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Father and the Bon, are one in essence, 
the Son breathed on Hie Àpoetlee, say

ing, "Receive ye the Holy Ghost." The 
Son is rightly recognized in the terms of the 
letter creed, “Who proeeedeth from the 
Father and the Son," the Latin preposition 
"a" including both out of and from the 
Father, as well as through the Son.J 

Well would it be for the Universal Church 
if the deep learning and conciliatory spirit 
of Dr.Dollingr-------- 11 ” *
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_________ „er pervaded all separate bodies
of Christians, and that they would consci
entiously try to understand each other's 
difficulties, looking to the points whereon 
they agree rather than insist on those in 
which they differ ; for the power as well as

Well, then, my object is
beds (and the only basis, it appears to me) 
on which union is possible. It is not In- 
(aUibilism, it is not Individualism, but it is 
••Chorehiem"—the belief that Christ Him- 
iel4 on the day of His resurrection, insti
tuted and armed with divine authority, a 
visible Society or Church, to which "He 
added daily such as should be saved."

For, to the neglect or denial of this doc
trine we owe, I believe, that Rationalistic 
criticism which would east down from all 
authority the Hoty Scripture, the founda
tion of our beliefs and hopes.

That there was great need of some sueh 
external witness to the Scriptures— 
some such guide to distinguish genuine 
from morions Gospels, the feith onoe de
livered to the sainte from additions of heresy 
and later superstition—is sufficiently ob-

«<Si4poi»< b. on, com- 
mon faith becomes still more neeeesary in 
these days, when improved education stim
ulates enquiry, and demands reason for the 
faith propounded for its acceptance. At 
j ***** time, there is a yearning for a 
doeer fellowship in the Gospel, and more
Thelsrst’S?1!?1 f04*®? on eTe*7 eide- 
ins nrst symptom of such a desire was the
proposal, many years ago, for "Evangelical
Alhaeee ; bat the principle of alliance im-
m uoriMl separation in opposition to the

ho‘7 Catholic and

that A11.Î32Ï BymP*thy. Since
11 wm u if Inde- pendency had softened into Congregation-

ite^ném,42?”8re8;lio,udie,n» ** despite of 
Avain 5*" EV^titilng towards union.

minimising the groundsBaiL'fraternWwithP»d“
«Pediateshis

KSttt Jgg»»ftSÿ?
^^ooeht and Rationalistic 

tire pS^! **ting into the heart ofnega- 
from which the sealed 

Union thS,PariUnism departed, 
desirable fn/ti0**6’ ®eeme mm* than ever
0Î4[}od sn jh°ee whobeli®T* that "there is 

» °® *0d one maili»t«. between flrwl•l®-. to. Han QtSZjJS?™ 
UKine^^D* ^“dranoe to sueh union I im- 
îy beuî% brethzen oonscientioue-
Cliureh and .00“•^*0,l between the

continuity of ***• hi*torie

g 10 the American Epieo^pal cSoh:

thît efCtlabllehment W°ald iD n° Wiee bave

I acknowledge the talent, energy, learn- 
mg, piety, and respectability of many min
isters not of oar communion. I have al 
ways entertained a hope that, as time went 
or, some method would be found whereby 
they might, without wounding feeling or
TsTnTa. weo’r,dmbine ^ 40 "‘n*elize

I need hardly remini you how this hope 
found expression in my letter to the Rev.
£ mu185,8 v Hi8 reP’y. contained
m his Church of the Future,” effectually 
dispelled the » dream ” which I had enter- 
tamed. Athanasius contending against 
the world for the Catholio Faith (not his 
own private judgment) was adduced to 
Mmction the principle that “ one may be a 
^b°r°b “ as three,” and it was assert- 
ed that the Church was once “ centralized" 
(which (loea not mean individualized) in 
him. The difference between the believers 
m a Catholic and Apostolic Church, and 
those who maintain that “ every individual 
may be a Ohnreh in himself” then appear
ed essentially irreeoneileable.

I am not pronouncing ex cathedra that 
the Anglican Churchman is right and the 
Individualist's view wrong. I am simply 
endeavoring to bring into view the direct 
antagonism of their principles, and to point 
ont that before co operation or union can 
take place, it must be shown that the one or 
the other principle is untenable according 
to Scripture. I now, therefore, briefly set 
before yon the facts which justify our be
lief in the divine origin and inspired author
ity of a Catholic and Apoetolio Church, and 
make loyal adherence to it as an obligation 
of conscience, and not an uncharitable pre
judice.

The visible Church of Christ grew direct
ly out of the Mosaic. The olive-tree from 
which the Hebrew natural branches were 
broken off, ard wild branches from the 
Gentile world grafted in, preserved un
broken its continuity of life. The Apostles 
were lo "sit upon twelve thrones judging 
the twelve tribes of Israel." They were to 
be the spiritual heads of the new Israel. 
The elder dispensation aeeordingly closed 
with that last passover, which in gloom and 
sadness at even on the day of preparation 
our Lord ate with His Apoetlee. He would 
eat no more of that typical passover, for it 
would be fulfilled ana superseded by the 
taoriiloe of Himself, He would drink no 
more of that fruit of the vine until he drank 
it new, as representing His own most preci
ous blood, in the kingdom of God.

In less than forty-eight hears He fulfilled 
that prediction. He made Himself known 
alter His resurrection, to His diseiplea af 
Emmans in the " breaking of bread ; " re
calling the sacrament of His Body and 
Blood which He had instituted just before 
He suffered. Later on that evening and in 
the same upper chamber He gave to the 
eleven their Apoetolie^Mission. "As my 
Father hath sent me, so send I yon." He 
also breathed on them and said, "Receive 
ye the Holy Ghost. Whosoever sinsye re
mit, they are r-mittyd unto them ; ana who
soever iLs ye retain, they are retained.” 
The day itself also was consecrated by His 
resurrection, being the first day of the week, 
to be the Christian day of worship.

In these recorded eircumstanoee we find 
the framework of the Apoetolie Ohnreh 
which was to become Catholic—Apostolic 
commission—Apoetolie authority—plenary 
Inspiration—the belief of His Ohnreh in the 
Father, Himself the Christ—and tiro Holy 
Ghost—the redeeming eaerifioe of Himself 
as the true passover—His resurrection from 
the dead—the power of binding or loosing 
sinners—the ministration of the sacraments 
'—the keeping holy the first day of the Week 
as the Lord’s Day—the unity of the Ohnreh

concentrated in the company of the Apostles 
in that upper chamber! Bnt as His epiph
any, after His birth at Bethlehem, to the 
Gentiles was deferred for a short interval, 
so the manifestation of His Church, as des- 
lined to embrace all nations and langnages, 
was postponed until the Day of Pentecost 
where, by the visible descent of the Holy 
Ghost, the gift of langnages was poured ont 
upon the twelve Apostles and whole body 
of believers, together with the gift of dia 
cermog spirits. Thev were thus fitted to 
be the Evangelists of the world. This gift 
of tongues was at onoe followed by the con
version and baptism ofthree thousand sonls. 
The Apostolic ministry was then enlarged. 
The Apostles laid hands on the seven dea
cons. The Churoh had already grown to 
a great multitude of men and women ; but 
after that ordination, the " number of the 
disciples multiplied in Jerusalem greatly 
and a great company of the priests were 
obedient to the faith." Acts vL 7. Many 
of the Seventy, too, whom oar Lord sent 
forth after Hie apostles, were still exercis
ing the office to which He had sent them : 
and we find—a.d. 44—Beni and Barnabas 
bringing to the “ elders " at Jerusalem the 
alms of the Antioch Gentile Christiane. No 
mention is anywhere made of their appoint
ment by the Apostles ; but they were known 
and recognized in the Mother Ohuro'i of 
Jerusalem, most probably beoaqse appoint
ed by our Lord.

The history, then, of these early days of 
the Ohnreh shows bow systematic and 00m- 
plete was its organisation, and how it thor
oughly acknowledged the apoetolie regimen 
within it. The record of the Evangelists is 
so clear that it excites our wonderhow any 
critic acquainted with the Hew Testament 
Scriptures and disposed to read them with
out prejudice, could attribute to James. 
" the traditional first Bishop of Jerusalem, 
the organisation and form of government 
of the Ohnreh.”

The Ohnreh of England, however, * re
ceives and aooounts Canonical” all tiro 
books of the New Testament as they are 
commonly reoeived. In faith, then, of the 
authenticity and inspiration of the Scrip
tures, Churchmen entertain a strong con
viction of the duty to uphold, and adhere to 
that Apostolic fellowship and Churoh lo 
which our "Lord added daily snob as should 
be saved."

But while we aet ourselves on this yin- 
eiple as Churchmen, we do not fed «»i|+d 
on to limit the blessing or grace of God, 
and we forbid none to work spiritual mir
acles in Christ’s name, " because they fol
low not us.” I only wish to show oar Pro
testant brethren the real ground of not giv
ing them, as we would wish, the "right 
hand of fellowship." With oar oonviotioni 
we cannot be false to Christ’s institution.

Moreover, there are issues now raised in 
regard to the Soriptnree and Efangelioal 
doctrine on whieh the fait and authority of 
the Ohnreh, as instituted immediately by 
Christ Himself, are of the utmost import
ance. The Anglican Ohnreh says in her 
20th article •' that the Ohnreh is a srllness 
and keeper of Holy Writ” Instituted by 
Christ Himself on tiro day of His reeurree-
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The living Churoh, filled with the Spirit 
Pentecost, taught "that form of sound 
words, and guarded it as a sacred deposit, 
and delivered it to the saints. It was com- 
mitted to the "Apostles" to " faithful men,” 
that they might be able to teaeh others. 
Their divine gift of “ discerning of spirits,"


