Jersey), and three only were Pastors; and in
the Assembly itself, which struck this deadly blow at the
office of Ruling Elder, there were above forty more Min-
isters than Elders—and this excessive disproportion was
aggravated by the fact that an unusual number of the
leading ministers of the body, were persons not engaged
in the regular wo k of the ministry of the word. Of the
eighty-three persons who voted for the minute which
passed the Assembly, sixty-three were ministers; of the
thirty-five who voted against it eighteen were ministers;
demonstrating that unhappy and dangerous prepossession
which seems 1o characterise the feelings and opinions of
our minieters upon cvery question touching the position
and rights of the Ruling Elders, and to threaten the
Church with the terrible calamity of the permanent sub-
jugation of these last named officers, and, as must inevi-
tably follow, the overthrow of the freedom of the church
itself.*

Now, Moderator, what is pretended—what is alleged
to jusiify such a decision, under such circumstances? Let
any man read the formal justification of the Assembly,t
and, if he is able, pronounce it satisfactory. What, sir,
are idle professions of respect an adequate compensation
for a fatal decision impeaching the fundamental truths
that our church government is one by Assemblies, of
which Ruling Elders are a constituent part, and this jure
divino? s it true, sir, in point of fact, that according
to our constitution, congregations are not required to
send delegates to Presbytery? Is it true, that*a Pres.
bytery has no authority, whatever, to compel the attend-
ance of Elders 7" If these are the real sentiments of the
church, the idea of our possessing any government at all,
in the proper sense of that word, is utterly absurd—except
so far as that government is for ministers and in the
hands of ministers; which can result in nothing but an
irresponsible clerical domination. If these are not the
sentiments of the church, let us vindicate at once the
sacred principles which we profess to have received from
God himeelf, and uphold in its integrity that noble spirit-
ual commonwealth, in which, being divinely called, we
bear offices for whose proper exercise we must account
both to posterity and to Christ.

But, it is argued, the constitution itself bears out the
decision of the Assembly, and provides that a quoium

of a Presbytery may be furmed without the presence of |

Ruling Elders. The Assembly decided, * that any three
ministers of a Presbytery, being regularly convened, are
a quorum competent to the transaction of all business.”
(Minutes, p. 196.) The constitution of the church on the
other hand declares that « Any three ministers, and as
many elders as may be present belonging to the Presby-
tery, being met at the time and place appointed, shall be
a quorum competent to proceed to business.” (Form of
Government, ch. x, sec, 7.) The thing to be proved is

|

Qoo Winutsa of the Aesembly for 1843, pp. 196. 190, 170. W
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that these two propositions contain one and the same
truth; a thing which never can be proved, while words
retain their proper signification, and the great principles
of our church polity remain unchanged. And until it is
proved, the decision of the Assembly is erroneous and
destructive—and it is our manifest duty to labour for its
reversal. What is required to be disproved, is the agree-
ment of these two propositions, and of consequence the
erroneousness of the one pronounced by the Assembly.
This I now proceed to do.

What sir, is a quorum ?  Gentlemen talk and write, as
if it were a fifth court of the Church; or rather a sort
of sub.court to every Church Assembly. If Ruling El.
ders are essential to the composition of a Presbytery, and
a quorum of a Presbytery is actually and potentially a
Presbytery ; then by the terme of the proposition, Ruling
Elders are essential to the formation of this quorum.
If a quorum of a Presbytery is not a Presbytery, actually
constituted and competent to proceed to business—then
10 assert that it can do all the business of a Presbytery
~—is utterly absurd and self contradictory; or else it is
the erection of a new court, which can do all the busi-
ness of a Presbytery, without being a Presbytery—which
1s contrary 10 common sense, to the constitution, and to
the Scriptures. And yet, sir, it is upon quibbles and
cvasions like this, that men having a character in the
Church, are content to rest the defence of acts and prin-
ciples subversive of the order of God’s house! It ought
1o be, and I suppose is, well known to the members of
this court, that many law processes take their names
from the first or other prominent words in them. Thus we
say, habeas corpus, capias ad satisfaciendum, fieri facias,
venditioni exponas, venire facias, &c. &c.; designating
by these terms writs in common use and we!l understood.
Such is the origin of our use of the word quorum;
the king by his writ appoints certain persons to particu-
lar duties or offices, of which persons (quorum) he speci.
fies in his warrant, certain individuals or a certain num-
ber as competent to act, or required to be present. The
rule of common eense, and universal practice, in the ab.
rence of any such specific provision, in regard to delib-
erative bodies at least, necessarily is lex majoris partis—
the law of the greater number; less than the majority
not being, in the eye of reason, the body iself, and the
majority being capable of determining the question, even
where all are present. Thus taken, the two provisions
determining the composition and the quorum of a Presby-
tery, put together, read as follows:—A Presbytery con.
sists of all the ministers and one Ruling Elder from each
congregation within a particular district; of whom
(quorum) any three ministers, and as many Elders as
may be present, shall be competent to proceed to business,
(Form of Government, chap. x. sec. 2 and 7); and the
question is, are any Elders at all required to be present?
1 answer yes. 1. Because every instrument of writing
i to be 8o construed as to be consistent with itself: this
ipstrument declares Ruling Elders to be a component
part of all church Assemblies; and therelure it cannot
here mean to say this Aseembly is not composed in part
of them; for in that case a quorum of Presbytery could
be no church Assembly at all. 2. Every law must re-
ceive such a construction, if such can be fairly given to
it, as will make it consistent with fundamental constitu-
tione which the makers of the law recognised as pare-
mount authority, and which they are nut to be presumed

wiolate, unless they plainly do go: but the makers of

svision of our church constitution admit the para-
‘bligation of the word of God, and admit that by
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therefore as they do not here expreasly say they are not
they must not be presumed to mean that they are not
for if they do, they must mean that a quorum is a mer
nullity, which is absurd, 3. In construing every in
strument, the parts that are doubtful must be explainec
by the parts that are clear: but it is absolutely plain tha
by 1his instrument Elders are a component part of al
church courts; therefore this doubiful sentence canne
mean that they are not a component part of this particu
lar church court; and if a quorum of Presbytery, is no
a Presbytery, and so a church court, there is noihing 1
argue about. 4. The words about the presence of El
ders must have some meaning given to them, if there b
any meaning they will bear; to say they mean that El
ders may be members if present, is idle—for that is al
ready provided for in the second section; to say the|
mean it is not material whether they be present or not, i
absurd, as is already proved—for other parts of th
instrument settle, that, jure divino, they area componen
part of the body: there is nothing else they can mear
except that some must be present, but ow many is imma
terial; this therefore is obliged 10 be the seuse of th
words—and this is, indeed, their obvious sense. 5. Th
copulative, and, plainly shows that others besides th
three ministers were designed to be present; if thre
ministers make a quorum, that is cleairly expresse
in the definition of the General Assembly ; but the coz
stitution adds another clause about Elders and couples |
conjunctively ; therefore it must mean more than the At
sembly means—and Eldeis must be those meant; or i
not, who are the others meant in the clause? 6. Thi
is the more clear when it is considered that the Presb)
tery being composed of two classes of persons, differer
in many important respects, something more thana mel
indirection must be necessary to exclude one entire clas
and above all where the class thus 10 be excluded is th
very one from which the particular court and the entit
denomination derive their narue, the very one which |
by eminence invested with the right to exercise govert
ment and discipline in all church assemblies. 7. It!
said may be present never can be made 10 mean must |
present; and therefore there must be implied a conditic
and a discretion: I answer many can never be made|
mean none; and as for the condution, it applies to U
number present not to the fact of presence; and as f
the implied discretion, I deny it, for it is the duty of s
sion to send the Elder, it is his duty to go, and it is 1l
duty of the Presbytery to make him come and to recet
him when he arrives. 8. Suppose the same phraseolo
were used as to the ministers necessary in making a qu
rum as is used in regard to the Elders, thus, A Prest
tery consisis of all the ministe:s and one Ruling Eld
from each congregation within a particular d striet,
whom (quorum) as many ministers and as many Elde
as may be present, shall be competent to proceed

business;" in this case would any human being dou
that both ministers and Elders must be present 7 If ni
then it is manifest that the present phraseology requil
some Elders to be present. 9. It is the settled doctri
of our church, aud of all other Reformed churches, tk
the right to convene in church assemblies, ba
slated and pro re naia, is divine, inherent, and al
gether indepeudent of the civil power;* by our cout
tution, a meeting of Preebytery pro re nata cannot
coavened unless two elders, aud they of different cong

* See Confession of Faith. chep. xxxi passim; Form
ment. chap. x. sec 10; also the act of the Kirk
Scotland, edopting the Westminster Confession. Duncs
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ftions, sign the requisition for it along with two minis-
tn; and these four persons with the presiding officer,
busg convened upon their own call, may do the business
thot pecified, but no other. Now will it be pretended that
the power 10 meet and act pro re nata has a different origin
or ntare, from that to meet statedly ? that the power to
do ome special and it may be immaterial business, is
more hedged about, than the power to do that business
ad all other business besides? If not, then it follows,
tat in this provision we have a clear and explicit siate-
eat of what our constitution intends by the quorum of
Prsiyery. 10, I consider all arguments drawn from
te possible inconvenience that might result, in extreme
aws, from the establishment of the construction here
cantended for, as being entirely fallacious, beside the ques-
2, 10d unwonthy of the subjeci—and all such as are
bed on alleged danger from the possible inattention,
Jerrerseness, or revolutionary epirit of Ruling Elders,
lnding them (0 defeat or break up meetings of Presbyte-
7 8 being insulting to the Ruling Elders, and disre-
Raable 10 those who employ them. 11. If it be urged
Bt a3 the Presbytery is onebody in which two classes of
Penbers are amalgamated, and vote and act jointly and
Mt by classes, and therefore the presence of any mem.
besof the class of Elders is not indispensable ; I reply,
b3 wrgument is inconsistent both with the general prin.
tdes of the constitution, and the express words of the
wder consideration, for if it were true it would
frove that a sufficient number of either class might make
A quorem, bat the words expressly preclude this sense, 1
swer further, that vpon this argument it follows inevi-
"b’! that Raling Elders thus amalgamated must have
ight to impose hands in ordination with other mem.
which is denied by those who use this argument,

W who thereby show their want of confidence in their
™ ibeories.  12. If it be said that inasmuch as in ex-
T c2ses a session may be constituted without the pre-
®et of s minister (Form of Government, ch. ix. sec. 4,)
. that in extreme cases a Presbytery may te con-
W without Elders; I answer, that as the first is by
Irem law, the second must be also, and there is no
bw; further that the existence of clear law for the

%!, and the total want of it for the latter, is conclu-
sgainst it; and further still, that the argument
Rrdicts itself, since it argues from the plenary powers
10 their total want of all power—from their par-

ot importance in a parochial Presbytery to their
insignificance in a classical Presbytery—from their
®y 10 act without ministers in one assembly to the
of ministers to act without them in another assem-

F-all which is abeurd.

Iis upon euch grounds as these, sir, that 1am led to
that this clause about a quorum affords no pre.
“fhl!ever for constituting a Presbytery under our
Witution, out of three ordinary ministers of the word,
Baut the presence of Ruling Eiders. How far the ex-
% of sach a power might be justified in a forming or
h‘_‘ﬁd church state ; or how far it could be successful-
Mnuined in relation to Evangelists, who are admitted
Al ihe reformed churches to be temporary and eatraor-
oy officers; nay, how far Ruling Elders alone would
in very extraordinary cases, in transcending

' boundaries which we have established between paro-
and clagsical assemblies; all these are questions in
™ 10 which there is no necessity for me to express
% time, any other opinion than this—that such pow.

nsent and atvainad ot an 1ncuiental

seech you to consider how easy it would be to subvert the
principle that our church is governed by assemblies, after
subverting that which establishes the composition of those
aseemblies. Surely it would be a task of smell difficulty to
tind some plea upon which the potential authority of the as-
semblies themselves might be irregularly exercised, after sue-
ceeding upon one 8o miserable as the best of those we have
yet been favoured with, in establishing the monstrous propo-
sition that ecclesiastical jurisdiction is cumplete in three
ministers without charge, without the concurrence of the
body of Christ’s people, or the presence of their immedi.
ate representatives divinely called to the exercise of this ;
Or can it be that it is the want of any
adequate impression that the church of Christ has really
a divinely ordained polity, which makes it so difficult to

very function,

prevent her own ministers from transgressing some of

her plainest principles—her own couris from laying vio-
lent hands upon some of her most precious defences, at
the same moment they are devolving on secular corpora.
tions some of her most sacred obligations? 1 desire 10
speak with tenderness and respeci; but unless I greatly
deceive myself, the issue of these questions involves inte-

rests which we cannot handle with too much sobriety.

It has appeared to me, Moderator, that there is a fun.
damental error pervading most of the reasoning which
I have heard and read against the rights of ruling el
ders, which has great influence in fustering the opinions
against which I am now contending. It seems to be sup-
posed that ministers of the word are more essentially
and permanently members of our church courts, than
ruling elders are; indced that they are, some how, more
immediately and sacredly officers of the church of Christ.
Such notions are altogether wrong. These offices are
both alike ordained of God; the persons who fill them
are equally supposed to be called and qualified from
above; the gift of ruling is as real and as distinct a gift
of God as that of teaching; and though the teaching el-
der is entitled to double honour if he both rules and also
labours in word and doctrine, the ruling elder is aleo
by the same divine word, entitled to double honour if he
rules well; and by the same law the teaching elder who
does not labour in word and doctrine, is entited for all

bis ruling to no honour at all, for he has forsaken the'’
most important part of his calling; and the ruling elder’

who rules ill is bereft also of the blessing, because he
has neglected his only calling. Elders, they are alike—
Presbyters and no more, are they both; o deny which
is to deny the express letter of the word of God ¥ ru-
lers are they both, because they are Presbyters; and
though one class has the superadded and more honoura.-
ble function of teaching, as their main wotk, let them
not think that for this reason they are any more rulers
than other Presbyters—and especially let them not think
that they may neglect their work of teaching, as too !
many do, and strive to make up the omission by engross- |
ing, as their main woik, that which is the only work of '
the ruling elders; and let not this latter class fail of the
reward of ruling well, by allowing their office to be de-
spised, their erowns to be taken from tliem, their donble
honour to be rendered nugatory. ‘The work of teaching,
and the work of ruling require gifts entirely distinct from
each other; they are works not ouly separable, but ac-

* See 1 Tim. v. 17. Also, “ The True Nature of a Gospel
Church''—by the great John Owen, especially chs. iii. iv.
vii. viii. in the 20th vol. of his works. edited by Orme: also
Dr Miller's Fassay on the Ruling Elder; especially cha, ii.

lii. iv. V. vi. vii - alan tha firmt article in. the Spiri of
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tually separated in our church—in which our ruling el-
ders have no pretence of a right to be public teachers:
and it is as rulers and not as teachers, that the officers of
the church are invested with its government. It is not
because our ministers of the word are invested with the
right to preach and administer ordinances that they are
invested with the power of rule; but it is because they
are ordained church rulers as well as church teachers,
that they hold and may exercise jurisdiction. Preacher
and Ruler are the furthest possible from being synony-
mous words; Elder and Ruler are strictly synonymous,
as the Scriptures every where teach,* Seeing then that
our ministers of the word exercise spiritual jurisdiction
simply and exclusively because they are Elders them-
selves, upon what ground soever the nution may have
arisen that they are in any way or to any degree more
competent to rule than other elders—it is utterly unten.
able. And seeing it has been proved already that all
church rule is in the hands of Assemblies, it fullows that
preachers as such, can have no relation to such assem-
blies that can give them any power to rule, but must de-
rive that power from the fact that they are elders—Pres-
byters; the very fact upon which ruling elders rest theirs.
No man has the right to rule as minister at large, even
though he be both teaching and ruling elder, as all ad-
mit ; but he must be Pastor of such or such a church 1o
give him any power in it; and he must belong to such
or such an assembly to give him any power there; his
membership and not his right to preach being the im.
mediate ground of his power, and his office as elder,
not as minister of the word, being the fina! ground of it.
These distinctions are impregnably established by the
very nature and distribution of church power. It is
held with a universal consent amongst us that the power
of the church and of all its courts, is merely a ministe-
rial and declarative power; a power to declare the sense
of God’s word, and to execute it : moreover that it is a
power strictly and exclusively moral, to be exercised only
over the souls, the minds, the consciences of men—a
power therefore not absolute in us—but in God only—
and to be exercised by us, simply as a spiritual trust and
upon the authority of Christ, and by no means as an in-
herent power; and again, that its whole force is spent
upon those only who are voluntarily the followers of
Christ, and through their own act fellow-citizens with the
saints. The light of nature and the word of God alike
teach us, that such powers can never be exercised except
by officers bearing a double relation to God and to the
household of faith: it is by the authority of Gud, but it
is also by the consent of God's people, that every spirit-
uval officer is to be appointed and every act of authority
exerted. Every kind of power that can be exercised,
is either a joint or a several power, Ecclesiastical pow-
er that is several, is defined to be potestas ordinis—the
power of order; that which is joint, potestas jurisdic.
tionis—the power of rulet To the former class belong
all such powers as any church officer may exercise per-
sonally, singly—and by right of his order—ex officio;
asthat a minister of the word may preach, administer or-
dinances &c., or that an Elder may counsel, rebuke &c.:
to the latter class belong all powers that cean be exer-.
cised only in assemblies of the church, all which are
* Acts xi. 30; xv. 2,4, 6,22; xvi. 4; xx. 17, 28 ; xxi. 18. 1
Tim.v.17. 1 Pet v.1. 2 Johai. 3Johni. Rom. xi. 8. 1
-v xii, 280 1 Tim. iii. 5, &e,
3ee Second Book of Discipline of the Kirk of Scotland,
vec. 6, which is full and explicit on this subject; see

wen's Guspel Church, ch. vii. vol. 20, p. 473, works;
a Canllectinna of Sienart of Pardovan. n. 38. R 1 1 ivt
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joint and corporate powers, without exception. It f
lows, inevitably, that to suppoee the possession of certs
rights which are several, that is righis of order, gis
a peculiar, inherent, permanent and sacred right wt
exercise of powers which are joint, that is powers of,
riediction, is absurd ; and that the notion that one sort
severul power, to wit, preaching, gives this right mc
sacredly or really than another kind, for example, rel
king, is also absurd; but that all the possessors of |
Jjoint power have an equal and the very same right
its joint exercise, and of course to membership in!
assemblies where alone it can be exerted. And it et
not be 100 often noted that the several exercise of jo
powers, is prelacy and not Presbyterianism; for, as H
derson has well said, in the remark already cited fn
him—if ordination and jurisdiction, both of which ¢
according to our system and to divine truth, joint pow
depend on Bishops—all other limitations can do
church no good. And whatis it, but a tincture of pn
cy, for ministers of the word to claim, if not indeed
exclusive several right to the exercise of all joint pow
at least a superior, more permanent, and more sac
right founded upon the peculiar nature of their sew
powers, to exercise even to the exclusion of Elders, pi
ers which are purely joint?

Let it be further observed, sir, that it isa total illusior
suppose, as many seem to do, that any church courts—
Presbyteries for example—are radically composed
ministers of the Word. Presbyteries are properly ¢
posed of parishes, congregations, particular churches,!
of ministers of the Word. The grand reason assig
for the necessity of Presbyteries is, that % The church
ing divided into many separate congregations, these n
mutval counsel and assistance,” and therefure the
portance and usefulness ofa body in which they may
by their minisiers and elders, (Form of Government
x. sec. 1 and 2.) The keys of the kingdom of hex
are committed into the hands of those who are officer:
churches; and all Synods and councils, in a sel
church siate, are Assemblies which, * it belongeth to
overseers and other rulers of the particular churche
appoint.” (Confession of Faith, ch. xxx. sec. 1—2,
ch. xxxi. sec. 1.) The General Assembly of the 1
of Scotland, in acts passed during the noblest era of
illustrious church, has settled this point in the &
manner, over and over. In an act passed Decet
20, 1638, they say, in terms, * Presbyteries are comp
of sundry Parochins.™ In an act passed June 3,1
« for the present entrie of the new erected Presbyter
Biggar,” and which seems to be in the common fi
twelve particular churches are named and erected in
Presbytery, and then all the ministers and Ruling E!
of the said named churches are empowered to me
Presbytery and exercise the power and juriedictiot
longing to such a body.t And in the important ac
proving the Westminster Confession of Faith, passe
the 27th of August, 1647, the Assembly expressin
sense of ch. xxxi. sec. 2, of that Confession as it p¢
the Synod of Westminstier—expressly say, that it is
in churches « not settled or constituted in point of go’
ment,” that the civil magistraie may call Synods w
are even propetly compused, or that “the ministe
Christ without delegation from their churches mi
themselves, and by virtue of their office meet tog
Synodically ;" and that s neither of these oughtt
done in Kitks constituted and secttled;” for proceed

‘“Pl-imed Acte of the Assemblies of the Kirk of Scc
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wct, the magistrate may always consult, in a settled
church, the assemblies * of ministers and ruling elders
meeting upon delegation from their churches;” and
these assemblies are always free to meet as well pro
re nata, as at ordinary times, upon depulation fiom
the churches, by the intrinsical power received from
Chnsr.”"* | therefore take it, sir, to be indisputable, that ac-
cording to our constitution, and according to the general
principles of the case as uuderstood by the purest Re-
formed church in her purest day—ministers not only do
ot compose Presbyteries or other church courts, by vir-
tee of their office as ministers; but in a settled church
state they are not, in strict right entitled even to appear
in them as constituent members, except as they are
ministers of the particular churches which make up
the presbytery. W hatever force may be derived from a
contrary practice in our church, allowing ministers as
such, to sit in Presbytery—is spent upon the mere fact
ofthat practice ; and that far, in the past and existing
tondition of the church, might appeal 10 the sound dis-
cetion of the church: but even in this case every act
ud record of our church tolerating such a practice, pro-
teeds on the assumption that such ministers are at least
eagaged in the cure of souls, as their main work.t But
how, when & claim is set up, as of right, and is enforced |
by a fatal act of the Assembly, which not only places
&3¢y minister simply as a minister, and in total disregard
of bs having forsaken his covenanted calling—in full
Possession of the amplest powers belonging to a church
nler; when it is alleged, as of divine right, that men of
this description are more inherently church rulers, than
those whuse sole duty it is to rule, and that they may rule
indepeudently of them, and if need be to the exclusion of
Ul participauon of authority by them ; it is high time to
Reur to first principles, and to set the whole subject upon
Mtree and scriptural basie. Thus considered, nothing
4 more clear, than that the rule of the whole church is
Ia“rf'ully and righteously in the hands of the rulers of the
Rriicular churches; and to assert the contrary is to con-
0d for a government which is irresponsible, incompe-
kot without warrant and without delegation; a kind of
gusemment equally repugnant to the light of nature aod
the word of God.

I will now, sir, advance a step further, and show that

act of the last Assembly is contrary to the clear and
well settled construction of the law of the case—that it is
durectly contradictory of the established construction of

* ldem p. 352.

t The reader will observe that there are here four as-
wrualed but distinct questions: (1) the formation of Pres-
Tienes, (2) the meetings of them without elders, (3) the
utung of munisters in them, who are not Pastors or Evangel-
B, (1) the sitting of snch ministers, who have forsaken
eir catling. As it is law not practice that | am discussing—
tndthis question of practice is both uncertain and extensive,
lleave it, just now, upon the general statements of the
?’"Ch' which contain the conclusions I have arrived at.
he main points here argued, will be found to be horne
Wi by the great mass of the acts of the Assembly and of all
Wr Synods constituting Presbyteries, which are esgentially
fegraphical, making the Presbyteries consist of certain
"Murches and their ministers. or certain ministers and their
thurches, or a certain district of country, or certain minis-
*rand n certain district; but very rarely—of minisiers
ly—and then against the law and the sense of the church.
The principle of elective affinity, was thorvughly a New
hool principle and was utterly repudiated by the church,
mugt of the argument is that Presbyieries are not com-

#d of ministers alone, nor of ministers as such; and a
tareful examination will show this truth to be deeply im-

our own and of the Scottish constitutions upon this im.
portant subject. The whole matter is res adjudicata,
and the decision of our last Assembly is as completely
aside from the whole current of decisions, as I have shown
it to be of fundamental principles. According to the
settled law of the Scottish church, every church courtin
which ruling elders do not sit, is illegal, and all its acts
are null.  Steuart of Pardovan declares that neither the
constitution of the church nor the law of the land, in
Scotland— do authorize any other ecclesiastical judica-
tory but Assemblies, Synods, Presbyteries, and Kirk Ses-
sions, or their committees, consisting of ministers and
ruling elders;” that “no ecclesiastical judicatory, or
committee thereof, can be lawful” ¢ without consist-
ing of both ministers and elders;” and he expresses a
doubt whether the State would recognise or correspond
with any bodics, not thus composed.* The Assembly ot
1638, the most memorable except that of 1843, that ever
met in Scotland, annulled, as uttetly illegal, no less than
six preceding, and as they called them «pretended As.
semblies;” to wit, those of 1606, 1608, 1610, 1616,
1617, and 1618. Amongst the reasons assigned for this
immense stretch of authority, in five out of six cases, one
reason is that there were no ruling elders in these As-
semblies ; in some, none being lawfully commissioned, in
others, none lawfully sent.t The Assembly of the fbl-
lowing year in an elaborate statement entitled « Causes
and Remedie of the by-gone evils of this Kirk,"” address.
ed to the King, assign as the fifth cause of past troubles,
the six fore-cited Assemblies, which they pronounce to
have been corrupt, null, and unlawful—amongst other
chief rensons because they were * called and constitute
quite contrary to the order, constitution, and uninter-
rupted practice of the church ever since the reformation,
by all which ruling elders did rightly constitute a part of
lawful General Assemblies.”t The law as laid down by
Pardovan extends even to commissions and commit-
tees of the church courts; which differ from each other
in this, that the former may exainine and conclude,
while the latter can only examine and report ; and I havo
discovered a very curious fact strongly illustrative of
the subject now befure us 1n which the Commission of
the Scottish Assembly of 1643, in appointing a special
commission of itself, had its attention directed to the
very principles for which I now contend, and tully recog-
nised them in one of the most interesting acts, and in its
issues one of the most important, ever performed by a .
church court, It wason the occasion of appointing the
Scotch Commissioners to the Westminster Assembly.
Baillie, who was one of them, tells us, that he moved in
the meeting of the Commission of the Assembly, that
some elders should be placed on the Commission about
to be sent to Wesiminster; but, he adds, « I gott not a
man to second me; yet the absurditie and danger of such
ane omission pressing my mind, I drew up reasons for
my judgement, which I communicat to Argyleand War.
ristone ; and when they had lyked the motion, I went eo
about it, that at the next meeting, it was carried without
opposition,”§ These *reasons,” more fortunate and ef-
fectual than reasons usually are, have come down to
us, and are worthy etill to be pondered. The one
which is immediately pertinent to my present argument
is in these words: “ 4. The excluding of Ruling Elders

* Collections, p. 68. Book I. tit, 15. sec. 29.

t Printed Acts of Scoitish Assemblies, p. 8—14; Pardo
van.'P. 57, Book L. ut. 15.sec. 1.
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from a Commissione of this nature, may call in question the
validity of the Commissione ; may hazard the approbatione
of it by the next Generall Assemblie ; may give just offence
to all Ruling Elders; may make all the actions of these
ministers more unpleasant, and of lesse authoritie with the
bodie of any natione.”* The result was the recognition
of the universality of the principle, that Ruling Elders
must regularly be members of all assemblies whose con-
stituent parts are Preaching and Ruling Elders, and even
of all commissions and sub-commissions of them, whether
general or special ; and three Ruling Elders, the Earl of
Cassalis, Lord John Maitland, and Johnstoun of Waris-
toun, were united with the ministers Henderson, Doug-
las, Rutherford, Baillie, and Gillespie, as commissioners
on the part of the Kirk of Scotland to the Westminster
Assembly. All this is the more remarkable, when we
compare the phraseology of the Scottish Standards with
that of our own, aud the construction of the language
with the construction adopted by our late Assembly,
In the Printed Acts of the Scotch Assemblies, I have
before me repeated acts of the successive assemblies from
1638 to 1649, appointing their standing “ Comnmissione
for the public affairs of this Kirk.” These acts name
firal a large number of ministers, then a large number of
Ruling Elders, who are directed to meet on a day certain
ata place fixed, and afterwards « as they shall think good ;"
and then « gives and grants unto them, or any fifteen of
them, there being twelve ministers present, full power and
commission &c."t Here is a case far stronger for the
exclusion of Elders, who are not even named as a part of
the quorum, than can be produced out of our Standards ;
and yet of such cases as this, Pardovan asserts that un-
less Elders are present the commission is illegal ;{ and
Baillie informs us, that in this identical commission of
which he was a member, so many ministers, * and three
Elders made a quorum.”§ In regard to the quorum of
Presbytery, the case is even more striking; for «to per-
form any classical act of government or ordination there
shall be present, at least, a major part of the ministers of
the whole classis,” says Pardovan; and yet, says the
same authority, this very Presbytery is illegal, unless
Ruling Elders be also present.)| That is, by the Scottish
Standards, in the quorum of a Presbytery there must be
at least the major part of all the ministers of the body
—nothing being said in this relation, of Elders; but see-
mg it is a fundamental principle of the whole system that
Elders enter into the composition of every court—they
are, upon that principle, held to be indispensable here, and
are so adjudged 1o be. But onr Standards fully recog-
nize and assert the same general principle, and more-
over particularly name Elders in the special clause about
a quorum, as members presumed to be present; and yet
our Assembly coucludes that they need not be present at
ali! The state-church of monarchical Scotland, with
rules less manifestly clear for the rights of the especial
representatives of the Christian people, declared stead.-
fastly and clearly for those rights, ages ago; while the
free church of republican America, with every general
principle and every special enactment of its constitution,
strongly and manifestly for those high and important
rights—decides even al a time like this, earnesily, yea
indignantly against them ; nay, a storm is raised against

* Baillic's Letters and Journals, vol. ii. p. 479.
t Printed Acta for 1643, p. 209: see also pp. 147, 223, 318,
“34, &c. for the commussions of other years, where the
“rageology is used,
~ctions, f 68.
-8 and Journals, vol. ii. p. 97.
are Book I. Title siii. sec. 1, p. 44, with Tit. xv,
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the presumption of vindicating what are stigmatized
Browniet, radical and revolutionary doctrines, and e
many of the Elders themselves are amongst the v
foremost in destroying their own sacred liberties! Su
these things are calculated to arrest the public atent
and to create a profound anxiety in the minds of
those who know how difficult it is to preserve the pu
of free institutions, and to maintain the spiritual liber
of mackind.

This extraordinary decision of our General Assem
and the violent efforts made to uphold it as justand w
are the more surprising, when it is remembered thati
contrary to former decisions of our church. From
earliest period of this church in America, the Collecti
of Pardovan have been its rule of discipline, and the
eral principles therein embodied recognised as essenti
our own;* and that work was made the basis of a |
tion of our present standards when they were compik
Although, therefore, it may have been true, in the fo
ing and unsettled state of the church, and especially a
the difficulties created by a bloody aud protracted nati
al struggle for freedom, in which our whole church
barked with the country, as one man ; that occasic
departures from strict rule were unavoidable: yet il
irregularities could do little harm so long as the law
mained unaltered and clear against them, and the se
ment of the church was right—as the places I have ¢
clearly prove it was, up to the period when our pre
standards were compiled, fifty-five years ago. Upon
law of those standards, as written, 1 have already spo
fully. That law as expounded, presents little or nothin
countenance, and a mass of proof against the interpreta
of the last Assembly. Even the early and moastrou
olation of the constitution by the formation of the Pla
Union of 1801, so far respected reason and truth tha
pretension was made that the contemplpted arrangem
were either regular, constitutional, or permanent. 1
plan as it relates to the present question, virtually a
ished the office of ruling elder; and if there is one p
upon which this church has pronounced an irmever
judgment, it is that that plan was utterly null and"
from the hour of its inception up to the declaratio
that nullity thirty.six years afierwards, by the Assel
of 1837. It is true the controversy which resulu
this decision, involved other questions; questions of
trine, and questions of practice, as well as questiol
church order; and I am ready to admit that in al
efforts, and no man made more, to reform the churt
that period, the question of order was never consic
by me the paramount question. But the fact is recc
palpably and beyond denial upon all the proceedin
that period, civil and ecclesiastical, that the contro
was settled mainly on the point of church order. 1
were great irregularities and there were great
sies no doubt, to be removed ; but these could not1t
the Plan of Union unconstitutional—they could
make- it improper. But the Assembly of 1837 ann
that plan as unconstitutional, and then declared the
Synods out of our connexion for the reason that
were illegally constituted and illegally continued, by
under that void Plan. In what respect, sir? Why
the churches, the Presbyteries, and the Synods wet
clared to be not Presbyterien mainly upon the very
this day involved. They had no ruling elders and
fore were not Presbyterian. And whoever will can
study the acts of the Assembly of 1837—its answe
protests—its official letters—the whole current o

* See printed Minutes af the Pragshutorian Chrwreh n
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proceedinge, will find the stress of the whole question
laid upon church order, and the hinge of the whole
case, in the question debated before you this day. Upon
this ground, more than upon any other, it was triumph.
antly carried through that great Assembly, through the
church at large, and through the civil tribunals of the
country,  Sir, [ was an actor in all those scenes. I have
personal knowledge of what I assert. The records of
the church and of the country bear me out in what I
sa5. And I now tell you—1I tell the church—1I tell pos-
terity, that if the decision of the Assembly of 1843 is law,’
the decisions of the Assembly of 1837 are not law, Ifit
islaw that ministers without chaige make a Presbytery,
4 Synod, and an  Assembly—for the decision covers all
thig, then it was illegal, it was monstrous, to separate four
entire Synods from the church, upon the pretence that
even ministers with charge cannot, without the presence
of ruling clders, constitute church courts which can con-
slitutionally belong to this church, They might deserve,
upon other grounds, to be separated from us; but it
conld not be true, that for this defect they never were
with ns, or of us, if this defect is no defect. It is vain
to 83y, the disowned Synods had no elders appointed in
any of their churches: the fact is otherwise—there were
elders, more or less, in many churches; and asit regards
the Presbytcries and Synods, the fact of presence, not the
fact of existence, is the sole fact in the case. For my
mr, sir, I stand by the reform of 1837—by its princi-
Ples, and by its acts. I pronounce the decision of 1843,
acounter revolution ; and I unhesitatingly denounce it, as
atonce compromising the character of the church, sub-
verting the fundamental principles of its polity, prostrat-
ing the rights of the elders, aud endangering the spiritual
freedom of the people.®

Moderator, if I am capable of feeling the force of
truth, 1 have now proved these propositions; that in our
church, the government is in the hands, not of a priest.
baod, nor of the brotherhnod, but of assemblies; that
these assemblies are composed, regularly, of ministers of
te word and of ruling elders—and these two fundamen.
ul principles are revealed to us, from God; that a quo-
tum of Presbytery, which is nothing more nor less than
1 Presbytery constituted for business, is to be composed
tccording to the two preceding rules, and that the fair
construction of our constitution can lead us to nothing
tle; that it is g0 far from being true that ministers of
the word are more sacredly the rulers of the church, and
the organic members of our church courts, by virtue of

*It wonld be perfectly easy to show by citations from
bearly every important paper of the Assembly of 1837, and
from the elahorate report of the trial at law growing out of
the acts of Assembly of 1837-8, that both the church and
the avil tribunals, aﬁowed this great controversy to go off’
mainly on the point of church order—and that the question
of church order turned essentially upon the illegality of the
Plan of Union, and that illegality upon its provisions allow-
Ing elders 10 be superseded entirely or supplanted by com-
muiee men. The length to which this would protract this
arzument, and the general acquaintance which must exist
w regard to matters so recent and so important—induce me
1o omit the detailed proof. [tis also worthy of serious reflec-
ton,and is a strong collateral support o my general prin-
tiples, that the German and the Dutch Reformed churches
inthis conntry, both in principle and practice adopt the view
ontended for by me, in this speech. In the former church,
113 extremely common, for an elder to preside in consistory,
Ue pasior being present. And it is well known, that the
Clames and Synoda erected in F.ngland under the advice of
the Westminster Assembly, consisted of twice ns many el-
ders as ministers, and that no act was valid except a ceftain
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their office as teachers, than ruling elders are—that the
fact is precisely the reverse, and that the ministers are
members of any of those courts, simply because they
are elders themselves, and therefore rulers; that this
whole view of the subject is fully established by the acts
and decisions, buth of the church of Scotland after which
we have copied most, and by those of our own church
from its origin, and especially in recent and memorable
transactions. I think, sir, I have also proved, that ac-
cording to the well settled principles of the whole subject
in its widest extent, and according to the clear judgwment
of the ablest men, and the purest churches which have
handled these great questions, any serious departure from
the positiong 1 have established, leads by inevitable ne-
cessity to Prelacy or to Independency—and, sir, I could
easily show, if it were required, that in all past time,
whatever clear thinker or learned man, or gathered
church, has held other opinions and siopped short of
Prelacy or Independency—has seriously doubted or
wholly denied the jus divinum of the office of ruling el-
der. It is apparent then that some of the most impor-
tant considerations which can ever be presented upon the
subject of church order, must be carefully weighed be-
fore we can render a sale, an intelligent, or a just deci-
sion in the matter before us. And if gentlemen can find
any pleasure in scoffs at old books, the very outsides of
which they confess they never saw until now, and at that
patient and minute search into the past, which they are
pleased to consider, as it fruits are laid at their feet, a
useless display of learning irrelevant to the questions we
are todecide; I am so far from presuming to rob them
of any part of that gratification, that I can only lament
my utter inability to take up knowledge by absorption,
to decide intuitively what God has revealed or ought to
reveal, to divest myself of all reverence for the judgment
of great and good men who have devoted vast powers of
thought and investigation to subjects I desire to under-
stand, or to bear as a light and easy thing, the respon-
sibility laid upon me by my calling and my vows, to seck
for, to cherish, and to naintain truth,

Itdoes appear to me, sir, that principles of the deepest
importance are involved in this subject, and that practi-
cal consequences of the gravest character would be like-

ly to fullow the final confirmation by the church, of the . ‘

hasty and ill considered decision of the Assembly of !

1843. The most terrible calamity which can befall any
government is to separate it either in feeling or in real-
ity from those who are subject 10 its authority: as the
most obvious proof that any community is already sub-
jugated, is that the government is paramount to the state
itself. Shall we bring upon ourselves both these disas-
ters? Al spiritual authority, from its very nature ought
to be, and with us happily is, submitted to only as the
voluantary act of those who obey it. The government of
the church of God was made for the church, not the
church for it—its officers given to the spouse of the
Lamb, not placed as lords over her. The church courts
are not the church; but preachers and elders are alike,
and are only a ministry—a body of servanis given by
the ascending Saviour to the body of his redeemed. Shail
the ministers of the word become a close corporation,
self-perpetuated—and in effect irresponsible—connectcd
with the church only by an undefined dominion over it—
not being, if we dare credit the last Assembly, even mem-
bers of it 7*  Or shall they continue to be helpers of the
joy instead of lords over the conseiences of God's people,
their great and paramount function being to’teach the

{
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world the religion of Jesus, and their less important of-
fice 1o join with those whose special duty it is to rule, in
the genitle and divided authority, which the represeniatives
of Christ’s people, in Christ’s name, exercise over them?
Are the ruling elders of our churches to continue the hon-
ouredand chosen guides of the particular flocks, the author-
ized and immediate representatives of the people in the as-
semblies of the church, an integral and necessary portion
of every assembly to which jurisdiction appertains ? Or are
they to occupy a position altogether equivocal, acciden-
tzl, provisional, humiliating, and become an appendage
to the ministers—yea an appendage adding nothing when
they are present that did not equally exist when they were
absent, and 1aking nothing when they depart that is essen-
tial to be retained? Are our congregations to look fordirec-
tion to Presbyteries composed of teaching and ruling el-
ders selected by themselves, participating in all their
feclings, efforts, and wants, and distincily acquainted
with their whole estate 7 Or are they (o be ruled by three
ministers without charge, who, it may be, have for-
saken their covenanted calling, and who presume to ex-
ercise the powers of government over ministers, elders,
and people, with none of whom they huld more than a
purely nominal relation? Sir, it cannot be denied that
these two church states arc immeasurably distant from
each other, One is a hierarchy—the other is a Christian
commonwealth.

For my part, there is but one course which I can adopt.
It does not saiisfy my conscience, to be told that the con-
struction which is to work this destructive change, was
adopted by a great majority of the Assembly; that it is
approved by the leading men and institutions of the
church; that learned civilians pronounce it correct; that
foreign ministers have been consulted and have acceded
to it. It dues not deter me, to be threatened with the
pains of an incendiary, and the penalties of a church dis-
turber. It does not remnve from my path one ray of light,
nor shake in my heart one firm resolve, to have predict-
ed defeat and threatened ignominy set before me in the
most distinct and appalling forms. 1 have borne much
in the service of this church; I am willing to endure
more. I have stood for the truth, when fewer stood by
me, than I can count to.day. Make this cause as des.
perate as you piease, as degraded as you can; make the
danger to me and to the church as imminent as the most
confident of those against me can desire~—or the most
timid of those with me can dread; and still I will take
the risk, and meet the peril. When the army of the king
of Babylon beleaguered Jerusalem, the very prophet who
in the face of death itself and with the brand of a traitor
upon him for his fidelity, denounced the doom of the
wicked city, paid down in the very courts of his prison,
the price of the field that was in Anathoth, and sub.
scribed the evidence, aud called witnesses, and with
all precision and tormality redeemed the spot, it may
be, on which the victorious army of the Chaldeans was
encamped : for he knew that houses, and fields, and
vineyards would be possessed again in the land of Israel.
Sir, I will take courage from this sublime example. Let
this Synod say the church is not a free commonwealth
established of God, but is a hierurchy—which my soul

PRESBYTERIAN GOVERNMENT, ETC.

we are a hierarchy and not a free commonwealth; and
I will still lift up my humble voice against their loud and
unanimous cry. Let the General Assembly of the
church, if such be the will of Gud, angry at us for our
gins, adjudge for a hierarchy and against a commonwealth;
and while 1 must respect even the errors of that venera.
ble court, I will set my poor name against its adjudica-
tion, and let posterity decide betwixt us. Let the Ruling
Elders themselves, overborne by the clamour or seduced
by the caresses of the ministers, prove insensible to
their calling and negligent of the sacred trust reposed in
them by God and Gud'’s blood-bought people ; and evea
this fearful apostacy shall not shake my immovable
purpose, to defend the spiritual freedom of the church,
while there remains one inch of ground on which I can
plant myself. For suiely I trust in God that this sud-
den, amaz'ng and wide.spread stupor which has seized the
officers of the church, and blinded them to the true cha-
racter of our institutions, and under whose baleful influ-
ence a line of conduct and a course of observation 50
remarkable have been adopted in this Synod and elsewhere,
cannot be perpetuated; and that sooner or later the
church must return to her ancient landmarks, the distin-
guishing and vital principles of her polity. i

It is therefore, sir, with a profound conviction of its
truth, and a deep sense of its timeliness, that I submit to
the Synod the following minute, praying God—if such
be his will—to grant it favour in your sight:

Whereas it is the explicit doctrine of the Presbyterian
Chureh in the United Siates of America, that the kingdom
of Jesus Christ erecied in this world, is his church (Form ol
Gov. ch. ii. sec. 15) that the said church, in its earlrest and
purest form was. and in accordance with Holy Scripture,
should be * governed by congregational, presbytenal, and
Synodical assemblies,” (Idem. ch. VIIL. sec. 13) that all
these sssemblies are regularly and scriptumlly cqmpoeed
only of the regular and seriptural officers, appointed of
Christ to bear rule in hie church, to wit in the erdinary and
settled state of the church,of Preaching and Ruling thi'
ters, commonly called pastors and Ruling Elders (Idem. ch.
I. Sec. 3 and ch. I1. Sec. 2;) that every church court, of
Assembly congregational. presbyterial or Synodical, con-
sists of both sorts of the aforesaid officers; (Idem. ch. 1X.
Sec. 1: ch. X. Sec. 2; ch. XL Sec. 1: ch. XII. sec. 2, and
Confession of Faith, Ch. XXXI. sec. 1): and wherens the
General Assembly of 1843 has decided *That any three
ministers of a Presbytery, being regularly convened, are
quorum compelent to the transaction of all business,
(printed minutes p. 196) although not only the conclusive
force of the divine ordination of & Presbytery, compoeed no!
of one but of two classes of Presbyters, is directly agains!
this decision—but the explicit doctrine of the church is tha!
the quorum of a Presbytery is not “ any three minisiers —
but * any three ministers, AND as many elders as may be pre
sent,” &c. (Idem. ch. X.sec.7.) Now, this Synod believing the
principle here involved to be practically the question betweer
an aristocratical hierarchy, and a free Christian common
wealth, and judging the word of God and the constitution ol
the church to be against the former and forthe latler; wedt
therefore, according to the power inherentin this Synod, and
so declared to be in our Form of Government (ch., X1. scc. 4.
« propose 1o the General Assembly,” by way of Overture
the Repeal of Overture, No. 20, adopted on the 301h of May
1843, by yeas and nays, 83 to 35 in the Inst Assembly, as be
ing in’iis doctrine ‘contrary 1o Scripture and to the stan
dards of the church, and in its effects subversive of the office
of Ruling Elder, and of the rights and liberties of the Chr:*
tian people ; and the adoption, in its stead, of a declarnlivé

overture, 1o the effect that, by the constitutionof the chureh
no Assembly of the church, whether it be congregationsl
classical, or synodical, can be regularly, legally or com
pletely constituted without the presence of Ruling Eldert
as members thereof,

» abhors; and T will meekly, I trust, but yet resolutely
, | deny that the Synod utters God's truth, Let the great
+ institutions which rule the church—and the great men
who conspire with them—assert with one accord, that
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NOT A CHARM, BUT AN ACT OF GOVERNMENT.

THE SUBSTANCE OF AN ARGUMENT ON THE RIGHT OF RULING ELDERS, WHEN MEMBERS OF
’ PRESBYTERY, TO IMPOSE HANDS IN THE ORDINATION OF MINISTERS OF THE WORD;
DELIVERED IN THE SYNOD OF PHILADELPHIA, MET AT BALTIMORE,
ON THE NIGHT OF THE 23D OF OCTOBER, 1843.

No one, Moderator, can regret more than I do, the
necessity of arguing a question like the one I have now
sthmitted to this Synod, under the extraordinary and
difficalt circumstances which surround me. Nothing
but the deepest convictions of duty, could induce me to
press upon the attention of this body a subject in re-
gard to which it is painfully evident so many of its mem-
bers are resolved to hear nothing ; while so many more
liten under the blinding influence of a foregone cunclu-
sis. Nothing but the impression that necessity is laid
Son me, could sustain me under the interruptions and
vetations, altogether without precedent in this Synod,
which have consumed nearly one entire session, and so
large a portion of another, in a struggle on the part of
many leading ministers to prevent me from being heard
atall, or even having liberty to put this great subject in
a position which will insure the review of the court
above. And you can easily imagine, sir, that a® this
late hour of the night, with a body worn down, a
mind harassed, and a heart full of sadness—I am but
illy qualified to acquit myself in a manner becoming
_either the subject or the accasion.* 1 am no nuvice, sir,
In scenes of profound agitation : but I must say I have
hever witnessed one which seemed to me more need-
less, whether reference be had to the subject which has
produced it, or the object towards which it has been di-
rected. It ig not in this manner that practical ques-
tions of great importance, which it is manifest the most
of us have not examined, can be setiled in a church re-
nowned for the thoroughnees with which it examines
erery thing, and the care with which all its fixed opin-
lons are made up. It is not by such methods that its
confidence can be weaned fromn those who arc known
lo it only by their advocacy of its precious faith and
scriptural order; an advocacy which never stopped to
count the cost, nor waited to be enlightened by the law
of majorities. Nor is it in this way, that ministers can
mast clearly establish their exclusive title to the exer-
cise of powers, which, they seem to think, are much
too sacred to be shared with our ruling elders. Sir, I
have seen and heard, both in public and in private,
strange things since this body met. And while I
deeply regret to be obliged to say what has now fallen
froin me, 1 should feel constrained to add nach more, if
I were not convinced that gentlemen will, upon reflec-
lion, see reason to regret a good deal that has been
said and done: and especially, if 1 were not sure that
they will hardly think of executing, in any event, either

* Tho reader is referred to the printed Minutes of the Sy-
nod for an official record of the facts, and 1o the Spirit of the
XIX. Centary, Vol. 11, pp. 611—20, Nov. 1843, for a rapid
description of the scenes alluded to. It is proper fo say,
ance for all, that this report, only pretends to_give the su

ve en-
serve

their threats of sccession from the church, or their inti-
mations of arresting by the discipline of the church, in-
quirics and discussions whose whole object it is tv vin-
dicate the established order of that very church, and to
place it on the immovable basis of divine right. .

I think, sir, the majority of this body has becn
misled in several incidental decisions rendered by it du-
ring the long struggle to‘suppress this subject; and
that I have reason to complain of the effects of those
errors as regards myself. But I should be unjust to
my own feelings and to the Synod, if I did not express
my admiration of that spirit by which, mastering it-
self; it has at length put an end to those disorders
which seemed designed to prevent a decision of this
question; and has resumed the usual tenor of its bu-
siness, It is equally foreign from my nature to tres-
pass ncedlessly upon indulgence, as to be violently
turned aside from my convictions. Respecting, as far
as my duty will permit, what I cannot doubt arc the
wishes of this court, I will omit many things which I
desired to offer to its consideration; and will observe,
in what I cannot properly pass by, as much bre-
vity as is consistent with any tolerable clearness of
statement. .

The most of those great truths which must, as it
appears to me, control the decision of the present ques-
tion, are held with & common consent in the Presby-
terian church—and in most other reformed churches.
God hasalways had a church in this world; and when
he first instituted outward ordinances for it, he did not
then for the first time have a sced to serve him, but he
then placed a visible and permanent mark of scpara-
tion between them and a guilty world. When he added
a written revelation and set up an abiding priesthood,
these were new gifte bestowed upon his church, and not
the first calling of an clect people; and the whole Jew.
ish economy was but a means whereby the covenant of
grace was held forth and administered. To this church !
of God, catholic and visible, the Lord Jesus ascending |
up on high has given *the ministry,” (Conf. Faith, ch.
xxv. sec. 3.) that is, ordinary and extraordinary offi-
cers; and in our church those officers held to be
“ordinary and perpetual, . . in the church, are Bish-
ops or pastors—the representatives of the people, usual-
ly styled Ruling Elders, and Deacons,” (Form of Gov.
ch. 1ii. sec. 2),* Ofthese, we all admit, that the first
class only have it in charge to preach the gospel of
Christand toadminister the sacraments: that the two first
classcs only have any charge in the rule of the church,]
and by consequence in the composition of those assem..
blies in which the power to rule is lodged: and that{
officers of the third class are neither public teacher
nor church rulers.t The lawful vocation of these offi
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cers, and especially of ministers of the word, is not a sub-
Ject of dispute amongst us; but it is commonly held
that to be real, it must be divine, and that the subject
of it ought to have as the foundation of his purpose to
preach the everlasting gospel, an inward call and fitness
imparted by the Holy Ghost. To make his outward
vocation completc he is presumed to be called to the spi-
ritual charge of some particular church, by the mem-
bers of that church,® and then the Presbytery under
whose care he is, being satisfied upon these grounds,
and also upon its own independent judgment carefully
exercised in each particular case—sets the candidate
apart by ordination, to the work unto which he and
they and the people of God concur in believing the
Lord has called him.

Our church has always held, in accordance with the
opinion of the Reformed churches in general, that the
office of Evangelist, is an extraordinary one; but con-
trary to tho judgment of the European churches, it has
held that it 1s an office not extinct : and provision is
made in our system for the ordination of Evangelists in
particular circumstances.t I concur fully in the troth
of both these positions; but at the same time I am
bound to say, thatin my opinion the practice which
has long prevailed with regard to ordinations sine titulo,
and which has grown to such an cvil as to demand a
vigorous intervention by the General Assembly to cor-
rect it;} is eminently calculated to introduce into
the gospel ministry persons ncither called nor qualified
for it, and who under the pretext of being Evangelists,
are too often open deserters of their covenanted calling.
Nor can it be denied that by this mcans the proper in-
flucnce of the people of God, in determining by their
call, or in refusing to call, is rendered to & great degree
nugatory in regard to ministerial ordination : and that
a large body of nominal ministers, ordained without
ever having reccived a call from any particular church,
and employed chiefly in avocations which have litile

relation to the ministry of the word—are cxerting,’

through many of our most important Presbyteries, an
Immense auothority over the whole church, while they
have no right to exert z particle of authority in any
church in particular, This is the more extraordinary
when we reflect that such results arc not only contrary
to the whole scope of our system, but to express provi-
sinns of the standards of those forcign churches, to

| whose law and practice appeal is continually made,

when infractions of our standards are to be justified or
explained away.§ Sir, it is worthy of more than a
passing thought, that such furious opposition should be
made against the claims of that class of Presbyters
called ruling elders, whose vocation is unquestioned and
their employment in their proper duties undisputed;
while at the same moment another class of Presbyters,
called ministers sine titulo, of whomn so considerablc a
proportion may be seriously questioned as to the regu-
larity of their vocation, and still more gravely called
to account in regard to the nature of their employments,
are permilted, without question, to exercise the highest
and most delicate prerogatives of the pastors and rulers
of the charch.

The main point of this discussion, so far as the ques-
tion is one of positive law, is one, in regard to which it
would scem to be impossible there could be a difference
of opinion amongst us. Where is the power of ordain-

* See Form of Government, ch. xv. passim.

t See Form of Government, ch. xv.sec. 15.

{ See Assembly’'s printed Minutes for 1841, p. 447 (Com-
% on Overture, No. 11), and Minutes for 1812, pages

2 doctrine of the First Book of Discipline of the
-urch, see Duncan's Collections, p. 54—5; for
Second Book of Discipline, Idem p. 71-2: for

ing ministers of the word lodged under our constitotio
“The Presbytery has power .. .. to ordain, install, 1
move and judge ministers,” (Form of Gov. ch. x.sec. 8.
What Presbytery? Why, sir, beyond all doubt, th
Presbytery which is one of the divinely instituted aseen
blies declared in this same constitution to be investe
with power to govern the church of Christ ; (ch. viii. se
1.)—that Presbytery defined in the same chapter whic
declares its power to ordain, as being composed of man
separate congregations, which, by their need of mutw
counsel, invest presbyterial assemblics with theirimpo
tance and usefulness, and declared to consist of mini
ters and ruling elders ; (ch. x. sec. 1 and 2.)—that Pre
bytery, thus constituted, which is so often and so prom
nently held forth throughout the cntire chapter whie
treats expressly of the ordination of Pastors and Evat
gelists; (ch. xv.)—that Presbytery, to which as const
tuted of the officers culled of God to reccive the fearft
trust of the keys of the kingdom of heaven, the powe
of church censures is committed. (Confession of Faitl
ch. xxx. scc. 1 and 2.) This, sir, is the body to whicl
by language as plain as language can be, the power
ordain ministers is confided under this constitotior
This power is confided to it as a body—not to its ind|
vidual members; to it, as the body dcfined in the instr
ment itsclf: and to place the power in any other hand
than those of an assembly composed of the Pastors ani
Ruling Elders of the churches of a particular district, i
to act in gross disrcgard of law which we have
lemnly declared we believe to be in full accordance witl
the revealed will of God, and which we have sacredly
bound ourselves by mutual covenants to observe. It it
nothing to the present argument whether other ordina
tions be valid or invalid; though 1 readily admit ther
to be for substance goud, even when they are irregula
in form. It is nothing worth to enter into the question
8o largely disputed in the Westminster Assembly,abou
congregations fixed and congregations fluid; about :
church «tate settled and a church state unsettled; abou
the exclusive power of Presbytery and the concurren
power of Preshytery and consistory or church session
in the premises. It is wholly beside the question, &
matter of strict argument, what our own church even
believed or did before the formation of the present Foro
of Church Government and its adoption in 1763: 8
much ro as it would be to determine the powers of th
present Congress of the United States, by the practice ¢
the theory of the government under the old Cunfedert
tion, instead of doing it by a fair construction of the pn
sent constitution. ‘The true question is, what is th
law of this church as laid down in this book? And th
answer is simple, clear, explicit—that the ordination
ministers of the word belongs under our covenante
system, neither to Pastors nor committees, nor nond
script things called quorums, nor church sessions, it
Synods—but to Presbyteries ; and not to Presbyteries |
the vague and general sensc of the term, but to the Prel
byterics of this constitution. Nor can I conceive, si
that & candid mind can doubt in regard to this poia
afler it has been plainly stated. .
The formal parts of this ordination are stated wil
absolute precision. A fast day ought to be observed i
the congregation where the ordination is to take plaa
previous to it. (Form of Gov. ch. XV. Scc. 11.) TI
Presbytery being convened, a member ought to preac
a sermon; the same or some other member should e
plain, enforce, and recapitulate the case; the person af
pointed to preside should ask the questions set down !
be answered both by the candidate and the people (Ideq
scc. 12 and 13); * Then the presiding minister sha
by prayer, and with the laying on of the hands of U
Preslytery, according to the Apostolic example, solem?
ly ordain him to the ioly office of the gospel ministry.
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the concurrence, in the bosom of the constituted Pres-
bytery—as its moderator—and not otherwise: so are
the words writtcn. Whose hands are to be laid on
bim that is ordained ? “ The hands of the Presbytery:"
%0 again are the written words. What Presbytery?
Why beyond all the powers of human ingenuity and
perversity to gainsay—the Prosbytery of this constitu.
tion; the Presbytery of this chapter ; the Presbytery that
licensed the candidate—the Presbytery that reccived his
call and put it into his hands; the %resbytery that exam.-
ined him, and appointed a day to ordain him, and met for
that purpose in the church that called him; the Presbytery
l_hut chose ono of its ministers to preach, another to de-
liver a charge to the people, another to deliver a charge
to the new wiinister, another to preside at his ordina-
Uon. This is the Presbytery that lays its hands on
him—and to assert the contrary, I say it without in.
lending to give offence, is utter folly. "But this Pres.
bytery is a presbytery which consists of ministers and
tlders; a presbytery in which one elder from every
congregation in the district, has a right to sit as a mem-
ber. Therefore, by the irresistible force of the very
terms of the law, every elder present and a member of
the body, is as much bound to lay on his hands as any
Minister present can be. Why, sir, would you stultify
our fathers?  Did they first define with the utmost
clearness the term Presbytery; then invest the body =0
alled with the power of ordaining ministers of the
Word; then in a long chapter treating of this ordina.
o in detail use the word a dozen times in its defined
Snse; and then without notice or motive use the same
word in the same chapter and touching the same busi.
Nese, in a sense not only inconsistent with their own
definition of it, and their constant use of it, but in a
sense flatly contrary to both ? The thing is supremely
absurd. We have in this city a municipal government
whlch' consists of a Mayor and two bodies called jointly
the City Council. Suppose the Legislature of this State
were to pass an act of fourteen or fifteen sections, de-
fining the power belonging to the municipal govern.
ment over any particular subject,and directing minute-
ly the manner of its exercise: suppose it should say in
one section it meant by the words * municipal govern.
ment,” the Mayor and the two branches of the City
Council, and tlien throughout the act use the words
confessedly in this sense, until it came to the fourteenth
teclion, and in it should use the same words, in regard to
the same matter, once more; now, sir, I demand of you,
what would be thought of a man, who could seriously
Contend that in this case, the words * municipal govern.
ment”—used in the fourteenth section of the act, really
did not mean the Mayor and both branches of the City
Council—but in fact meant only and singly the first
branch 7 Will you say, no man would venture upon 8o
mfn’cl_lous a folly? Then why, eir, shall we have a
thing just as preposterous, forced upon the Church, in
the name of reason, of our constitution,and of the Word
of God ?

A good dcal has been said and written to prove that
the views held by me are essentially Congregational,
and that the ordination contended for by me is Congre-
[lional ordination. Various bodies calling themselves
(ongregationalisln or Independents, have adopted a
threefold method of ordination. Some have contended
that the brotherhood in each congregation must ordain;
which is strict Independency. But, sir, have I not put
ﬁrrl_h all my strength, here and elsewhere, to prove that
ordination appertains to government, and that church
government is jure divino, in aszemblies of Presbyters,
both leaching and ruling? Others have contended, as
did most of the carly English Indcpendents, that ordi.
Nalion is in the hands of the teaching and ruling offi-

cers of each particular congregation. But, sir, have I
nol alwnra and narncetly fostiRed that the rline se.

charch, are classical and synodical, as well as congre-
gational; and that ordination regulurly belongs to the
classical—thut is Presbyterial assemblies? The Con-
gregationalists of America, in their early platforms,
directed that in “calling and choosing a pastor,” the
particular church should “ consult and advise with the

astors of the neigllbouring congregations;” and that
in ordaining him and setting him apart to his office,
“"is ordinarily requisite that the pastors of neighbouring
congregations concur with the preaching Elder or El-
ders, if such there be.”® That is, they held ordination
to the ministry, to be in the hands of ministers only ;
which is precisely the doctrine against which I am con-
tending,—precisely the doctrine of those who denounce
me as a Brownist !—{Here the Rev. Dr. Cuyler inter-
posed, and said, that the practice of the New England
churches at present, is to ordain by Councils, composed
both of ministers and lay messengers from the particu.
lar churches ; and that in the act of ordination, the min-
isters alone imposed hands.] Moderator, I have care-

fully examined Lhis subject, as it is contained in formal :

and public acts; and I do not see how I can have been
misled in regard to it. But, the testimony of my excel-

‘lent friend, being to matter of fact, of which he says he

has personal knowledge; of course, I take it as un-
questionable. And I beg him and this Synod to vbserve
how my argument is strengthened by the information
he has given us. Why, sir, congregational ordination
as now explained, is precisely the ordination which the
construction of the Assembly of 1843 established, as
taught in our standards: ordination by an assembly of
ministers and others, in which, all but the ministers
stand aside when hands are imposed, and they alone
perform this act. Indeed, ours is the more unwarrant-
able of the two; for our ordaining assembly thus broken
into fragments, is a real church court, while the New
England council is but a special and occasional assem-
bly; our ruling elders are scriptural Presbyters—or-
dained officers, set apart to compose such assemblies,
while the Congregativnal lay messcngers do not pre-
tend to be Presbyters, and may be only private members
of the churches. No, sir; tho principles for which I
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contend, are strictly Presbyterian principles; the ordi- :

nation they establish is a purely Presbyterian ordina.
tion : nor am I able to comprehend how these principles

and this ordination can be rcjected, without falling off N

on the one side to the final grounds of Prelacy, or, on the
other, to those of Independency.

It cannot escape notice, that if roling elders are de-
nicd the right of imposing hands in the ordination of

Pastors and Evangelists, it must necessarily follow that :

they ought to be prevented from taking any part in
every other portivn of these ordinations. The ground
upon which they act in the matter at all, under this
constitution, is, that they are declared to be a component

part of the Preshytery, (Form of Government, chap. x.

sec. 2); that the Presbytery is declared to have power
to ordain ministers, (Idem. sec. 8;) and that * the Jay-

ing on of the hands of the Presbytery” is declared to be
a formal part of this ordination, (Idem, chap. xv.sec. 14); .
If the lay.

and it is a ground altogether impregnable.
ing on of hands be the only essential part of ordination,
or the main part of it, then the more clearly this is

proved, the more important it is that ruling elders be:
not illegally ousted of their rights, and the more mani.

fest it is that this right is inherent in their office—since,
if this is ordination, this is the very thing they are com.-

manded to do. But, on the other hand, if the imposition.

of hands is any part at all of ordination, then, mani.

festly, the body which has the entire power of ordina. ™

tion, has power 1o perform this part of ordination, and’

therefore ruling clders_have it upon (the same ground!}

* See Heads of Agreement and Articles of Church Disci.
wlinn ammnad an at Qavhennk Qon Q@ 170R. ch_ Il sec. 4 and
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precisely that preaching elders have it, namely, that
they are members of the body to which the right apper-
tamns: and to deny this involves, cither that imposition
of hands is no part of ordination, or that ordination is
not by the Presbytery, both of which are absurd and
contrary to express Jaw—or that ruling elders may be
denied any participation in a part of ordination which
is exprensly declared to belong to the whole Presbytery ;
and if this can be done, then they can, on the same
grounds, be deprived of all participation in all parts of
ordination—and that act cease to be presbyterial and
become merely hierarchic, as to cvery part of' it ; which
is precisely the tendency of the greater part of the argu.
ments I have heard and read on the other side. Fur-
thermore, upon the same grounds precisely, the ruling
elders ought to be deprived, and if they tolerate the
present encroachment, they will be deprived at last, of
all right to take any part in installing, removing, ai:d
judging ministers, as well as in orcaining them; for
the whole four powers are of one and the same class,
and sre embraced and invested by a single clause (Form
of Government, chap. x. sec. 8) of the Constitution.
Theroe is full as much sense in the notion that an clder
cannot take away the ministerial office because he can-
not give it, as in that so current amongst us, that he
cannot give it because he has it not himsell; and there
is far more rcason to say he shall in no case take part
in installations, than to prohibit the impusition of his
hands, since the latter act is only and always presby-
terial, while the former one may be done by committee,
(Form of Government, ch. xvi. sec. 6.) And surely it
is far more evident that when ministers are installed by
a committce of ministers, ruling elders can have no
right to take part in removing them, sccing they had
none in placing them ; than it is that they cannot im-
posc hands in ordination, even though ordination be an
act of Presbytery only, and they members of the body.
The truth is, Sir, the whole matter resolves itself into
one of these four propositions—either the imposition
of hands is not a Presbyterial act, which is exactly con.
trary to the words of the Constitution ;—or Presbyterial
acts may be performed where there is no Presbyterial
authority, which is absurd and revolutionary ;—or ruling
elders when members of Presbytery must unite in the act,

" which is truc;—or you must show an explicit statement
_in the Constitution, not only that a Presbytery is good

i

without them—which the Synod asserts and the Consti-
tution denics—but that even when they are present, they
are denicd this right; that is, that cven when members
they are not members.

Extraordinary as the attempt is, gentlemen of high
character in the church, have been found willing to un-
dertake the proof of the proposition; that ruling elders
when members of Presbytery, are, pro kac vice, not
members of it. They try to show this, first, analogi.
cally, as a thing that might be; for as there are other
rights of which they are deprived, they might also be
deprived of this; and the instance taken is, they cannot
be moderators of the body. I reply, this is by clear law

| of the chureh; and as that law was requisite in order to

|

obtain that result, the abscnce of any such law in regard
to the point before us, is conclusive of the case. But
seeing tho law is positive against the thing which the

i analogy is supposed to prove to be possible—it is pre-

i

postcrous to argue for what might be, in the very teeth
of what is. The constitution might have allowed min.
isters to be ordained by committecs of ministers: it
chose another plan, and required them to be ordained

1 by Presbytery : and it is argued thet the elders may be

i pusted from Presbytery, of which they are members,

because the plun of ordaining by commitices, of which
they were not members, might have been adopted. This
is mere trifling. Another ground of argument is sought

o @ play vpon the word “ ministry,” used at the close

take him by ‘the right hand, saying, in words to this
purpose, We give you the right hand of fellowship to
take part of this ministry with us,” (Form of Govern.
ment, ch. xv. sec. 14) : and it is urged that ministry in
this clause, means ministry of the word, and therefure
elders cannot use it. What then? Suppose they can.
not do this,—how does thut prove they cannot impose
hands ? They cnnnot preside : but does that prove they
cannot do something else which is diffcrent? Again,
the man is already ordained; our argument is not about
what may be done alter, but in the act of ordaining.
Again, suppose some other suitable word which an
elder could use, were substituted for the word ministry,
—the order being “ worde to this purpose;” how then!
Again, the order is * all the members of the Presbytery:"
are elders not members ? But, chiefly, the whole sophism,
rests on an error of fact. The word ministry is, no
doubt, in its popular use oflen, perhaps generally, ap-
plied to the ministers of the word ; but our standards,
and those of other Presbyterian churches, and our Bible
ton, use it technically to mean all the divinely ordained
officers of the church. Our Con'ession says, “ Christ
hath given the ministry, oracles, and ordinances of
God for the gathering and perfecting of the saints, in
this life, to the end of the world,” (ch. xxv. sec. 3},
and our Form of Government declares that Pastors,
Ruling Elders, and Deacons, are the ordinary and per-
petual officers of the chureh, given to it by Christ—as
already abundantly proved: thercfore these standards
must contradict themselves, or else in them, and snin
this place—the word ministry does not mean simply
the ministers of the word. The Second Book of Disci-
pline, of the Kirk of Scotland, is equully explicit :—* ac-
cording to the parts of this division, (to wit, of the po-
licie of the Kirk,) ariseth a sort of threefold officers in
the Kirk, to wit, of ministers preachcrs, elders gover-
nurs, and deacons distributers,  And all these may be
called by a generall word, ministers of the Kirk.” (ch. II.
par.2).* Yes, sir, and our brother Paul is more explicit
cven than our brother, Andrew Melville; for knowing
that the master had laid down, and enforced in his own
inexpressible humiliation, the great truth that minister of
the church and scrvant of the church are the very same
thing ;t hc expressly declares that all the gifts of him
who ascended far above all heavens, were for a work
which he expresses by a word borrowed from the name
of the humblest office in the church—a deaconry—2
ministry ;t ond sceing that he had called Christ hl.m-
sclf— a minister, a servant§ for the truth of God, using
the same word—when he speaks of himsclfand even of
his apostolic office he goes out of the circle of ecclesiae-
tical phraseology and sclects a word lower than the
lowest he could find there—to say, * so account of us a8
of the ministere]] of Christ.” And has it really come to
this, that minielry no longer means a service, minister
no longer & servant? and that the preaching elders of
this Church shall seporate themselves from the profane
herd of ruling elders—when the more sacred functions
of their common rule are to be discharged, because the
foriner arc above that rank which Christ attributes to
the highest, or because the latter are below even that
rervice, which, as the very humblest, Paul, in hig humi-
lity, attributes to himself? And what shall justify this
torture of our Constitution, that in the midst of its
groans, ministers who are unwilling to be classed with
other servants of the Church, may find some dubious
sounds which they can interpret so as to favour their

* See also in Niemeyer's Collectio Confessionum; Confes:
sio Belgica, Art. xxxi.—Confessio Helvetica posterior, Art
xviii. Confessio Bohemica (1575) Art. xii.

t Matt, xx, 26—28, Jiaxcroo—dJdawnos.

t Eph. iv. 8—13.

§ Rom. xv. 8, diaxcyor.
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enlted conceptions of their official rank ? Thke practice
of the church! The practice of the church! What church,
ar? The same church that declared the office of dea-
o to be divine and perpetual—and through a century
td a half practised that it was neither one nor the
other? The same church that declared the pastoral of-
fice to be not only divine and permanent, but the first
ofallin “ dignity and usefulness”—and after a century
and a half, not one-third of all its ministers had ever been
mstors? The same church that provides vnly for the ordi- :
Dalion of pastors and evangelists, and then fills its Presby- &‘
teries with ministers who are neither one nor the other 1 ;
The same charch that binds its Evangelists by the most '
lﬂeqm vowsto labour in frontier and destitute settlements, -
thatis to be real missionaries—and allows these samo |
s-called Evangelists, to concentrate about the great :
marts of population, business, and wealth, and to spend |
their lives in utter disregard of the cries of our hundreds \
of vacant churches, theinselves absorbed all the while in
wxcular pursuits? The same church that, by solemn
and deliberate treaty, provided for the abolition of the
office of ruling elder, which office it professed to believe
w1s jure divino—and covenanted to allow Presbyterics
o be formed In direct violation-of what it professed to
believe was the divine model of Presbytery, and for six.
ad-thirty years tenaciously held by these monstrous
dipulations? ~ And as for the pretended practice—what
sit? That Elders skall not impose hands in the ordi-
ntion of ministers of the word 7 I deny that any such
prctice ever did, or from the nature of the case ever
tould exist, independently of clear law ; or if it existed
tould be proved in the manner here attempted. That
Elders did not s0 impose hands, might be a practice,
ud might be proved ; but that they skould not, is a long
step farther; and the moment this principle has been
iltempted to be asscrted as the sense of the Church, it
bas created an excitement which it will require better
zuments than the previous question to allay. That
Iders did mot impose their hunds actually, is asserted
¥ith great confidence to have been the uniform prac-
“09; the very general pructice it may have been; the
tnivergal practice, I have personal knowledge it was
bot—and that in portions of the church the most tho-
thaghly imbued with the principles of our system. That
Mentially, whocver did impose hands, did it as the act
o the whole body, and therefure of the Elders in the
dy, is just as clear, as that when the candidate is or.
dsined by the Modcrator presiding—as by the words of
our book he is—the ordination is potentially that of the
y—and so is Presbyterial : and this is one manifest
oof of the absurdity of talking about a practice that
ders should mot impose hands. Can any case be pro.
duced of Elders having been turned out of Presbytery
¥hen the body was about to proceed to an ordination 7
Can any man produce an act of the General Assembly
before 1843, sanctioning so portentous an outrage? 1f
%,let us have it. And suppoee, sir, it could be proved
¥ith absolute certainty that Elders never did lay on
1ands; would it be our duty to make the law conlorm
b that practice; or ought we not rather correct the
ractice by the law ?  And suppose the provisions of the
W were as vaguc as they are clear and precise, and
e construction would favour the previous practice and
inderstanding of the church, while an opposite one ac-
orded with the great principles of our system, and
vith the word of Gud: who could hesitate in such n
2s%¢? T am fully persuaded that the opinions of the
nen who framed our systemn can be shown from their
kecided and well considered acts 1o have been wholly in-
onsistent with the view of this subject which is at.
empted to be fastened upon their memories; but I am

is0 bound to say that if every man of them were sitting
nthia Qecmnnd 4n wlche 16 ccniild hn cincie At and ny
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ed with the scnse of the instrument itsel. We have
sworn to this constitution, not in any hidden, reserved
or implicit sense, locked vp in the minds of those who
drew it up, and capable of being brought to light only
by putting the thing to the rack; but we have sworn to
it, in its own sense, held forth in its own terms, and
made obvious by the just consideration of all ite parts,
according to the fair, true, and simple meaning of the
whole. And sir, we should never have heard of the
opinione of our fathers, and the practice of our church—
tradition and infullibility in Presbyterian church courts
—if gentlemen had been able to mcet this question,
upon the law and the testimony, either of the Church,
or of the Church’s glorious Head.

The methods of wresting the plain sense of written
instruments, which I have now considered, and which
as you well know, are, as applied to our standards and
to the present case, common to nearly all who have
lately spoken or written against the rights of our ruling
elders; incompetent as they are in their own nature,
and empty of all force, yet have a show of respect for
the forms of reason, and for the established order of the
Church. They pretend to ascertain the actual sense of
actual law. But gentlemen take much higher grounds
when such as these fail them; and with all their ner-
vous anxiety for Lhe reputation of the fathers of onr
Constitution, they do not hesitate to bring them and
their handiwork to a very summary issue, by a very
summary process. The ruling elder—so they argue—
is, from the very nature of his office, incompetent even
to assist in the ordination of presching elders; and
therefore it is impossible the Constitution can mean to
say he ought to be allowed to do any such thing as im-
pose hands on them. 7This, sir, is not to imitate, it is
to judge our fathers; it is not to interpret, it is to try
the law; it is not to execute, it is to make a constitu.
tion. Yet I willingly meet the issue; and having, as [
humbly conccive, proved that the law is what it is, I
will venture to offer some of those considerations which
salisfy my mind, that it ought not to be different.

‘The earliest national confession of the Kirk of Scot.
Jand, that read in the face of the Scottish Parliament
and ratified by the three estates of the realm on the 17th
of August 1560, declares that the word of God truly
preached, the sacraments rightly administered, and dis-
cipline executed according to the word of God, are the
infullible signs of the true Church, (Art. xviii. and xxv.)
The saucraments, adds this vencrable confession, can be
rightly administered only by “lawful ministers, whom
we affirm to be only they that are lawfully appointed to
the preaching of the word, into whose mouth God hath
put some sermon of exhortation, they being men lawfully
chosen thereto, by some Church,” (Art. xxii.) John Knoz
and four other persons compeased this confession; the
same hands composed the First Book of Discipline.
Treating expressly of the ministers of the word, this
early platform of Church Order and Discipline, declares
that * the lawful vocation standeth in the election of the
people, examination of the ministry, and admission by
both.” Aud then afterwards that, * In their admission
. . . other ccremonies, except fasting with prayer—such
as laying on of hands, we judge not necessary in the
institution of the ministry,” (ch. iv. paragraphs 1 and 2)
About twenty years afler the adoption of this book, the
Second Book of Discipline was drawn up by Andrew
Melveille, and adopted by all the civil and ecclesiastical
authorities of the Kingdom. It has been made the
basis of more numerous and solemn national acts than
any other paper, perhaps, of merely human origin;
and as far as I can discover is still in full force
in the Scottish church and Kingdom. This remark-
uble work treats in the same chapter, and as one
gcnernl pobiaas  tha LALSSAR Af allinereona heare
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that * ordinary or outward calling hath two parts—
election and ordination ;" that election is the choosing
by “the eldership and consent of the congregation :"
that “ Ordination is the separation and sanctifying of
the person appointed, to God and his Kirk, afler he is
well tried and found qualified;” and that* The ceremo-
ni.s of ordination are fasting, earnest prayer, and im-
position of the hands of the eldership.” (Ch. III. par. 1,
6,10, 11.) Such is vrdination uccording to the doctrine
of that venerable church whose standards bhave furnish-
ed so large a portion of our own; and such it is, essen-
tially, as held by all the Reformed churches—and I may
add by the primitive and apostolic church. There is no
charm here; no mystery—no incantation—no juggle—
no opus operatum—no symbolical hocus pocus—no
transfer of a virus—no pretence of a flux of spiritual
influences—nothing about a transmission of any thing.
The whole is simple and grand. God chovses his ser-
vants by an inward vocation, and designates a mode by
which their outward calling may be regularly sealed,
in a lawful election and a solemn dedication of each to
his uppointed work ; and this is all. What there can be
in the doctrine of ordination properly conccived, that
should make one shudder at the idea,—as at profanation
and sacrilege—that a ruling elder should be presumed
compelent to aid in the ordination of a preaching elder
—is, lo me, altogether incomprehensible. Or if gen.
tlemen insist that I do not fairly state the case—or the
exact point of their objection—and are in earnest when
they make a distinction between the act of imposing
bands and ell other parts of ordination, why let us give
them the benefit of this correction. And what is there
in the nature of this act, which was entirely rejected by
the carly Scottish church, that renders it improper for
a scriptural Presbyter, yea a scriptural Bishop to take
part in it? To deny thatthe Elders of the New Testa-
ment are Presbyters—is mere nonsecnse—for the Eng-
lish word is only a translation of the Greek one—and
is just the same as to sag an Elder is not an Elder, or 10
say a Presbyter is not a Presbyter. To deny that
the Elders of the New Testament arc bishops, is
to contradict the very words of the divine record,
for the very same men and offices have both words
indiscriminately applied to them; and to set up Pre-
lacy upon a foundation stronger than its own advo-
cates assume. To take refuge under the distinction
held by Presbytcrian churches in general, thal there are
two classes of scriptural eldere, namely such as rule
only, and such as both rule and labour in word and
doctrine; is but to betray ignorance of the whole sub-
ject.  For you will be obliged to go a step further and
either show that ordination does not appertain to the
power of regimen in the church, but to the power of
order—which is stark popery; or else tlLat those who
arc clders simply for rule, do not belong to those bodics
which have the entire regimen of the chuarch in their
hands—which is stark nonsense. Sir, I dv besecch this
Synod to consider these obvious truths, every one of
which is so perfectly simple as to be, upon our common
principles, pretty nearly self evident, as soon as it is put
clearly before an unprejudiced mind. Let it be once
conceded, as it is on all hands, that imposition of hands
if practiscd at all, is a part of the ordination service, and
then it follows irresistibly, from the truths just stated,
and from each of them separately, that ruling elders
ought to lay on hands, and therefore, that our law is
right.  Presbytery imposcs hands in ordination ; elders
are of right members of that body ; therefore they must
necessarily impose hands. Presbyters, when met in
Eresbytery, orduin by the imposition of hands; elders

Presbyters, and do meet in that body; therefore
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bands. The power of order is a sereral power, such
the power to preach, administer sacraments, &c.; bv
imposition of hands, with every other part of ordint
tion, is a Presbyterial, that is a joint power ; therefor
a minister of the word does not impose hands as a mif
ister, nor as exercising uny power of order; but as
ruler, that is an elder—and therefore upon the sam
ground as elders of the other class, that is rp\mge
ders. All power of regimen is joint, that is pre
byterial, for the whole rule of the church, as I hav
largely demonstrated in a former speech before this ;
nod, is in Assemblies; but imposition of hands, ar
every other part of ordination, is a Presbyterial, that
a joint power ; and therefore all who have the power:
rule muet have the right to impose hands.® And, sir,
we look at the subject in the opposite aspect, it is cqut
ly overwhelming.~ Are these elders scriptural Presb
ters? If not, let them depart from your church cour
Are your Presbyteries scripturally com_poced. wh
teaching and ruling elders meet together in them?
not, let us break up our system, and eonfes_a our err
like honest men.  Does the right of ordination belong
the power of order, and is it transmitted ministeria
by the imposition of hands? Then let us turn pap!
at once, and establish the sacrament of orders. Is par
a distinctive feature of Presbyterianism? Then b
shall we defend this more than prelatic imparity 7 1
the highest churchman on earth admits all Presbyt
to be by order equal—all bishops to be of the e
raok; nay while their prelates ordain their presbytt
they allow other Presbyters to assist and impoee han
If ‘these are our opinions, and we are determined
make our standards utter such principles as these,
us at least avoid the charge of handling the word
God deceitfully, by citing and stereol{pmg texts i
sense the opposite of our belief. Qur Form of Guse
ment ch. viii. see. 1 and 2, quotes Acts xv. 6,10 Pt
the government of the church to be jure divino, in
scmblies congregational, classical and syn'odlcal;\
then in ch. x. sec.1,and ch. xi, on the itle, it quotes
same passage to prove that, jure divino, classical
synodical assemblies arc composed of Pastors and
ing Elders. In ch. xv. sec. 14. 1 Tim. iv. 14 is qu
to prove that in ordination the hands of the Presby’
ought tobeimposed; and in ch. x. sec. 1.the same pas¢
is quoted to prove that many congrcgations are unite
one Presbytery compused of Pastors and ruling clder
that holding ruling elders to be incompetent to 1@
hands, we quotc a passage which proves that Presby
ordains by imposition of hands, and quote itagain to}
that ruling elders as well as preaching elders wel
that Presbytery. And holding that the power of reg
held by ruling elders does not qualify them to act
matter which falls immediately and abeolutely t
the power of an assembly having rule; we qu
passage to prove, in the first place, that this asse
haa the power of rule, and in the second, that t
elders were init! The passage in Timothy, pots
of dispute that the body which ordains is a Presb)
and that it ordains with imposition of its hands;
thut in Acts is equally conclusive that it had jurisdi
and that the elders who sat in it, were all neither
nor less than Presbyters. Here, sir, 1 may boldl
my stand. These marginal citations clearly prc
Scripture, that the doctrine asserted in our stan
is that which I assert before you now ; and th

* The reader is referred for a very clear and learr
monstration that ruling elders, are both Presbyters an
ops, to Dr. Miller's Fssay on the Ruling Elder. ‘Ths
the ground of ** "= M~d s mnliss ctool e nnond ha
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men who put them there and have kept them there,
understood these standards to teach this doctrine. As.
seublies which have rule in the Church—which are
composed of teaching and ruling elders, and are there-
fore called Presbyterics—ordain ministers of the word,
by lh'e imposition of the hands of their members, with-
out diserimination. This is the doctrine of these stand.
lrds‘nnd of God's word. And, sir, I invoke your solemn
consideration of the state of the question to which the
whole argument conducts us. The whole office of the
ruling elder is involved. His power to ordain depends
on his power to rule—and they stand or fall together.
l!u position under our constitution and by the word of
God, is determined by the same argument, and will be
decided by the same vote. With him falls the grand
peculiarity of Presbyterian, and as I believe, of Chris.
tian, Charch Order. And ifthe opinions now predomi.
nant in this Synod, prevail over the Church—a revolu.
lon in every purt of your ecclesinstical practice and
opinion must follow, perhaps insensibly, but not the
!en fatally ; and the final assumption of uil authority
Into the hands of the ministers, will bring after i,
those results and that ruin, which we have seen in all
ages flow from that frightful calamity.

I will venture, Moderator, to gu a step farther in this
Investigation, and meet in its germ, what seems to be
the radical error of thuse who deny the principles for
which I contend. Their inmediate error lies in a mis.
Conception of the power which is exercised in ordina.
ton, and from thence very naturally, a mistake arises
25 lo the depositories of this power. 1 have entered the
less fully into this part of the case, both because I have
clearly exhibited its principles in my argument before
the Synod on the question of jurisdiction as involved in
thatof a quorum of Presbytery; and because of the
pinful and embarrassing circumstances in which I an
dressing you. But I have probably said enough to
make it apparent that the denial of this right of ruling
tlders fur which I plead, must rest at last, if it has any
Rtional foundation, upon the double assumption that
ministerial ordination depends upon and is rclated,
swome how or other, to the potestss ordinie, and thut this
tependence and relation are such that it is the potestas
ordinig of ministers of the word only, that is available in
the ordination of other ministers of the word. The ques-
tion of iwnposition of hands is unly the touchatone that
teveals the existence of these two fallacies; either one of
which fairly pursucd, annihilates the whole fabric of
that church order, whose fundamental principles, both
as they are rational and as they arc scriptural, are that
ordination as well as jurisdiction, is not a several power,
but a joint one—and that both are in the hands of as.
semblies constituted, not of one, but of two classes of
elders. But there is an error behind both of these, and
o which both ure traceable,—as to thc very tenure of
3ll power held by the officers of the church of Christ.
If the power held by the assemblies or the officers of
the church, was absolute in its nature, and held in the
way of sovereign and inherent right; there might be a
very remotc approach to plausibleness, perhaps, in a
great deal that has been said and written on this ques.
lion. But, sir, all the powers we hold, or can hold, in
the charch, are utterly and immeasurably removed from
the nature of absolute authority. All power is abso-
lstely in Christ: he gave, but onlyin trust, to his in.
spired Apostles, authority to found and shape his king.
lom; to that kingdom he gives officers, who are not
nspired, and to these he gives—but also in trust—
powers very much inferior both in kind and in degree
b those he gave, in trust and temporarily, to his
ipostles. ‘T'he Apostles, far above us in all respects,
tad nothing to {ransmit, in any proper sense of that
rord, as of themsclves or even as officers of Christ’s
thurch ; but when Christ chose to add to them other

N

-
y

m

ACT OF GOVERNMENT. 19

sclves®—they gave another the right hand of fel-
lowship after he had been, independently of them,
for many years an Apostle. So, we as ministers
of the word, or as rulers in the church, have
nothing to transmit; our business in this respect is
simply, when God shows to us that he has chosen an-
other minister, another ruler, to add him tv our num-
ber—to give him the right of fellowship: to do this by
ruch acts and such significant ceremonies—of which
we suppose the laying on of the hands of the Presby-
tery is onc—as the first, the great servants of our Lord
have, by his orders, instituted. The mode of arguing,
that men cannot impart what they have not,and there-
forc elders cannot act—implies that we can impart
what we have—to wit, if the argument has any sense—
our divine calling and sufficiency and unction from
above. But will any Presbyterian maintain a doetrine
80 monstrous? And yet upon any other ground the
sophism is a mere play on words. For what sane man
will venture to say, a trust can never be executed un-
less the trustce has exactly the same interest, both in
kind and in degree, that ke has upon whom the trust
terminates; for example, that Christ could not, either
permanently or temporarily, empower Kings to select
prophets or prophets to select kings; preachers to se-
lect rulers in the church, or rulers to select preachers; or
both unitedly to select both; just as readily, as simply,
yea, reverently speaking, just as rationally, as to direct
preachers to select preachers; he himselt by his Spirit,
his providence, and his word, for ever superintending
the whole? Why, sir, even under the Jewish economy,
when a priesthood was not only divinely instituted, bat
continued in a right line from Aaron by a special provi
dence attesting that divine institution, and intrusion into
it was punished by death; the priests were subjected to
the inspection and the decision of the Elders who were
judges and rulers, and of whom not a single man
was, by any nccessity, a priest himself—in order
to ascertain the reality of their call of God, as to birth,
age, physical, social, and ceremonial facts, which set.
tled the right of each particular pricst, to be admitted to
offer sacrifice; and Moses, who was no priest, but a
ruler, consecrated Aaron and his sons. Those priests
were, by a divine law entitled to their office; but the
conditions of entrance and the proof of their claim, must
necessarily be pusscd on by some compctent authority;
which authority was—the elders of Israel. So with us,
a ministry appointed of Christ, and its members called
and qualified by Christ, have a divine right to the exers
cise of the functions belonging to their respective of-
fices : but it necessarily must be, that some eompetent
uuthority in the church, must pass upon these facts:
and the Christian people and the Elders of the church
are that authority; the former by their call, the Iatter
by their ordination, attesting and giving outward regu-
larity to the vocation of each person in particular.—
The whole notion of a tranemitted authority in the Chris-
tian ministry, is utterly fallacious; and the whole as-
sumption that, if there was such a transmission, it must
be through a succession of the same description of per-
sons, is a second and still more absurd fallacy buiit upon
the first. Nor are these fallacics barren speculatione.
We see their first influence in tho violent advoeacy of
principles in our own church, which are wholly sub-

* That ie on the su ition that Matthias was in any true
sense an Apostle. 'F ecompetenci/ of the Apostles to do
what they did in his case—especially before the descent of
the Holy Ghost—the almost total subsequent silence in re-
gard to him—the probable limitation of the irue Apostolate
1o the number of twelve, and the transcendent claims of
Paul to be the twelfth—are some of the reasons which cast
doubt on the vocation of) Matthiss.| But)admitting it 1o
have been proper and valid—he was chosen by means of an
extraordinary aoneal 1o God—and was simply number
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versive of its order, and in the hareh and intemperate
conduct and sentiments which so remarkably accom-
pany those principles: und we may read the fearful
record of their progress and results, in every age and
period where the hierarchic spirit and doctrine have
been engrafied upon Christianity. Sir, the whole con-
ception is as thoroughly at war with history as it is
with rcason and with scripture. There is not only
no such doctrine in God’s word—but there is no
such ministry upon the carth: and if the right
to preach or to rule in the church of Christ, depends
on our ability to trace a transmitted authority through
the imposition of the hands of other preachers
or rulers; then it is manifest, that there is not
in the world, one person who has the right either to
rule or to preach. ‘1 he moment it is proved that these
rights are transmitted rights, which must come to us
only through officcrs like ourselves, back to the Sa-
viour—that moment it is proved that there is not undcr
the sun ‘any thing approaching to a valid ministry :
for as to the matter of fact, not only is it utterly im-
possible to trace back any such succession—and so
the proof is fatally defective; but it is capable of the
clearest proof that every existing line of such pre.
tended succession, has been repeatedly and incurably
broken. As it regards this pretended transmission, it
is perfectly notorious that the leaders of the glorious
Reformation of the XVI. century came, every one of
them, out of the church of Rome; that they re-
nounced, every one of them, that church as the syna-
gogue of Satan; that they relicd, every one of them,
on the extraordinary nature of their own vocation to
justify their acts, and not on any ordination they ever
had from Rome ; and that in the exercise of the powers
vested by Christ in his church—which is his body,
they established, one and all, the broad foundations of
truth, on which we stand until now. Here, sir, is the
only succession that the nature of the case admits—
the only permanent, available, scriptural succession ;
the succession of heaven-descended truth, end of the
glorious fellowship, the redeemed host to which officers
and courts are both alike given; the succession of
Christ’s doctrinc and Christ’s people—now hcre, now
there—sometimes on the throne of Constantine, some-
times in the dungeons of the Inquisition—sometimes
fully organized, sometimes disorganized—but every.
where the inheritors of the promises, the depositaries
of the faith, the witnesses for the truth, the royal
priesthood. To his church the Saviour has given a
form of administration : to it, officers, to conduct its
affaire : but tlic succession is neither in the form, nor
in the officer, but in the truth, and in itself.l®* And
when the form is corrupted or debased, it is its pre-
rogative to restore it; and when the officers are ex.
tinct or are apostate, it is its prerogative, obedient to
God’s providence, and guided by his indwelling Spirit,

to call forth from its busom, new teachers and new

rulers. Again and again has it done both—shut up to
the necessity by a divine constraint, and rewarded for
its obedience by the divine smiles. And, sir, I pray
God it may never be forgotien, that in the primitive
church, the hierarchic spirit first manifested itself, and
laid the first principles of prelacy and popery, by the

well-meant, but fatal error, of selecting one of the
presbyters, and giving to him the sole power of ordina-
tion :f an error slight in its extent compared with
what we shall commit, if we, instead of a temporary
and prudential, though illegal and dangerous elevation
of & single minister above his class—should by one
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blow divide into two different orders, the Presbyters
of the church; and while we clevate one above the
church itself, degrade the other from the excreise of the
common functions of their office. The act that con-
verts Preshyterian ordination from an excrcise of
church power, into a charm—will work sorrow and
ruin, when you and I, Moderator, shall have long
ceased from our labours; and will be cited by our
mourning children with an emphasis little according
with the temper in which those around me have re-
ccived my earnest warnings. .

1 think, sir, I have now shown that by our law as it
stands, the principles of the minute I have submitted
to this Synod are clearly established; and that the
more closcly we apply the tests of rcason, of history
and of Scripture, the more cvident it is, that our law is
right. The work of ordaining Ministers of the Word,
is, and ought to be the work of a Presbytery const.
tuted by tcaching and ruling elders: and the impost-
tion of hands, belongs to the same body which performs
all the rest of the work. The doctrine and practice of
other Reformed churches have been confidentlyappealed
to as conclusive against the view which I take of this
subject. The practice of other churches, I do not pre-
tend to have sufficiently examined into, to speak with
confidence about it ; nor indced does it appear to me2
point of sufficient importance to be worthy of dscus-
sion, under the circumstances. If there was a total
absence of written law,—if that law was vague,—il
there was any tolerable certainty that the practicc of
churches always accorded strictly with their owo law,
—if there was the least pretext that all the particular
churchies do not require frequent reformations them:
selves,—or if we had certain information and a un-
form practice—there might be some inducement t
look into this idlest, vaguest, weakest part of the mosl
uncertain of all rules of duty,—the opinions of men a
weak, as ignorant, and as sinful as ourselves. Th
doctrine of other Reformed churches, I have consideret
as standing in a different light, and have carefully ex-
amincd il, especially as it is set forth in their publi
and formal standards. There are many reasons whj
these authoriscd and carefully weighed statemcnts art
worthy of our profound respect: for, to state nomore
they were drawn up by men, and approved by qhurc}le
whom God evidently called to a glorious mission, an'
their influence in giving shape and tone to our o¥!
formularies was very great. After all, however, thel
relations to us and to this question are but collateral
for the word of God is our rule of faith,—the standard
of our own church are our covenanted bond of uniof
and in the light of them, we have not hcsitated to ¢
ject important principles which were held with unan
mous - consent by the Reformed Churches of Europ
and to establish others which were denied by them al
1 esay not these things, sir, as fearing the testimon
which these venerablo witnesses and all others bac
to the Apostles, who are recognized as parts of ¥
clect Church of Christ, may bear; for the coursé!
my studies has not left me ignorant of the sentimen
of God's people in past times. But I say them, int
candour, and because I love truth more than vict_of.
I the more willingly proceed to this portion of U
case, because I am persuaded that this testimony
not only more for me than against me, in itself co
sidered; but because the distinct rejection, by U
framers of our constitution, of such parts of the do
trine of older Reformed churclies as was opposite
the principles held by me, is no mean proof, that
rightly interpret our own standards

* 1 will begin with the Reformed Church of France

* The reader is notified that this portion of the speech
reported much more fully than it was delivered ; the Syn



L
3 ~
R e - . EEN
. et

4%

NOT A CHARM, BUT AN ACT OF GOVERNMENT.

church which has suffered for the Lord Jesus, the most
and the longest of all the churches of the Reformation ;
e church which furnished, in less than ten years, more
than two hundred thousand martyrs—and in whose
bosom many particalar congregations could count their
conlessors by tens of thousands.® Sir, there is no por-
tion of the history of the visible chuarch of Christ upon
which the serious mind lingers with more profound in-
terest, than that which records the wonderful dealings
of God with the Christians of France. In defiance of
the whole power of Rome and of a succession of perse-
culing sovercigns, they spread abroad with such aston-
L:hing rapidity, that thc national Syned of 1571 in
which Beza presided, could count 2159 churches, the
greater part of which had two ministers, and many of
them five or six ;t and they shot their roots so deeply,
that two centuries and a half of war, persecution, ex-
ile, and civil infamy, aided by frequent and wide-spread
2postusies, great and dangerous departures from the
simplicity of the gospel, and an original constitution by
8o means perfect—have failed in extirpating them from
the soil of France. The confiasion of this church was
drawn up, as is generally supposed, by John Calvin
himself, and was adopted by several of its national sy-
nods, including the first of the twenty.nine, which met
at Paris on the 15th May, 1559. By it} ministers of
the word were ordained by committee, which always
consisted of two pastors deputed by a provineial Synod
o 2 Colloquy (Presbytery) (Discipline ch, I. Can.8.);
were never ordained bufore being admitted by a
Synod or Colloquy, and if by the latter, seven pastors
must be present (Idem. can. 4); never without the con-
sent of the people, and never without a particular flock
(Idem. Can. 6 and 10). The Colloquy consisted of
neighhouring churches, and was constituted of their
ministers and an elder from each (ch. vii. can.]); and
their provincial Synod answered to ours. (ch, viii. can.
1), The Consistory corrcsponded with vur church ses-
tion—and consisted of the pastors and elders of the
prticular  church (ch. v. can. 8); but these particular
churches were often very large, many of them having
more than 10,000 members, and they had generally a
plurality of pustors. The Consistory, as well as the
Colloquy and the Synod had power to suspend minis-
brs of the word, yea, to depose them outright, (ch. J.
. 19 and 50, und ch. v. can. 19 and 32); und I great-
ly fear, sir, 1t" some of our leading divines were to come
under the scope of some of these canons, it might go ill
%ith them ; for example chap. I. can. 19, against all
wecular pursuits, that too much hinder % them in the
Principal duties of their ministerial officc”— such as the
prctice of law or physic, the teaching of youth, or
“any other worldly distracling business”—which are
the cases stated in the canon. Tiis platform differs
fom ours, in many particulare; and in many more
fro!p the interpretalions forced upon ours. By it, ordi-
ation is by commillee of two ministers, instcad of by
the Presbytery with imposition of its bands: it is by
estors only, who are the only sort of ministers of the
word admitted into the church courts, instead of by
three ministers without charge as defined by our last
Assembly : the Colloquy must consist of at least senen
Pastors, instead of three unemployed ministers, which,
gentlemen say, are sufficient; by it, the church scs-
50 conld ruspend, yca “ depose out of hand,” ministers
u’the word—a notion so revolting to our late General
Assembly, that they declared ministers to be not church
embers at all, rather than allow their names and sa-

ing on towards midnight, and other causes, which need not
Dderepeated, conspiring o render its delivery useless, if not
‘"mproper, | have hesitated about going into this part of the
tabject : but on the whole it seems heat
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cred persons to fall under the notice of a church ses.
sion: and above all, by it, ruling elders are expressly
held not to be perpetual officers in the church (ch. iii.
can. 7; also, ch. xi. of the Seccond Synad of Paris, 1565},
All these things bear a strong resemblance to the well
known peculisrities of Calvin; and following the gene-
ral principles on which they rest, he engrafied into the
discipline of the church of Geneva, their most aggrava.
ted forn.®* He held, and avowed his belief; that * im.
position of hands” is *“a sacrament in true and legiti-
mate ordinations;”t an opinion difficult to reconcile
with his general sentiments, and altogether peculiar to
hiwself, but which, it is casy to sce, wounld naturally
lead tn exactly such practical results as I have stated
from the French Confession. Lct it be observed also,
that whatever there is peculiar in this platform is
80 by express law, and that in so far as its provisions
are opposed to the principles for which I contend, they
are opposed also to the express law of our church; for 1f
ruling elders are not perpetual officcrs of the church,
and if imposition of hands in legitimate ordinations is
a sacrament—then indeed it is true enough, that nci-
ther elders nor Presbyterics should impose hande, but
that pastors only should do it. The whole argument
therefore is conclusive to this, that even according to
the judgment of Calvin and the Reformed chuarch of
Frunce, our views of the office of the ruling elder, of the
nature of ordination, of the power of the Presbytery,
and of the total reparation of church and state, which
in Geneva were strictly united—necessarily oblige us
to allow the imposition of the hands of the ruling el-
ders; and the adoption of the piinciples of that great
man and the practice of that noble echurch, from whom
we have ventured to differ in these particulars, would
oblige us to alter entirely our principles upon these four
important points; that is, to refuse elders the right of
imposing hands, upon the united authority of the
churches of France and Geneva, it is necessary to hold
that they are not perpetual officers, that impesition of
hands, is, virtually a sacrament, and that it appertuins
not to the Presbytery but to a committee or other meet-
ing of pastors, appointed by some competent authority,
civil or ecclesiastical, and that the state itsell has para.

* The government of the church of Geneva was estab-
lished by a municipal law passed by the * Syndics, the
small and the grand councils and the "assembled pevple of
Geneva.” By it, persons seeking the minisiry of the word
were examined by the * company of pastors” in their week-
ly meeting ; elected by the same body. with the concur-
rence of the small municipal council; announced from the
pulpits on one Sabbaih, and if no ohjections were made, pre-
sented before the pulpit the next Sabbath, and prayer ofler-
ed by the officiating minister—afierwards being taken to
the council they took a minute and comprehensive civic
onth before the Lords Syndics: and thus their examination,
institution, and form of induction were complete—without
one word abont a Presbytery, an elder, or imposition of
hands by any body. The elders were elected from year to
year by the small council, with the advice of the minis-
ters: there were twelve of them, iwo from the small coun-
cil, and ten indiscriminately from the Councils of Sixty and
of Two hundred ; they were proctaimed from the Pulpits to
allow of ohjections and were confirmed by 1he Council of
Two hundred, and took the civic oath. Synod, Presbytery,
Colloguy—there was none. The consistory or church ses-
sion was made up of “the Elders with the ministers,” and
there seems to_have been one for the whole city. By the
“Summary of Doctrine, &e.”"—it is explicitly taught that
“the church nu§ht to be governed by the Pastors who have
charge of preaching the word and administering the sacra.
ments.” See Les Ordonnances Ecclesiastignes de L'l'giise
de Geneve, passces el reveues au Conseil General le 3 de
Juin 1576—A Geneve 1609. The whole system is as dif-
ferent from ours as well can be, both in its_principles and
its details
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mount authority in the premises. It is needless to
say, that the doctrine of the church of France, is to be
sought only in the past. For one hundred and eighty-
five years no national Synod has met; since the revoca-
tion of the Edict of Nantes, one hundred and fifty-eight
years ago, no ordinary and regularly constituted church
court has been lawfully convened; and for one hun.
dred and eight years of this period, from 1685 to 1793,
the reformed religion was prohibited by law and perse-
cuted unto blood in that deluded land. In 1814 Napo.
lcon restored this church of wartyrs to the condi-
tion essentially in which it now stands; for the freedom
of religion secured by the charter of 1831, has proved,
under the growing influence of popery in France, a
mere illosion. At present, the ruling elders of the
French churches are created by the civil law, being a
certain number of persons in each church, who pay the
most taxes to the state; aud the ordinations of' its min.
isters are performed by meetings of ministers con.
vened spontancously for this purpose, 88 necessity re-
quires: so that it is virtually, and has been for about
two centurics past, a Presbyterian church, robted of the
power of sctting up or continuing the regular adminis.
tration of its affuirs. Would to God, that its day of de-
liverance had come; and until it does come, let the Re-
formed world remember there dear brethren in bonds,
and unitedly plead their glorious cause at the throne of
our common Savioar,

I pass next to the most remarkable confession to
which the Reformation gave birth; the one which un.
doubtedly deserves to be called more emphatically the
confession of the Reformed churches, than any other com-
posed during the sixteenth century. At a period of
great difticulty and doubt, when the hatred of the pa.
pists burned with intense tury, and the bitterness of the
Lutheran section of the Protestants against those who
followed Zwingle and Calvin, was excited to a degree
that seems to us now, inconceivable; the Confession
commonly called the second or latter Helvetic Confession,
drawn up by Henry Bullinger of Zurich, and put forth
under the auspices of the Elector Palatine, Frederick,
then the chief proteetor of the Reformed, was, during the
year 1566 adopted by all the churches of the Hclvetic
Confederation, with those of their allies and dependen.
cies, embracing Geneva, which did not then form a part
of the confederacy, but whose national church, with
Theodore Beza at its head, subseribed this Confession.
During the same and the following year, the church of
Scotland, the churches of Poland, of Hungary, and in
general the body of the Reformed throughout Europe,
adhered to this Confession, as embodying the grand pe.
culiarities by which they were separated from the Lu.
therans on the one hand, and still more widely from the
papists on the other.* The xviii. chapter of this Con-
fession treate, ** Of the ministers of the church, and their
inslitution and offices;” and occupies seven pretty close.
ly printed pages. After a page and upwards of prece.
dent matter, it treats of the * Ministers of the New Tes.
tament ;" which it says, * are called Apostles, Prophets,
Evungelists, Bishops, Presbyters, Pastors, and Doctors ;"
which, defining in that order, it says of Bichops, “they
are inspectore and overseers of the church, who dispense
food and nccessarics to the church ;" of Presbyters,
“they are Eldcrs (seniores) and as it were senators and
fathers of the church, governing. it with wholesome
counsel ;" of Pastors,* they keep the fold of the Lord,
and provide for it necessary things ;" of Doctors, “ they
instruct, and teach true fuith and piety.” And the con.
clusion is, that theee are the present ministers of the
chureh, and these their names. A little further on, the

‘biect treated is, ** That minislers are to be called and

';" they are to be chosen'* by the church, or by
ljle Confession iteelf, pp. 462—536 of Niemeyer's
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those deputed for this purpose by the charch;"—re
persons only as are described in I Tim. iii, and in Ti

i, are to be chosen. * Et qui electi sunl, ordxpmlur

senioribug cum orationibus publicis, et impositione m
nuum: And those who are chosen, ought to be ordaine
by Elders, with public prayers, and imposition of hands,
(pp- 507-8). Towards the end of the chapter, Disciy
line in general, and Discipline amongst ministers |
treated; and then Synods incidentally, m_ujluch " {h
life and doctrine of ministers ought to be diligently it
quired into. Thosc who sin are to be reprehended ¢
the Elders (senioribus), and brought back to the way,

they are curable, or deposed . .. if they are incurable
(p- 512). Now, sir, according to the doctrine of th
Reformed churches in general, are there any officet
whose duty it is to be church governors? In your ow
constitution you say there are, and that their office is
rule—and their name is Ruling Elders. (Form of Go
ch.v.) And this renowned Confession bears you ou
Is there any Presbyterian church which holds that thei
is & class of ruling officers whosc special Culy it is tot
senators, governing the church—and these officers a1
not Elders? If there is, tc!l us its name.—But herew
have amongst the permanent officers of the church,
class sct down, called from the Greek Presbyters, fro
the Latin Seniors, in English Elders, who are the esp
cial governors of the church; and to wh'om. by _"!
Confession, it specially appertains to ordain :}ll mini
ters, und that with imnposition of hands. This is ju
the doctrine which I have endeavoured to set forth: th
the power of ordination is in church rulers,—and then
fore in all Elders, hecausc Elder and ruler are essenlia
ly one. And os if to put the matter out of dispule, th
subject is closed with the declaration that 121
who depose and they who ordain are the same.® =i
when 1 remember that this Confession had the ir
mortal names of Kroz, Beza, and Bullinger subscrib
to it, I am consoled under thc decp affliction of not b
ing able to agree with gentlemen, whose acquaintan
with the repositories of truths which many think oug
to decide these qucstions, has at length extended to
sight of the books; and whoso discrimination has I
themn to argue, as if the order of the church of God d
pended on the distinction between the guorum ofa Pre
bytery and the Presbytery itself. .

It would be casy to establish the same doctrine fre
other Cuonfessiona—for example those of the Bohemt
churches, of 1535 and of 1575, and various Pme"esslq
of the Polish and Lithuanian churches of the followi
century. I pass however to the Kirk of Scotland.
the first and many succeeding General Assemblics
that Kirk, the grcat majority of the members were R
ing Elders; indeed in 156U, when the first onc
there appear to have been only twelve _!leforrl
preachers in the whole kingdom.t ~ By the First B
of Discipline which was adopted in 1561, imposition
hands in ordination was, as we have already seen. '
clared to be unnecessary ; and for about twenty y¢
sccms not to have been used. It is also truc that dur
this periud there waus not in all Scotland a single P

* See the whole subject of Imposition of hands laxg
treated by Selden in his Commentary on Eutychius,sec
in Vol. U, pp. 435—44 of his works. See also de MoorC
in Johan. Marck, cap. xxxiii. De Regimine Ecc. sec. 16. y
worthy old drudge (¢e Moor) arguing that Elders and |
cons ought not 1o be ordnined with imposition of ha
says, quoting Spanheim, * Nec satis esse credit pro digni
et prerogativa Mimsterii eacri, si eodem quo ipsi past
ritu rusticelli sxpe et cerdones et idiote inauguren!
Tom, vi. p. 330. Ceruinly if the Dutch ministers consi
ed it disgraceful that farmers, tradesmen, and numsc
should bo ordained by the same rite they were: 1tis
natural that American ministers should consider if an
peachment of their dignity and prervgative 1o have’

—— m
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bytery, aceording to our ideas of such a court, nor any
thing exactly answering to it.® It is not important to
us now to inquire how lar these defects might impair
the regulurity of ordinations considered merely as to

their form, since 1 should hope no one here would ven.'

ture to contend that their substantial validity could be
inany degree affected by them. Yet is it ohvious that
Insach a condition, ordinations, as now in France,
must have been performed in some way which it would
puzzle sticklers of various descriptions to bring within
the rules of their respective theories. Perhaps they or.
dained by Synods—which indeed are but Preshyteries
etlast; and having, in primitive times, been only occa-
sional and extraordinary, have for several centuries
becn stated and ordinary courts. Perhaps they did it

- by a sort of parochial presbytery, or church session of

some collegiate charge, or some joint meeting of two or
three adj1cent congregations, by the whole body of min.
isters and all the Elders of them, which was a sort of
model out of which the “ Elderships” of the Second
Book of Discipline grew ; and if they did, they had, if
we dare credit learned men, the example of all primitive
antiquity}—if not of the churches founded by the apos.
tes themselves, if their order is rightly expounded by
the Westminster Assembly;t for that venerable Synod
%0 far from denying has indeed by implication, if not in
lerms, admitted, strange as the ductrine may sound to
this Synod, that any single congregation that cannot
tmveniently associate may assume to itself all and sole
power in ordination—thougli this is a proceeding very
Iequisite to be avoided, when it can be conveniently.§
Perhaps they ordained by the General Assembly itself:
we know certainly that the time hunoured Assembly of
1638, did, ex mero motu, in open session, depose two
Archbishops and four Prelatic Bishops; and that va.
Tous assemblies since, have exercised powers common.
ly allowed to go along with the power: to ordain. Or
possibly they ordained by committees of church courts,
Upeven to the Assembly; for 1 find that the Assem.
bliea of 1642 and 43, did both empower a committee
tent to Ireland “to try and ordain such as shall be
found qualified for the “Ministric.”] And it is not a
litle remarkable that the * Petition of the Distressed
rofessors in Ireland,” which led to these appoint.
Ments, should have contained a prophecy, which, at the
¢od of two centurics, is fulfilled before our eyes. % The
day may come”—say these faithful men, hoping against
hope in'the midst of the ruin of their church and the
lation of their country, brought about by the papul
massacre of | 641—*the day may come, when a Gene.
nl Asseinbly in this land may return to you the first
fruits of thanke, for the plants of your free gift.”¥ The
y has come, sir: and nobly haa the Church of Ireland
fedeemed the obligations of ‘this ancient pledge. As 1
ve allowed mysclf to be seduced into this train of ob
%rvation, I may as well say, in the same connexion,
that my views upon the whole question to which they
Telate, will be entirely mistaken, if any one supposes
that I call in question ordinations performed in either
ofthe ways reterred to; I do not. What I contend for
1, that ordination is in the hands of all such as have
tile in the church—that regulurly this power is to be
excrcised by church assemblies in which these rulers
Ht—and that ruling elders cannot be deprived of their
Rrt in this act of authority, when they are present and

* See Baillie's Letters, (edition of 1842) Vol. 11 p. 505,and
P 182, and Hetherington, p. 182.

hT'Sir Peter King's Inquiry into the Primitive Church,
ch. iv. R

i See its chapter headed * of Classical Assemblies, ’

% Form of Gov, of the Westminster Assem., third para-
eph of the division ﬁnlilled " '[‘(:ll’(’:'hing the power of ordj-
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members of the court. It is true, I have, on a previous
day, attempted to prove that according to our wrilten
law there can be no Presbytery in our church without
the presence of Ruling Elders, and that this law is good
and right, in a settled Church state: and it plainly
follows from that argument, that if our Presbyteries
cannot constitute, manifestly they cannot ordain, in the
absence of Ruling Elders. But the converse docs not
follow : for Ruling Elders might not be indispensable to
the constitution of the court,and yet it might be a gross
outrage upon law, upon truth, and upon propriety, to
make thewn stand aside as incompetent—when they are
present as members : and it is upon this obvious dis-
tinction, that | have thought it worth while to argue
this question, after the decisive vote of the Synod against
the former minnte.

The Second Book of Discipline put the whole subject
of church order and discipline in the clearcst possible
light, Spiritual authority, intrusied by Ged through
Christ to his gathered church, and having its ground in
the word of God, is Lo be executed by those to whom the
Government of the Church is, by a lawful calling, com.
mitted : this authority is divided into {olutas ordinis
and potestas jurisdictionis, the several und the joint
powers of which I bave had occasion to make such fre-
quent mention, both of which are exercised by men on.
ly in the way of & ministry under, and a service for,
Christ the Lord. (See ck. 1. throughout) The sccond
chapter treats at large of the powers of the spiritual
commonwealth as they are divided into * dvctrine, dis-
cipline, and distribution,” and committed to * the minis-
ters or preachers, elders or governors, and deacons or
distributors™—all of whom are * called by a general
word, ministers of the Kirk:” and the distinction be-
tween ordinary and extraordinary offices is pointed out,
and * the four ordinary functions or offices in the Kirk,”
are sct down as “ the office of the Pastor, minister or
bishop—the doclor—the Presbyter or Elder, and the
Deacon.” ‘The third chapter treats of the mode of ad-
mitting persons who bear ccclesiastical functions to
their office ;—from which having before cited such pas-
sages as show the necetsity of calling and ordination,

and what they are, it nged be only repeated here, as in- |

volving the immediate point at issue, that * the cere-
monies of ordination sre fasting, earnest prayer. and im-
position of the hands of the eldership,” The only ques-
tion then is, to ascertain who this * eldership” is: and
here there is no room for mistake, since the VII
chapter treats expressly “of Elderships, Assemblies,
and Discipline.””  * Lldcrships and Assemblies are
cornmonly constituted of pastors, doctors, and such as
we commonly call elders:" (Sec. 1.) * Assemblies are
of four sorts, .. . they are of particular Kirks one or
more, or of a province, or of & whole nation, or of all
and divers nations professing une Jesus Christ,” (Sec. 2.)
In Scc. 14 it is said, that by * the clders of the particu.
lar congregalions, we mean not that every particular
parish-kirk can or may have their own particular elder.
ships, especially in landword ; but we think three, four,
more or fewer particular kirks may have one elderskip
common to them all, to judge their ¢cclesiastical causes,”
The power of election of all who bear ecclesiastical
charges within the bounds of particular elderships—and
also their deposition—belongs to them, constituted of
many pustors and elders as just expressed (Scc. 21 and
22.) “Provincial Assemblies we call lawful conven.
tions of the pastore, doctors, and other elders of a pro-
vinee, &c ;" (Sce. 28) and they also have “ power to
depose office bearers of that province, &c," (Sec. 28)
and all other powers of the particular Elderships. (Sce.

20.) The General Assembly is the convention of all |

the Kirks of the rcalm, and secms(to have, the amplest
powers l...l,.—..:-u- 4 tharm all IQasA 4N\ " Naw. -0

the Doct




il
24

and to cclebrate marriages”—but that * being an elder,
as is said, he should assist the pastor in the government
of the kirk, and concur with the elders his brethren, in
all assemblics,” (ch. V. sce. 5 and 6.) The pastors are
said to be called * presbyters or seniors, for the gravity
in manners which they ought to have in taking care of
their spiritual goverminent.” (ch. 1V. sec. 7.) And of
elders it is said, * Their principal office is, to lold as-
semblies with the pastors and doctors, who are also of
their namber,” (ch. VL. last section.) There is no di.
rect statement in the instrument as to which eldership,
it especially appertains to ordain all persons who bear
ecclesiastical functions: perbaps, it might by its terms
appertain to every church Assembly lawfully called and
constituted. But the evident burden of the whole
places this power in the hands of the particular eldership.
But let that be as it may; secing that Elders with pas-
tors, and doctors constitute them all; seeing that it is
the principal duty of the elder to hold assemblics in
which both pastors and doctors unite, not because they
are pastors or doctors, but because they also are
elders; seceing that imposition of hands is by the
eldership; secing thut the ordination of pastors, doc.
tors, elders and deacons, is put on the same general
ground: seeing there is no intimation of an ordination
1n any other manner; and seeing that eldere—seniors,
are emphatically Presbyters; it does seem to me 10 be
the very height of abeurdity and an absolute contempt
of common sense, for any one to contend, that according
to the principles and the very terms of this instrument,
Ruling Elders are not permitted to impose hands in the
ordination of ministers of the word.

I proceced to the Standards of the Westminster As.
sembly—the most noble monument of the seventecnth
century, That I may avoid the imminent danger of
expatiating upon a subject so precious and so glorious,
as that furnished by the labours of this immortal body ;
I will confine mysclf strictly to the point at issue. At
lcust three of its formularies throw light upon it. These
are ita Directory for Ordination, Directory for Church
Government, and Confession of Faith ; which, according
to Hetherington® were presented to the English Parlia.
ment, the first on the 20th Aprjl 1644, the second about
the middle of November 1644, and the third on the 3d
of December 1646 ; a sequence which it is of some con-
sequence to obzerve. The citations I shall make from
these three instrumente, are from the copies containcd
in Duncan’s Collections, edition of 1771. In the first of
the three instruments it is declared that * Every minis.
ter of the word is to be ordained by imposition of hands,
and prayer with fusting, by those preaching Presbyters
to whom it doth belong.” (Dunecan, p. 176). It is added
that he ought, when ordained, to be assigned to some
particular church or other ministerial charge; and that
he ought to be examined and approved hy those who
ordain him. (p. 177.) This, if it is to be teken without
further examination of the sentiments of the body, is in
the last statement exactly in accordance with our sys-
tem; in the second principle it iz utterly contrary to
our whnle practice; and in the first, and as gentlemen
on the other ride suppase conclusive definition, it re.
quires us to go moch further than has yct been enntend-
ed for; for not only imposition of hands, but ordination
itself is explicitly declared to belong to “ preaching pros.
byters.”” Is that, sir, the doctrine of our church? If
not, let us beware.  As yet they only quote this Direc-
tory to prove that imposition of hands belongs to
¢ preaching clders ;™ how long will it be before they
quute it to prove—what it plainly asserts,—that ordina.

tion also belongs to them?  As we proceed we find this -

definition, “ ‘The power of ordering the whole work of or.

dination is in the whole Presbytery;” and a few para.

graphs aflerwards, it is repeated that * The preaching
-
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presbyters . ... are those to whom the imposition of
hands doth appertain.” (p. 177). The business of the
Presbytery is only to order the work of ordination,—and
in this the whole Preshytery must act; but ae above de-
fined and here again, the preaching preshyters must or-
duin. 1 demand again, sir, is this our system? The
two heads of Ductrine and Power, under which the
foregoing statements occur, are then thrown together;
and under the 11th and 12th sections of this united
head we have these two important propositions, * In er-
traordinary cases somcthing extraordinary may be done.
‘... There is at this time . .. an extraordinary occasion
Jfor ¢ way of ordinatian for the present supply of minis-
ters.” (p. 179). True enough, sir; but it sets the whole
matier on a new foundation, Are we in a state of civil
war? Have we no church courts in America, as therc
was notone in England when this Directory was drawn
up? Do our fiftcen handred ministers and two thou-
sand churches, furnish no present supply of persons to
constitute a single Presbytery? If not, there is indeed
“something extraordinary™—and we may, perhaps, law-
fully do the extraordinary things allowed by our last
Assembly. Next comes the practical detail, which is
minute, and in most respects udmirable. * The Presby-
tery shall come to the place, or at least three or lout
ministers of the word shall be sent thither from the
Preshytery, &c.” (p. 181). “The Presbytery, or the
ministers sent from them for ordination, shall splcryl;mly
sct him apart ..., by laying their hands on him.” (p:
182). * In the present exigencies when we cannot hare
any Presbytery formed up to their whole power and
work"—thus it concludes,—adding a mournful descrip-
tion of the times;~-and therefore recommends that
“some godly ministers in or about the city of Lo_ndﬂﬂs
be designed by public authority—1to ordain minisicrs.
(p- 184). What public authority? The Long Parlia-
ment, of course, for that time, and all other cgv_ll&l}lhtf-
rities in all other pluces, when the like necessities justi-
fy it. Is this our system, sir? DBut, passing this by, 18
it not obvious, that we have in these cxtracts four scv-
eral modes of ordination? Namely, 1. by mimsters
spontancously met ; 2. by Presbytery, not fully formed;
3. by committee of ministers sent from Presbytery; 4
by a permanent commiltec of ministers appointed by the
state. And is it not equally manifest, that the whole
Directory contemplates the extraordinary posture of}f'-
fairs then actually existing around thein, to meet which
the Parliament asked the udvice of the Assembly,andto
provide for which, in the best manner they could un:icr
the circumstances, they responded, in this Directory:—
During the scven months which clapsed between the
rending up of this Directory for Ordination, to the Par-
liament, and the giving in of the Directory for Church
Government, the subjects most fully discussed in the Sy-
nod were the officers and the assemblies of the Church;
and the whole ground covered by the Independent and
the Erastian Controversy was thoroughly examined. In
the Directory for Government therefore we have the
more maturcd decixions of the body ; their advice, for 2
permanent and not for an extraordinary church slate:
and in it, we have every principle [ could desire in the
maintenance of my present argument. We have the su-
preme headship of the Lord Jesus clearly asserted; the
jus divinum of church government distinctly held forth;
that government in the hands of Assemblies and those
asscmblies composed of officers, all instituted by
Christ; those officers declared to be teaching end
ruling elders; the classical Assembly, which is our
Presbytery, defined to consist *“of ministers of the
word and such other public officers as are agreeable 1o
and warranted by the word of God to be church gover-
nors,” (Duncan, p. 173) and many congregations d¢-
fined to bo under this * Preshylerial governmenl.
(p. 174). Here. sir. is everv thimg. The nower 0



NOT A CHARM, BUT AN

of juriediction or that of order; it must be a joint or it
must be a several power.  Ifthe Westminster Assembly
held in its matured judgment, with all the reformed
churches of the world, that this power is where the
regimen of the church is,—in Bishops if the regimen
isin them according to the Prelatists,—in the Brother-
hood if the regimen is in them according to the Inde-
pendents,—in Pastors if the regimen is in them accord.
ing to Calvin,—in the Presbyters of each congregation
if the regimen is in them according to Owen,—in As.
semblics if the regimen is in them according to the
general doctrine of Presbyterianism; then by defining
doubly that elders are the governors of the church, and
that they form jure divino, a part of the governing as.
semblies,—they dccide, ez vi termini, that they must
unite in ordinations. But, if they lhield with the Papists,
that ordination appertains to the power of order, and is
asacrament in the proper sense, then having adopted
the absardity, which upon this hypothesis it obviously
s, that a Presbytery could ordain at all,—which it could
po more do than it could preach or baptize as a Presby-
tery—still the elder must upon the hypothesis, have
power to ordain; for he is defined to be by order, enti-
tled jure divino to membership in the body, to which, ty
order, ordination appertains. That is, he is in ordine, of
Presbyters; he is of their ordo; he can aid—ordi.
nere—that is in putting another person into the order of
Presbyters. So that these principles and definitions
annot stand, without, upon every conceivable hypothe.
sis, drawing after them onc of two consequences; name.
Iy, that an clder is no elder, which is absurd—or that,
when a member of the ordaining body he can impose
hands in all ordinations.—At the end of more than twe
years and a half from the completion of the Directory for
ordination, the assembly finished its noble Confession of
Faith. In the 6th sec. of its 18t ch., it declares that the
word of God is our complete rule of belief; and thus
tends us at once to it, for our charch order, and stamps
with its reprobation the outcry about the practice of the
church. Or if it supposed, contrary to its decisions, that
the points now discussed are only matters common to
buman actions and societies; in that case, it bids us go
lo the light of nature, Christian. prudence and the gene-
ral rules of the word ; nefther of which, I believe, sir,
will carry us very far in the theory that ordination is
more or Jess than an act of solemn ecclesiastical au-
thority, by which the church throogh her ordinery tri-
bunals, confesses, aticsts, and records a calling which is,
not of her, but of God. In the 3d sectivn of ch. xxv. it
declares that the ministry—all the official servants of
Christ in the church,—as well as the oracles and ordi-
Dances of God, were given by Christ to the Catholic visi-
ble church; = glorious truth. The church has servants
—but on earth she bas no masters—no fathers—no
bead. The offices are appointed of Christ; the men
qualified to fill them, are not begotten from father to son,
s was the Aaronic priesthood—nor fitted by a corporate
descent us contended for by prelatists,—nor magicully
and indelibly stamped by means of incantalions aficr
the dreams of Rome;—but they are chosen, anointed,
and sent ot God ; and the spouse of the Lamb, when she
discerns the evidence of their heavenly ission, scals it
by ber willing and joyful attestation. Strange work
would it be, inlecd, if three deserters of the ministry
could discern Christ’s work more clearly, and attest it
more faithfully, and seal it more preciously to the
church—than the whole multitude of our ruling eldcrs
pottogether. Insec.1 and 2 of ch. xxx. the doctrine laid
down is, that the divinely ordered government of tho
church in the hands of divincly instituted church-offi-
cers, has been invested with the keys of the kingdom of
beaven: and its nower to oven the kingdom to neniten:
»wpe
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ing at the ordination of ministers, how is it possible for
them to open the kingdom by sending forth a ministry
of the gospel 7 And thus their power with these keys,
in the way of mercy, is simply to relieve backsliders
from censures; but to go beyond that, is—ultra vires.
Why, sir, are elders charch officers, forming any part
of the church government? Then they are of those who
send ministers : and then if any part of the vocation or
mission of any part of the ministry, is imposition of
bands, they must impose hands; or they must lay down
the keys of the kingdom of heaven. And here, sir,—
though other portions of this confession are equally
clear to my purpose—I am content to rest the argument
as to these standards. The conclusion is as affecting

oy

as it is obvious : let the elder surrcnder his office, or let

him vindicate its sacred rights and duties. If his office

is of man, he has no warrant to be here; if it is of God,
let him beware how be permits it to be shorn and dis-
honoured in his hands. I speak, sir, as one who ought

to know the heart both of the ruling and the teaching |
elder; for I have served, bowever unworthily, in each ;

class, I think I speak—I fecl—with a profound im. .
partiality—when I eay there is no danger in our day of |
the ruling elders engrossing the peculiar functions of |

the teaching elders; but that there is an imminent i
hazard of the opposite result. Alas! sir, when you |

shall have sottled it as the law of our church that juris-
diction in general is complete without ruling elders— !
and the right of ordination in particular is irrespective .
of them; there will remain little else to settle in order |
to diveet them of all real authority in the asscmblies of
the church.* '

The effeet of the decisions at Westminster upon the .’
previously existing standards of the Kirk of Scotland,

which is the next point to be considered, was much less
than is commonly sopposed. It is well known that !
“ unity and uniformity in religion amongst the Kirks of .
Christ in the three kingdoms” of England, Scotland and
Ireland, “ was propounded as a main article of the Large
Treaty :” and was “ afterward with greater strength and .
maturity, revived in the sulemn league and covenant” by
which, all the parties stood, “straitly obliged to endeavour
the nearest uniformity in one form of church Government,
Directory of Warship, Confession of Faith and form
of Catechising.” The Scottish Assembly of 1645, in its
act of Feb. 3, for establishin
ory for the public worship of God—from which act I
have made the preceding quotations, distinctly asserts
that the obtaining of this unity and uniformity was * in
noint of conscience the chief motive and end of our ad.
venturing upon manifold and great hazards, for quench.
ing the devouring flame of the present unnutural and'
bleody war in England, though to the weakening of
this kingdom, within itself, and the advantage of the
enemy which hath invaded it, accounting nothing too0
dear to us, so that this our joy be fulfilled.”t In point
of fuct, the uniformity so ardently desired was never at.

it

y

the Westminster Dircet.

tained, however great may have been the sacrifices and . :

even changes which Scotland was willing to make in its
pursnit; and vntil it should be attained all the acts ot
the Scottish Assembly had only a provisional force, de-
pendent upon that ovent—and not one of them repealed
any exirting standard of the Kirk. In the very act
cited above, it is provided that even in regard to this

* They who desire to go behind the record and examine
the process by which the Aesembly at Wesiminster arrived
at the conclusions contained in their authorized standards—

will find ample materials in the XIII. Vol. of Lightfoot’s

Works, the 11, Vol. of Baillie's Letters, the HI. Vol. of
Neal's History of the Puritans, Hetheringion's Hist, of the
West. Assem., &c. &c. Upon mature_examination of the
whole case, 1 feel no difficulty in saying. that, I think Ishall
bo able p-- H H W ANanl A Reooha ficllace
examina
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Directory for Worship which was fully set up by law in
Eogland—the Books of Discipline and even the ucts of
Assembly should receive no prejudice in such particu.
lars as were not otherwise ordered in the Directory;
and in regard to two points touching the Lord’s supper—
namely, coming to the table or not—and the distribution
of the elements by the minister or by the cominuni-
cants amongst themselves—the doctrine of the Dircetory
is denied. In the Act of Assembly of August 27, 1647,
approving the Confession of Faith,® the doctrine of the
Counfession is denied in one important particular, and its
eilence in another is noted with protestation. Both these
points throw light on the question now under discus.
sion. In ch. xxxi. article 2 of the Confession, a power
is conceded to the civil magistrate to call Synods;
and to “ ministers of Christ, of themselves, by virtue of
their office,” to hold them: but the Scottish Assembly
says, expressly, these doctrinesare true, “ only of Kirks
not settled or constituted in point of government,” and
that “ ncither of these ought to be done in Kirks consti-
tuted and settled;” for in them, the magistrate may con.
sult the regular church courts, which are free to assem.
ble and constitute “ of ministers and ruling elders meet-
ing upon delegation from their churches.” The same
principle, manifestly controls every sort of church court,
which by this comprehensive and well considered caveat,
can neither meet nor act—and of course can not ordain,
sxcept they be composed of ministers and elders, and
meet by delegation from their churches. It is worthy
of ell consideration that the doctrine of this part of the
Westminster Confession, explained away by the Church
of Scotland, was totally rejected by our Church, and the
whole article containing it omitted, as will be seen on
romparing the two Confessions. ‘T'he other point called
n question in the adopting act of the Scottish Church,
elates to the supposed want of sufficient explicitness in
he Confesnion, on the subjects “ of ecclesiastical offi-
rers and asscmblies”—which, adds the act, “ shall be no
rejudice to the truth of Christ in these particulars to be
1xpressed fully in the Directory for Government.” This
ict, I have before said, was adopted in August, 1647;
it on the 10th of February, 1645, two years and a half
refore, an act was passed, ** approving the propositions
oncerning Kirk Government and ordination of minis-
ers”t—the latter of which had been laid before the
*arliament of England, in April, and the former in No-
‘ember, 1644, as I have already shown. This act of
645 has also its caveats; first, it denies the doctrine
aught by the Westminster Synod, that Doctora or
eachera have the power of administering the sacra-
aents; secondly, * as also of the distinct rights and in.
srests of Presbyteries and people in the calling of min.
sers,” it protests, that its present approval * shall be no
rays prejudicial to further discussion and cxamina.
on;" and thirdly, the whole result is to depend on the
ict that this Westminster Directory both for Govern.
1ent and Ordination, “ shall be ratified, without any
abstantial alteration by an Ordinance of the Honoura.
le houses of the Puarliament of England.” This event
ever happer.ed, according to the terms of this act ; and
1e Scottirh Kirk was so far from considering its work
1ded by this committal, that we find the Assemblics of
646, 1647, 1648, and 1649, successively occupied with
irnest endeavours to perfect that part of the covenanted
niformity which related to church government; ard in
ie last named yecar, afler the Westminster Assembly
ad finally dispersed, a separate “ Directory for Elce-
on of Ministers” was adopted.t By this Scottish Di-
setory of 1649, the whole superintendence and work of
yinf. plucing, admitting, and ordaining ministers, is
lainly and expreesly laid upon the Presbytery,—the

hd ?e:d the Act p. 351--3, of printed Actsof the Church of
ootland,
t See it in the printed Acts, pp. 269—70.
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Presbytery of the Scottish standards; and not a wordis
said of' the extraordinary wicthods, allowable because of
the extraordinary times, held forth in the Weptminster
Directory for Ordination. None here, sir, can be igno-
rant of the calamities, which for so long a peno.d. com.
mencing about the time to which this examination has
brought us, overwhelmed the Church of Scotland. The
events which followed the execution of Charles L. and
the riso of Cromwell to supreme power; the sad dis-
ordcrs attendant upon the controversy between the Pro-
testors and the Resolutionere, the Covenanters ln_d the
Malignants ; the long intcrvals during which the higher
jndicatories of the church were not permitted to sssem-
ble;* the frightful persecution under Charles II; the
woful condition of the church under the Revolution Set-
tlement under William and Mary, and the corrupting
influence of the acts of comprehension ;t the subjugs-
tion of the church to the civil government during the
reign of Queen Anne, and the long and fatal supremacy
of the moderate party ;! these sad events, placed the
Church of Scotland, from 1650 down to 1833, a period qf
183 years, in a position which renders her written testi-
mony valucless compared with her early and glorious
acts; and gives to all arguments draw_n from her prac-
tice during her subjugated, her suffering, and her cor.
rupted periods, an air of bitter irony or deliberate re-
proach. The illustrious men, who in 1843 have stood
for the ancient and sacred liberties of the Scottish
Church, are worthy of our sympathy, admiration and
love; but even they see but dimly many truths which
have been familiar to our church for a century ands
half, and have, if [ may say it with becoming modesty,
more need, by far, to learn of her, than sl‘le of them,
many things touching questions like those it has been
my duty to submit to this Synod. . o
We are now brought to the last link in the chain o
this protracted deduction. During the laltgr part of
seventeenth century and the first years of the cighteenth,
the Presbyterian emigrunts to this continent begad fo
gather themselves into those societies which formed the
nucleus of our present wide spread organization. V€
have the minutes of our first Presbytery as far back s
the year 1706. Upon a careful examination of the Vo-
lume of Records published by our Board of Publication,
v hich as you know, sir, contains the proceedings of
this Presbytery up to 1717, and from that time onward
to 1738 the proceedings of our first Synod up to the or:
ganization of the General Assembly; I find repeated
declarations of the faith of the church. To mention no
others, I may refer to the years 1729, 1736, 1741, 1745,
1751, 1758, 1786, and 1788,§ as having been signalized
by very formal declarations in this regard, made under
various circumstances of great importance and solem-
nity. On all these occasions the Westminster stand-
ards are referred to as containing, substantially, the
faith of the church both as to doctrine and order; but
they are always so apoken of as to show that it was
these standards as connected with and controled by the
standards and acts of the Church of Scotland, to which
allusion was had; and, generally, so s to be taken rather
uubaumtiall{ than rigidly as the standards of the Am-
yterian Church. Though approved by the

Church of Scotland, the Westminster standards did not
supersede in that church, her own more ancient plat-

+The Assembly of 1690 was the first regular and legal
one that had assembled for about forty years: Hethering:
ton, Hist, Church of Scotland, p. 554.

t For a clear account of the state of the Kirk at the pe-
riod of the Revolution of 1688, and the influence of the set-
tlement then, see Hetherington's History of the Church of
Scotland. pp. 544 and 555—60. L

§ For the general character of Moderatism, and its ing
fluence upon the Kirkand the Eldership, see Hetherington,
Hist. Ch, Scotland, pp. 703—4. and 669—70.
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orms of faith, order, and discipline, which were made
he basis of her most formal acts and of her legal settle-
ment as a national church, once and aguin—long afier
he Westininster Assembly had been dissolved and the
Presbyterian Church of England had been subverted.
These are important facts, not vital to my present argu-
ment, but needful to be borne in mind in order to u cor-
cct understanding of the whole subject. Our early
Presbyterian ministers and population, were chiefly
tom Ireland and Scotland; they came bearing with
hem the standards of the Scottish Church, and they
ame, 80 far as they were Scotch, from the bosom of
hat church, virtaally dieorganised under Cromwell—
errecuted almost to extermination by Charless 11—
orrupted by the revolution settlement—or torpid under
he sway of Moderatism ; and they brought with them
1 ecclesiastical practice modified by all these adverse
tircamstances. ‘Their condition here was, moreover, in
tll respects extraordinary, and they were obliged to do
1s they coold, rather than as they would have preferred;
tfact recognized by themselves in every movement du-
nag the first ninety years of their existence as an or.
funized church, up to the formation of our present con-
sitation, I do not, therefore, wonder to see in their re.
trdsa gradual devclopment of the principles which
tow distinguish our system; a continual strengthen-
ing of the great truths of Presbyterianism; a steady
morement from a condition of incipient life and irregu-
hit action, upwards to a firm, scttled, and well ordered
treogth—such as the careful student cannot fail to
discern as he traces them from 1706 to 1788, From
e beginning we find no recognition of that prin-
tiple of the Westminster Directory for Ordination, that
the civil power could designate a standing body
of ministers to ordain; none of that which teaches
that a Presbytery imperfectly constituted may ordain ;
tone of thut which asserts that it appertaina especially
 the ministers of the word to impose hands ; none
o that which declares that ministers casually met
mey regularly ordain. The first ordination recorded
4one by the Presbytery iteelf; but the mode after.
virds practised seems to have been by a committee
o ministers appointed by the Presbytery, or by the
Synod. If either branch of this fact shouid be
ht important, it may diminish the significance of

tie exclusion of Ruling Elders from these ordaining
timmitlees to know that it does not appear that any
tling Elder was ever appointed on any sort of com-

Dillee during those eleven years whose records we have,
tthough it is certain they sat in every Presbytery, ex-
tpt the first, and highly probable they sat in it :* and
the influence of ordination by committee upon the pre-
¥t question is altogether with me—for the constitu-
Uion which abolished the practice, can hardly be sup-
Psed to confirm the principle on which that practice
Taled. As soon as we find the Synod called to consider
({Nﬂ.mh connected with ordinution, we find the die-
linctive principles of the Scotch, and not thowe attributed
 the Westminster, standards, every where taken for
Einted ; ordination by church courte, and by commit-
leew appointed by them—enncurrent powers of Presby.
letien and Synods in ordinations; but nothing at all
'hf’ﬂ.l asremblies of ministers by virtuc of their office or-
dlln!ng other ministers—nothing of a permanent body
o minisers distinct from a church court or independent
ofit, appointed either by civil or ecclesiastical anthori-
' for this purpose. As we advance we find the pre-
%0l features of nur system more clearly developed; the
'!“f"l of the Preshytery as the proper ordaining hody
Winetly nsserted, and even vindicated as exclusive,

_:'E\O commencement of the old MS, record is lost; the -
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and virtoally conceded by the Synod.* At length we
come to the termination of what may be called the
forming state of our church. In the yeur 1785 a lorge
committee at the head of which was the great John
Witherspoon, and amongst whuse members were the
leading men who had for years before represented what
some may call extreme Presbyterian opinions, was ap-
pointed to * take into considcration the constitution of
the church of Scotland and other Protestant churches,
and agreeably to the general principles of Presbyterian
government, compile a system of General rules for the
government of the Synod, and the scveral Presbyteries
under their inspection, and the people in their com-
munion.” During the years 1786, 1787, and 1788, this
subject occupied the earnest attention of the church,
the Presbyteries and the Synod; and at length resulted
in the formation of our present Form of Government
and Discipline. Synchronously, the subjects of the
Confcssion of Faith, the Catechisms, the Lirectory for
public worship, the division of the Synod and the ercc-
tion of the General Assembly, were happily concluded;
and the church placed in the condition which she has
occupied till the present time.t Here, sir, is 6ur sys-
tem. A system compiled by men of greut learning and
abilities—men known in this and other countries for
their devotion to the Presbyterianiem of the sixteenth
and seventecnth, rather than that of the eighteenth cen.
tury: a system founded upon the great and general
principles of Presbyterian government—with all the
light which a thorough survey of the state and laws of
a]l Protestant churches could elicit, and especinlly mod-
eled with a reverent consideration of * the constitution
of the church of Scotland;"” a system pondered during
years of careful study and observation and embodying the
ripe fraits of the experience of almost a century of success-
ful effort in new and extraordinary circumstances, by a
church wonderfully raised up of God in this new world;
and at last adopted with a common consent, as a rule
revealed of God, illustrated and confirmed by an im.
mense experience, and commended by all the lights of
reason and kpowledge. Sir, it is a glorious system—
worthy to be better known by those who profess it—to
be more carefully observed by those who administer it.
So far as the provisions of this Form of Government
bear upon the present question, I have nlready largely
expounded them. It ouly remains to compare its actu.
al definitions with those of the varivus platforms which
I have passed in review, and especially with those of the
Westminster Assembly and the church of Seotland. To
do this in detail would require much time, and seems to
to be needless. Every form of cxpression found in the
Forms of Government adopted by other churchee, which
cun be tortured into a rejection of Ruling Elders from
the work of ordination, 1+ cxcluded from ours. Every
principle which looks in thut direction is omitted. Eve.
ry form of words necdlul te invest them with this autho.
rity is inserted—and that not unfrequently in the place
of words more or less doubtful in other forms, or where
other forins are silent. Every principle upon which
this divine right reposes is set forth with perfect dis.
tinctness. 11 it belongs 1o the great and general princi-
ciples of Presbylerian government that ordinativn is in
the hands of church rulers, then ordination is here put
into their hands; for upon those principles this consti.
tution was uvowedly formed, If it was ever taught by

* See a remarkable instance on pp. 443—5 of printed Re-
cords, year 1773, growing out of the question of the recep-
tion olyloreign ministers. Many ministers with Francis Al
lison at their head call « the duties of ordaining and ndmmipg
ministers”—* essential righta” of Presbytery: others wit
Maithew Wilson at their head, say 1these powers belong only
to Preshytery : others hesded by Dr. Kodgers simply dis-
sent from 1
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other Protestant churches,—if it was ever held by the
church of Scotland—if it belongs to the church order
divinely revealed—if it can be vindicated from the gen.
eral rules of the word : then upon all and upon each of
these conditions.—it must be found here; for so did our
futhers compile this instrument and set up this govern-
ment. Yes, sir, it is here. And the more thoroughly
we comprehend the whole subject—the more largely we
contemplate the principles which govern the case—the
more minutely we examine the opinions and the actions
of past generations—the more manifest it is that in the
nature of the case it cannot be otherwise. Why, =ir,
upon the very arguments most pressed on the other side,
and upon those principles considered the most forcible
against my view of the subject; it seems to me that it
is only necessary to state the matter plainly in order to
end the dispute. Gentlemen say, it was the habit of our
church to ordain by a committee of ministers only, for
nearly a century: grant it,—and the answer is that
half a century ago this practice, which never had law to
support it, was prohibited. Now, sir, how far does such
a state of the case go to prove, that ministers only ought
to ordain? Gentlemen countend that by the definitions
of the Westminster Synod—it belongs to teaching elders
to impose hands in the ordination of other teaching el-
ders, and that the etandards of that Synod are esscn-
tially ours; grant it—and grant even that these defini.
tions were meant to exclude ruling elders, to apply to a
permanent and not to an extraordinary church state,
and that the standards containing them were strictly
adupted, as they stood, by our early church—neither of
which propositions can be proved; and the answer is,
that more than fity years ago our church npon mature
examination adopted a constitution, which declares that
the imposition of hands in such ordinations is in—not
the teaching elders—but the Presbytery, and that the
Presbytery is composed—not of teaching elders, but of
teaching and ruling elders. And how far, sir, does this
state of the case go towards excluding ruling elders from
the exercise of the disputed power ? Why sir, look at this
logic. When ordination was by committee, ministers
only ordained; now, the law requires ordination to be
by Presbytery composed of mini-ters and elders: there-
fore, ministers only must still ordain! Again: The
Westminster Directory says the Preaching Presbyters
must impose hands in ordination; our consfitution rays
the Preshytery must do it, and says moreover the Pres-
bytery is composed of ministers and ruling elders:
therefore, the ruling clders must not impose hands!
Truly, sir, we are fallen upon digjointed times, when a
learned ministry is carried away by fullacies like these.

Moderator, there are two things which 1 have sought,
in vain, throughout the entire history of Christianily. I
can find no pure prelatical church; I can find no Pres.
byterian church that continued pure, without a pure and
honoured cldership. Sir, these are portentous truths:
orifI err in regard to them, I will bow in thankful
docility toany one, who will cundescend to ret me right
—and thus remove a frightful danger from the church
of Christ. Prelacy, sir! Look at the bloody track of
the church of Rome: look at the centuries of deadness
and superstition which have blasted the Greck and the
Oriental churches : look at the wholc history of Angli.
can and Anglo-American Episcopacy, its worldliness,
its formality, its hereditary subjugation to an uncon.
verted ministry, rendered more glaring, by a very small
remnant of God's dear children who have been always
found in her to save the whole maes from putrefaction.

PRESBYTERIAN ORDINATION

a church kept ,pure almost without ministers of !

word, for years—nay for generationa: look at the hi

tory of the Covenanters—since 1660. But can y

show me uny church of ours, or any church at all

which continued long pure without a pure and honot

ed cldership? All the glory and all the spiritual po

er of Calvin and of Geneva—have ended in an Ar

church. Centuries of perrecution found the church

France, at their close, a Socinian church. In the Set

tish church the whole reign of Moderatism has be

atiended with a subjugated and an unconverted eld:
ship. In England, withoiit an eldership to breast t
storm of the restoration, the puritan churches perish
like Jonah’s gourd. In our own land the period

strength and of the power of sound doctrine in t
churches of New England, was the period of their cld
ships; and sincc they passed away, every absurd a
idle thing has found a resting place in the churches

the pilgrims. ln our very bosom, for six and thi
years, the churches of the plan of union—the churcl
of committce.men, were the nursery of every disords
and when the time of reform came by the good hand
our God over us—it was by the power of the elde
most emphatically, that it was accomplished—and
was the region without a pure and an honoured eld
ship that having fallen from the truth, fell away fr
the church. Oh! Sir—let us not deceive ourselves

regard to a matter o vital to us all, If Jurisdiction
general be complete without an eldership—that eld
ship is superflucus : if the power of ordination in pa
cular is too sacred for the eldership—then the elders
is dishonoured before God and in the sight of his chur
And think you, that a superfluous and a dishonow
eldership can stand before God, or continue faithful to
church? And we, sir, what more do we preaching elc
need, after having usurped exclusive jurisdiction and

clusive ordination? What more hag the churchto:
render tous? What other barrier to crect against

‘¢ Limitations, cautions, triennial parliaments, maj
much”—said that great, calin, wise, far-sighted 1
Alexander Henderson;* “but we know that fou
perjury, infamy, excommunication, and the power ¢
national Assembly, which was in Scotland as terrib!
a Bishop ae a Purliament, could not kecp our men fi
rising to be Prelates.”” And what, sir, shall “ keep
men from rising to be Prelates”—afier engrossing
esscntial powers of prelates, imbibing the fundamt
doctrine of prelates, and overthrowing the firmest
wark sgainst prelates? Alas! sir, was not the pi
tive church once free? Were not the men who
rupted and betrayed her—men of like passions
ourselvea? Are not these pricsts of Ox'ord al
Rome, as good by nature, as the best of us? Why
shall we be blind to the terrible lessons of the past
sensible to the sublime uniformity with which all 1
causcs operate—deaf to the humiliating proofs o
own weakness and depravity which cry aloud ta’
every hand? Bear with me,sir, if my emotion &
me too far. It is iny deep conviction that 1 shoul
trust myself—which so emboldens me to implor
brethren, not to remove this great sufeguard o
church which our Redeemer has purchased wit
most precious blood.

Moderator, my duty is done: a duty which th
cumstances around me have made one of the most
ful and embarrassing of my whole li‘e; a duty v
in faithfulness to my own character and position,
interests of the church, and to the causc of tn
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be in regard to these _propositions, so must your vote be
upon this minute, which, in the feur of God, I submit to
you.

. According to the explicit faith of the Presbyterian Church
io the United States, the Lord Jesus has given lo his visi-
ble church l_he ministry, oracles, and ordinances of God,
for the gathering and perfecting of the sainls, in this life, to
the end of the world” (Confess. Faith. ch. xxv. sec. 3); this
“ ministry” consists, in a setiled church state, of * Bishopsor
Pasiom, the representatives of the people, usually styled Ru-
Img Elders, and Deacons,” who are *the ordinary and per-
petual officers in the church:” (Form of Gov. ch. I11. sec. 2);
the two first named classes of officers, 10 wit, Pastors and
Ruling Elders, constitute the * congregational, classical and
Synodical Assemblies,” by which, in accordance with the
Scriptures, the church i to be governed (Form of Gov. ch.
vii.sec. 1; ch. ix. sec.1; ch. x. sec. 2, ch. xi. sec. 1; ch.
ul. sec.2); to this government, in the hands of the aforesaid
officers, the Lord as king and head of his church, has com-
mitied the keys of the kingdom of heaven, (Confession of
Faith, ch. xxx. sec. 1 and 2)—to be used expressly, amongst
other ends  for the gathering and perfecting of the saints,”
13 before set forth : to this end, the ministry of the word, a
partof that general ministry given by the Lord Jesus 1o the
visible church, is to be perpetually kept up therein, *to the
end of the world,” and it particularly appertainesh in our
church to * classical Assemblies”—called Presbyteries—
and not to other sorts of Assemblies, and especially not to
e or more ministers of the word individually considered
or casually met together, *to ordain, insiall, remove, and
Judge ministers” of the word (Form of Gov. ch. x. sec. 8);

[
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which classical Assembly—or Presbytery is rightly constitn-
ted of Ministers and Ruling Elders, and cannot legally act
except when at least * three ministers, and as many elders
as may be present belonging to the Presbytery” constitute
“ a quorum competent to proceed o business” (Form of Gov.
ch. x. sec. 2 and 7);and which said Presbytery in the ordi-
nation of ministers of the word, is to lay 11s hands—that is
the hands of all ita members, or of any part thereof on be-
half and as the act of the whole, and so of the Presbytery
itself—that is of the same Presbytery to whoin the power of
ordination appertains—upon the candidate in his ordination
[Form of Gov. ch. xv. sec. }4]. ]

But inasmuch as the General Assembly of 1843, did on
the 25th day of May last, decide by yeas and nays 138 10 9,
non liquet 1,ard excused from voling 2, to nqopt an over-
ture No. 14 declaring that the constitution of our church
does not authorize Ruling Elders to impose hands in the or-
dination of ministers [printed Minutes, p. 183]: now this
Synod, believing the raid decision to.he wholly erroneous
in itself, and most injurious in its practical tendency, as well

SE— —_— , . . i .

as inconsisient with the fundamental principles of our'

church government, does hereby. and in virtue of its inhe-
rent powers [Form of Gov. ch. xi. sec. 4] propose to the
General Assembly in the way of Overture, the Repeal of
said Overture No. 14, adopted by the Assembly of 1843, and
the adoption of & minute slating, L. .

1. That the whole work of the ordination of ministers of
the word belongs regularly and properly to a Presbytery
composed of preaching and ruling elders; .

2. That the Presbytery which should impose hands is
the snme as that which performs all the rest of the work of

ordination.



