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EDITORIAL,

THE ROUCK FOUNDATION AND TIHE
GATES 0F HADES,

BY B. U. WATKINS.

Parr 1. —The proper 1endition of Matt, xvi, 181s
this, ** Isay unto thee thuw art Peter, and I will build
my church upon tius rock and the gates of hades |
shali not prevanl against it. In this translation |
the true antecedent to the ¢ against which the
gates of kades shall not prevaul is placed in such
position as suggests (v the Boglish reader the exact
meaning of the text. For it was the rock found-
ation, the Divine Sonshiy, against which the gates
of hades should not prevail.  The great malignant
forces were to be arruyed against the noun repac.

There v alo an example of thic word in the
Apucryphal book  Wisdom vii. 30, Spenhing of
Wisdom the wuthor says,  *+ She is more benutiful
than the sun and beyond adl the order of the stars,
W hien compured with light she s found preferable
for to this night succeeds,  But vice s not twe
hard for wisdom or does not prevad agaimnst wis-
dom.”  With these examples and the definitions,
together with the definitions furnished by Robin-
son we may begin to enguire how far they will ap-
ply to the church,  1f Chirist had intended to say
the cliurel shall never become extinet, would He
have said death will not be too hard for it? Or to
apply Robinson’s definition, it would sound un-
natural, if not harsh, to say that dea.h shall not be
strong against the church.  But any of them will
apply to the Rock of Divinity. If we apply oo
hard as the definition it will exactly suit the
exigencies of the ease, if we remember that the
Divine Sonship was the tricd stone which was Iaid
in Zion.  And when tests are applied which prove
the unworthiness of the subjeet of ordeal, we are
apt to say they were too hard for him,  But His
death  was understood to Le the tests of His
Messiahship.  The Jews put Him to death to
falsify the Rock of His Divinity. But it was not
too hard a test.  On the contrary, it was the means
of demonstrating it with a power not to be gain-
said.  So we can truly say that death was not
too hard for Peter's confession. So also we can
apply Rohinson’s definition.  The gates of hades
Aid not grow strong against that confession.  On
the contrary, death has grown weaker cver sinee
his rencounter with Jesus of Nazareth. So the
literal meaning of  Iutiskuo inraleseo is highly ap
propriate when applied to the confession, but very
unsuitable when applied to the church.

Another consideration also goes to show that the
church was not the subject of this asservation, for

sented by /¢ in the text. And as such forces might
be expusted to tise against the Chiurcl it has been
taken for grauted that it was the Chiuech that had
the promise of unfailing immunity in this regard.
But a carelul investigation ol this word will show
that it is nuver used s tualiguant sense e all the
Bible. Jludes simply sacans tie state of the dead
—the wourtld of disembudiad spaetts winch wall
cease to exist after the general resuriection.  With
this definition we can couple the words of the
learned Dr. George Camphell, * The gates of
hades is, therefore, a very natwral periphrasis
for death, inasmuch that without any positive evi-
dence we should naturally conclude this to be the
meaning of the phrasc. But we have suflicient
evidency, buth sacred and profane, that this is the
meaning. The phrase oucurs in the Septuagint in
the thanksgiving of Hezekiah after recovery from
that mortal sickness. I said, [ shall go to the
gates of the grazo (en puluis hadou.) Tt follows, J
am deprived of the remnant of my days, But
our translators did not like to mnke Ilezckiah,
who was a good man, speak as if he was going to
hell, and have, thercfore, rendered it grave,” (Isa.
xxxviii, 10).  The Doctor also goes on to give an
example from the Apocrypha, * Thou hast the

its stability was not then the imminent question,
The disciples were not then asked what mien were
saying about 1is future church, but who du they
say Tam 2 And who do you say? The lubuts of
iv whole public life Lud Leen to prove the Divie
nity of Mis mission. It is true that the innnobility
of the foundation wgues the stability of the supui-
structre. But the impurtance of the inunobility
is not lost sight of by an abrupt reference to
something in the infinite future.

And as further cvidence that the death-test
applies to the foundation and not the church, Jesus
began immediately from **that time forth™ to
show them that IIe must be killed and rise again.
Tu give this observation due weight let us suppose
that Ile began from that time to speak to them
more  definitely wbout the organization of the
church, would not such instruction be taken as a
strong argument in favor of the death-test belong-
ing to the church?  So, mutatis mutandis, the fact
of Ilis taking this occasion to mculeate the neces-
sity of Ilis own death proves that the test applies
to ITis Messiahship but with no other reference to
the Church. The fact that death did not gain a
victory over Christ is as good a proof of Ilis
Divine nature as could he desired. But as a

power of life and death, thou leadest to the gates
of hades and bringest up again.”  Ile also quotes

criterion of the true Church it is hard to apply and
inconclusive under the most favorable circum-

an example from Flower to the same intent. So | stances. For before we can make a satisfactory
there is not the slightest doubt hut theact of dying § argument for the identity of the Church out of the

is the exact meaning of the gates of hades.

The next. word to be defined is Jatiskuo, precail
aguinst, which occurs hut twice in the New "Pesta-
ment—once here and in Luke xxiji. 23, ¢ dnd
the voices of them and of the chief priests pre-
vailed.” They were too hard for Pilate.

So also it is used in Joscphus (Aut. B, xvi. Sec.
8). But the contrivance of Salome was too kard
for them, 7. ¢, for Amnstobulus and his brother.
The words in -talics arc the representatives of
Katiskuo in the original,

{ hypothesis that it shall never be extinet, we will

have not only to prove that the Church has come
down unchanged from the days of the Apostles,
but that it ‘will continuc so to the end of time.
Ncither of these positions can be proved.  So, as
a criterion of the.church it is simply uscless.  But
as applied to the truth of Peter’s confession its
utility and wisdom cannot he over-estimated.
There is a marked distinction hetween the
Church and the Kingdom. The Kingdom of
,Christ was to break in picces all those ancient

universal empires and stand forever (Dan. ii. 44,
and Is, ix. 7). But to the Church no such
guarantee was given,  When wo speak of a king-
dom we vefer more to the king than to his sub-
jeets, But when the church claims attention we
think almost exclusively of the loyal subjects of
the kingdom,  With the king there should be no
varinbleness nor shadow of turning. But of the
human subjects of his reign we can but expect
change and intermission. "The territory of the
Kingdom of Heaven is the world (John xvii. 2 and
Matt, xiii. 838).  And all men are cither loyal or
disloyal subjects of the heavenly reign—for Christ
is King over all the carth, The territory of the
United Btates lies under many a disloyal subject.
And every kingdom known to history hus heen
beset with similar disobedience and disloyalty.
And yet this fact is not taken as conclusive evi-
dence that there nre no kingdoms among the gov-
crnments of earth,  Then why should the disobedi-
enee of wicked men be taken as evidence that
Christ has no Kingdom in the world?

Now, as Christ has power over all flesh, and as
Ie is the same to-day, yesterday and forever, there
is no intermission in 1hs authority. It is as con-
tinuous as time, and endless as eternity,  But this
continuity and unchanging identity belong not to
the Church.  The church is a part of the kingdom
and a very important part too, but the word
chureh is never used for the kingdom, But king-
dom by Synecdoche is sometimes used for church,
the most noted example of which usc is John iii. 3.
Here Lingdone undoubtedly means church, the text
meaning.  You cannot take your place as loyal
subjects of the incoming reign without the process
of regeneration.  For the church is a society of
loyal subjects under the heavenly reign who love
Christ not only as King but as a Priest, a Saviour
who has taken away their sins,

But the question may arise:  What is gained by
all this criticism?  The answer is this: It will save
us il vur neiglibors an immense amount of use-
less Tabut in luoking wp a church succession from
Puntecost downwards, There is no such thing to
Le fouud - wu sucde thing is muvted in the text.
Aud it is wll fur us that it is not, for it would
vl doubt upon the whole yuestion of Chris-
tianity.

1t is painful to sec men of sterling intellect
striving to find where the church was when she
fled into the wilderness! A wilderness is an un-
inhabited country and in such counh"y locations are
hard to find.  But so long as we know where the
foundation is, and what it js, we can build upon
it in truth and righteousness; if there had not heen
a church on carth for a thousund years Christ can-
not deny Ilimself,

But if Peter and his successors in oflice are to
be built upon, nothing can be conceived of more
uncertain than the very existence of the church.
See what the law of succession has done for the
monarchics of Europe! And if such terrific un-
certainty attend a succession which takes place in
the presence of a single generation, what prospeet
have we of untangling a succession that has run
thvough ecighteen hundred Years, complicated with
all the priest-craft and king-craft of the dark ages?
To talk of the necessity of churehly succession is
to invalidate the evidences of Christianity. And
s0 long as men of talent keep chasing this igniy
Jatuus no one need wonder that there are infidels
in the world. The difliculties which throng ordin-
ational succession are wultitudinous, and so great
that they imply impossibility ~ So, as the question
now stands it is, shall we take religion from the
Bible or from a church which pretends to have
descended from the Apostles of which, however,
they are wnable to give any satisfactory proof? And
if the ordinances of the church are essential. to sul-
vation and these ordinances are invalid except.



