Response #1 Andrew Fink
	Your description of the church polity is informative and well illustrated. However, there are some points that need to be made clear. For instance, you have stated that in the Presbyterian polity the “body of elders elects other leaders”. I think you meant to say that they elect deacons. Otherwise one is confused if the leaders elected by the body of elders are above or below them in the leadership hierarchy. On the other hand, you have stated that according to you, the Congregational polity is the most biblical faithful. Yet, you have contradicted yourself by stating that you think the church should have elders. Also, you have illustrated with Acts chapter 6 which basically talk about deacons. The concept of elders and deacons is common in the Presbyterian Church governance. Therefore, your illustrations are relevant for the Presbyterian Church leadership, yet you have indicated that Congregational Polity is the most biblical faithful. Get relevant illustrations from the bible to support congregational leadership so that your choice of polity can match with the biblical support. 
Response#2 Hannah Preston
	I concur with your detailed illustration of the congregational church polity. However, you have only discussed one type of polity. According to the discussion board question, you are supposed to give an overview of the types of church polities before choosing the most biblical faithful. Therefore your description of church polities is also supposed to feature Presbyterian and Episcopal types of church leadership. You have also indicated that congregational polity is structured according to biblical principles. Yet, you have not indicated the bible verse to support this allegation. You have also mentioned the concept of elders. However, elders are found in the Presbyterian polity. In addition, your paper discussion dwells much on what Akin et al who is the author of your source says. For instance, you have indicated that according to Akin, the bible teachings endorse congregational polity. What I mean to say is that, the use of secondary source in this work does not offer enough support for your allegations. Your arguments would be more convincing if you derive the evidence directly from the bible so that you can quote the verse and chapter instead of generalizing.
