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T .ALL'S FOR THE BEST.
BY MARTIY F. TUPPER.
4175 for the best! be sanguine avd cheerfnl,
Trouble and sorrow are fricads in disguise,
Notling but folly goes faithless and fearful,
Cournge Tor ever is bappy and wise:
Al for the best—if A man would but koow it
Providence wishes us all to be blest:

This i+ no drean of the pundit or poet,
Heaven i gruious—-nnd all's for the best,

All for the best : set this on your standard,
Soldier of sadaess or pilgrim of love,

Who to the shores of despairmay have wandered

A wmas-wearied swallow, orbeart-striken dove;
AN fur the best '~be a man, but confiding ;
Providence teuderly governs the rest,
Aud the frail barque of his creature is guiding
Wisely and warily, all for the best.

A% for the best? theu fling away terrors;
Me -t all vour fears aud your fues in the face:
And. in the widst of your dungers und crrors,
Trust like achild, while you strivelike a man.
Ai's for the best!® unbiassed, anbended,
Provideuce reigns from thie enst to the west:
Az, by both wisdon and merey surrquiiled,

H.pe, nud be happy that all's for the best! &
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We ought, pechaps, to apologize fur the
first word in cur tide. We know tha
those to whom it iz applied disclaim it
We kaow how obijectionable sueh appel-

London ¢

lations often are, and how often they con-;

tain, in its most offensive form, the argu-
mentwem ad Tnvidiam.

we know so other word, which would at

once preseat to the minds of our readers

the body of professing Christians of swhich

we are ahout 10 speak, . We therelore
would employ it, if we may, without
olfenre,

OQur purpose is, at present, to examine |
onls wne guestion hetween Irvingism and

the Anglican Church.  Butthat is one of
such paramount importance, and which
so directly underlies the whaole cantroversy,
that it takes precedence of all others, Tt
iv the question of the Apustolate. Nut
that we intend to assert or intimate that
this is the only question between us,  Far
fromit.  If the Irvingite view of the Apos-
rlate is sustained, there are =ull many
points to he discussed and seuled before
its position is made geod.  On the oher
hand, if the view is not sustained. Ieving-
iam has na ground left on which it can
stand, and 1o consider any of its other
clams would he a3 mere waste of time.
We esteem it fortunate for all parties that

the digcussion may thus, in the commence- |

ment at Jeast, be narrowed to a single
pont,

The first thing to be done is to state, as
plainly and fairly as we can, the positions
sespectively of the Anglican Chusch and
Irvingism, in refercnce 10 the Apostolate.

The Anglican Church has always held

that the Ajoestolate was dexigned 10 be a
permanent Oifice, and as mater of fact has
been, having heen perpetnated and conti-
nued in the Episcopate, which is, and was

divinely intended 1o be it~ successor ond |

continuator; in a word, that Bishops are
the Successors of the Apostles.

I-vingism, on the other hand, holds that
the Aposinlare was intended to be a per-
manent Odice ; hut as a matter of fact has
ast been, having been suspended afier the
death of St John, in consequence of the
sing o the Church; that the Episcopate
was not intended to be, and is not the su
cexsar aned continuator of the Apostolate
that Bishaps, there‘ore. are not the Sucres-
sors ol the Apostles, though they have their
proper placein the Hierarchy 5 and finally,
that the Apoxtolate has in onr tme been
sest rad, with its full gifis and powers,

Now this question, with s several
branch issues, is vne which cannot be set-
Ted on any grounds of sbetiact reasn,
imagined necessity, or supposed desirahle-
ness, It is a question of fact—of the tes-
tmony of Seripture and Chiristian history.
Mere speculation must ga for nothing in
conrection w.th it. The appeal can lie

At the same timwe, ¢

unte the end of the wordd.™ as the suthcient

Senptural ground for the assertion of thss

permanency.  We both appeat, indeed 1o
cother passages,® bat this ix the one which
“in importance supersedes all others.  But
"now the [rvingite theory, that the Ajosto-
tiate fell into abeyunce at the death of 3t
“John, and has only just been revived,
jutlerty contrudicts the proper exposition
“of these words of Chinst, and is sell-contra-
‘dictory besides.  Our Version tads ta con.
| vey the fuli sense of the original dectantion,
{Kal 800 épd pof dude elus wdoar Tds quepds Tar
! Tis ovrredelas rov alaros ; wnd it theretore tails
{10 exhibit the impuossibihits of reconciling

with the theory in question,  The uze of

Lthe prosent tense, ews, is noticesble 5 though
twere there nuthing more, no argument
fcould be grounded on it But the expres-
swon, ndoas rds uepds, setiles the true expo-
sition of the passage. It matters fade for
Pour present purposes whether xdoas has
"here a collective or a distritivtive force.
i Analogy and the law of use, however show
{that its force is in thit case distributive,
tand therefore that the aluway of owr Ver-
pvion might better be gead. asin fact De,
P Clarke translates i every duy. Sull, even
A it be uanslated olt the duys, such a form
Fof the callective implies and carries wath
vowhat is tantamount to a Jdistribution,
i Neither does it matter whether we consis
tder the words ovwwrerelas 1dv aigvos, as refor-
nng 1o the end of the werld, or to the end
cof the Christian dispensation.  The two
Fperiods, in point of fact, synchronize ; and
ot iz hardly worth while to take into avconnt
j the utterly unsupported notion, that the
Pivords imply the end of the Jowish Duse
“pensation.d  Fully orought o, then, the
Psense of the passage is thist Behold T am
with vou all the days, and cvery day, unti
the ciose of the Clinstian Dispensation and
the end of the world.  No word: can Le
needed to shaw how uttedy iconsistent
all this is wath the frvmgite theory. But
the theory is also seltcconteadictory. How
can that be called a permanent oflice wiich
has heen in abevance for nearly seventeen
and a-half cemuries out of the whole pe-
rnod of the Churel’sexistencel  We enter,
then, on the Scriptural and historical exa-
mination of this guestion, wuh a strong
presumption, to sav the least. against the
theory under consideration.  Forat is plam
Fthat the view which holds to the continuity
v of the Apnstolate in the Episcopace, satis-
< fles the canditions of the Redeemer’s solemn
cpromises the view which advociies the
Pabevance of the A posiolite does not,

We proceed 1o consider the evidence of
Seriptizre and  Histore for the position of
Frvingism, vbserving again that the guestion
hetween it and us is, not whether there are
B-shops in the Churcl, but whether the
! Apostolate was intended to, and did, pass
into the Epi copate.

Our first step is o examine into the
Our realersare
fof eourse aware of the »uperstitions liter-
ali<m with which the advocates of’ parny
“have afways regarded the nuber tied e
in connection with the Apostolate. Irving.
i«m evinces the some weakness.  But it
does not appear to see how it involves
Hitself in an inconsistency which  pacity
avoids.  Regarding the number twelve a3
a personal Iteralism, and not as the sym-
hol of complete Apostolicity, parity is con-
xistent with wsell in denying the eaistence
1of other A postles than the onginal yyelve.
" Assuming the sume ground, lrvingism falls
“into the inconsistency of bemy compelled
i 10 admit the existence, up to this time, of
at least twenty-six Aposiles, with the pos-
sitility of any indefinite increase of their
number ; and is ubliged, moreover, to in-
vent a theory to account for the exira
Apostleship of St. Paul and St. Barnabas,
which parity disposes of by ignoring Mat-
thias and Barnahas, and thus making room
for an additional Apeste.  Nor will it
avail to say, that there were never to be
more than twelve Apostles atany one time
in the Church ; or perhaps twelve in the
Apostolate of the Circumcision, and twvelve
in that of the Uncircumcision, because this
immediately removes the number from a
literal persanal application, and rhanges it
“to an official svmbol.  And when this i
“Jdone, there is no underying and excluding
reasons why it may not, if evidence of
probabitity be adduced, be applied to the
Episcopate in all its muhitude of members,
as well o the imagined duodecemviral
Aposiolate.  Either way, then, Irvingism
‘oses the power of emplosing the numbes
{1or its purposes.
| But there is really nothing more childi<h,
'vu'gar, and narrow in excgesis than this
csort of numerical litecalism. It lay at the
oundation of the Millenarian Heresy ; and
vherever it has goue, it has carried with it

spinit aml a character indicative of its
! Jewish origin and its heretical tendencies.
(If spiritualisin has allegorized awful facts
rand sublime ductrines into wild and licen-

tious parables, s has this Judaizing lieral-
ism been the source of carnal fancies and
. fruesile conceits. While, whatever we
“may say of the spiritual significatinns which
orthwdox Fathers,—like St. Augustine, for
linstance,—found in the numbers seven,
twelve, forty, and on, itis clear that they
never for a3 moment fell into this Jewish
s¢longh of hitesalizm.
. Taking, then, the number twelve fur
"what it really is, the symbol of Apostohicnty,

)
{
i
|

“aumber of the Apostles,

“involving alxo the wlea of comp'eteners, we
.see at once that it can be applied to the
"muliitudinous Apostolate as well as to any
tcther. Just as well and as propery, in-
' deed, as the number a hundred and fosty-

onls » 10 the Law. and 1o the Testimony.”
Lt it be remembered, too, that we are
concerned here with the guestion of the
Aprtolate, ouly a« it exists between us
8nd [rvingiom,  We are at issue go it in-

We proceed. then, to the lrvingted
theory as to the number of the Aposthes:
for it realiy involves the whole questin, |
cand i rs therr case s hste Tevingeem ’
adinits the Apasrotate of Matthias, snd st |
that of Puw! anid Birnabas,  And then, in i
connertion with these sdinssons, it pee- .
senti—is we have gathered from Mr,

1

urdinary themy,

Circumeision.  But whe Jews rejected this
Apostolate, and Gad, in consequence, de-
ctermined to troasfer it to the Gentides,
Thus was beought out the Apostleship ot
the Uncircumcision 3 witde that of the
Circumeision was confined to the Twelve,
and ended in St Joba, This Apostalate
of Uneircumersion, winech was = a higher
development of the purpose of Gold than
the Gospel 1o the Circumeision” was
commitied to Paul and Bacnabas, but re-
ceived o uthers as Apostles, aml was
never Glled up. I taded, partty from the
tault of the Jews, but mainly from the sins
o the Genttles, fell into abevanee, and 1
‘juq uw restored to the Church in the
tawelve Apostles of bevingisin.

Now, be it abserved, feaving out of view
for the present the restored  Apostolate,
which will be coasidered by and by, thas
four points mst be made gomd hefore s
treory van be sustained: girse, that all the
oniginal Twelve were Apoatles of the Cir-

orginal Twelve wese so s third/y, that the
Aposleship of the G -nules hegan as o favt
after the supposed rejertion of the A posto-
ate of the Circumcision by the Jews, Pay!
sl Barnatas being the first Apaotles
and, fowrthly, that, besides Paul and Bar-
nabas, there were no Apostles of the Un-
circameision,  We heheve that not one of
these opinions ean be su-tained by the facts
amd sequences of the Apostolic History,
and that the ingenious theoary wlueh in-
eludes them is the baseless figment of o
Jutaizing faney.

(1.) Were, then, all the original Twelve
Apostles of the Circumastont The ques-
tion is not, let ot he nated, did they all
preach 1o the Jews; but did they greach
t thew, and Tabor among them, iCuot ta
the exclusion of the Genules, at least so
that their great spheres of labor and con-
quest were smoeng the Jews?t  da tha
passage (rom which we gain our chiet
knowledee of the Apostolne of abe Cir-

T TORONTO,

Andrews and others,— the following extra- ;
- { beven <+ anglay ™ in Paul = towards the G on-

The originad Twelve,—including Mat- tiles.”
thias and Judus,—were the Apostles wl'the !
tthe three Apostles, James, Cephas, and !

cumeision 3 seeonelly, that none but the

CANAL
gone.  The reasen

it.  But there are

directly 1 the teeth of the Leving:te suppae
sttion,

feoncluston, we  cannot imagine, And

Pwliteh as given for the tansferenve goes : Canstian antiqu ty testifies thar Prophecy

Sdd so il It aid neee cease, indead, ane

Nut 2 wond 1s atisd of the fadyee of | meduately, as s provest by sevesal passages

the Apostalate of the Circamaimion, and o [ whieh Meo Andrews ndduces— fur another

change consequent thereon in us relatons.
On the conteary, Gind 5 saud te have
wranght = effectaally o Pater to the Apan-

teship of the Circameision,’” and 1o have *

Moved by these mauifest-ions —
not o fuslure, but of effectual working—

John, arrnge and decicdg that the A postle-
<hip ot the Uncircumanian shall be transe
terred 10 Paul and Barnabas, white they
assume that of the Circaacision,  The
trct, then, of the previous existence of the
Apostolate of the Uncircumcision in the
person of Peter, the reason given for s
teansference to Paul and Barnabas, and
the mode inwhich the trnsfer was elleet-
od, are all fatal to he lrvingte theory
OF eourse we du notdeny that in refeehing
the Gospel, the Jews rejrcted also ihe in-
stitutions of the Gospel, and among them
the Apostolate; we know, too, that their
tall is the mehes of the Gentles,  But that
w ocleary an entirely diferent tnag Fom

the  position  now  uader consuderation, |
Cthough the latter bas probably ansen from

conlused notions on this wvstenous suibyect,

(F) Woere Paut and Bamabas the onle
Aposties of the Locwcunersion |
wlmi, momentarily, tor tie sake of arcu-

nent, the Tevingite thears, tint none ol the ;

Twelve were so, d that note but the

Fwelve were Aposites of the Cueamncis’

won ;o and we leave to one side the ease of
S James, I then, there are any ather
Apostles named - Scrgrare, they, of
vourse, on the [rvingite theory, must be
Apostles of the Uneireuncimon, Bat An-
Ironicus, Juma, and Epaphrodaus are dixe

tnctly enlled Apostlesio the New Testa- !

ment.”  Andaf we choose o turn to ine
testiumany of Christian Antiguity, for which
Trvingism pml‘vssvs Mgt A reverenee,
we shall find that Timethy, Titue, Sidaa,
Luke, Mark, and many others, are a'so
nned as Apostles 3 while not the feast
direet graund from theie nomination canin
either case be adduced for ealling them, as
Levingism does, Apostolie Delegates. Thus
appellation i3 merely @ muke-shift o get
rid of the necessary resalt of atlowing them
w he Apo-tles; since [rvingite wrters -
it that they appear in history as Diocesian
Bishiops ;. and of course, unleas thew Apos.

| o
camcision, so firas Seripture is concerned, !

U Jalin, 7t Oy Gae oo ghomon, boaninae

“that the Apostidate of the Crrenmeision
pwas specially, not probably exclusively,
Ceommitied to them, as that of the Unrir-
Cenmeision was specially—as we shall pee-
jsendy see not esciusively —in Paul amd
i Burnabas, who are vamed in the same
Fmanner that shey are? - And this conclu-
paon is sustained by what we learn, net
feam Seripture indeed, but sl as a matter
pof History, concerning the labors and lives
i ol others of the orginal Twelve,  Withow
l«_ming o anpeces-ary details, let any one g
eansider the regions, and the people inand
Lamong which St Manhew.§ St. Philip.t
ISt. Andrew§ and St. Thomas|| labored
Pand died, aml he will see how utierly
| groundless isthe potion that they were,even
| specially, Aymstles of the Circumet-ton.
[ (2) Were none but the original Twelve
[llne Apostles of the Circumcision ! The
cease of James of Jerusalem settles the
i question.,  Dr. Thiersch and others admit
fthat he was neither of those among the
foriginal Twelve who hore that name, and
i that hie ¢ stond alms st on an equal footing
i with the Apostles” thaugh he weas not an
PApastle,  ft requires some hardilomd to
fmake this last a~sertion.  Taking the ad-

Linission, however —for it axscris an sngues- i
{tionahle fact—ive ask, Was the man who, |

iin the Council of Jeeusa'em, presided over :
(‘ Aposties, and devlared sentence the :

words 8lo '¢yd wpive T inferior ta Apastles?
{ Wax he, ot whom St. Paul said, ¢ other of
the Apostles saw [ none, rave James, the
Lord’s brother,” not an Apostle 1°° Was
he wha, in the naming of the Apostles of
the Circumeision, 1akex precedence of St.
Peter and St. John, not an Apestle 1t
And vet it ix to this mun, admitted at to
be one of the original Twelve, thay Srving-
ism, with its wanted inconistency, denies
the Apostolate!  While his Apostolate
heing proved, we fiud one Apa-tie at least
of the Circumeision besides the Twelve,
(3.) I« that view of historical facts cor-
rect which aswerts the non-existence of 1he
Apostolate of the Gentites, except in the
divine intention, unti) it was given o Bor-
nabas and Puul,on account ol the eejection |
by the Jews of the Apostolate of the Cir- ;
comeision? St Peter, in the Council of
: Jeruratmm, answers this guestion, when he

. . N S s )t
as Dr. Thiersch adiits, were of the original ( tenable.
Twelve, Now, it not faire to conchde |

todate s dented, the conclusion as to who

three persons onty-are mentioned as being I:we the suevessors ol e .-\lmsllcs is tolers LOns i chermite,
such Apostles—enamefy,  James, Cephas,

ably abyioue.

Nt cna ass thees, fiure gorie o atias, 9
And we are compelled to reject
the theory which rests on thews as of net

We o

Fand a verygmnecessary purpose *—ays well
ins by other testmony, The el angu-
fment by which the Fathers despatchied the
Montanist< in the latter port of the sevond
_century was, that Prophecy bad ceased i
Jthe Church, and that ihey therefore were
Cdissewblers.t ‘
L Mueh toe same hine of remark apphies
s the Gilt of Tongues,  OF that, oo, St,
tPaul sagu o they shiall coame,”?  And the
conclusion from the context, that they are
o cease in the aatural course of things, is
Jat direct in this case as v the former,
ENor should we Gl o obiserve, as beaeing
ion the subject, that St. Paul puts n far
Hlawer estunate on this gill than Tevingism,
PBat, i truthy it s the untnling eharaeters
i of @ sect o exalt a it which containg
j 9 Teodr or wonmder over those which belong
yto the regutar and vit) processes of the
[ Lord’s Mystical Buody,
i Butowmay be saud, nfier all, the Apos.
Tde s all along tookug on to nnother hite,
Pand it is i connection with that b that he
aleges the Lulure of prophecies and e
;n‘s.\:ninu of tobgues ;s that no argument
o their iilare and cossation w the Clireh
Sin thas workl ean be grosnded on s words,
tn the Chareh triumphant they wal indeed
have no place; bt at is not =0 in the
S Churclanbtang here oncarth, We tave
it thie obgection Tue s strongest fora, bus
Specions ns it mav seen, i gronmdless,
v The Apostle’s argument inchnden n con-
Exideravian of the Churel and the indivie
Pdualy of the advance of the Chaech Gan
Sher earlier vears on through her tater itk
iruul stv to her consummation i heaver
and of the individoal fron s vonth un to
his manhood, nod to i complet o lite in
::m-nhcr warld b As the ey grows o,
sehanges acenr; eome things pass awoy,
5:""' others come 5 bat eharity remn’ne all
Cthromgh and gaes with him o heaven,
PAnd me oo, g i the Chareh, Phis
theng eonsidered and daly weigh -, the
Plifliew'ss vanishes,  Ia fact, it has only
P arisen trm amagining that St, Paul had in
cview merely the individlual, and was simply
[ eontensting his earthly fife with bis lifes
Phereafter; whereas he renlly has in view
cthe Chureh a< well as the ndividusl, and
|1 cantrasting as well ditlierent perinds of
tthe earthly e of each ps the whole of
glht'ir lives on carth, with their consummn-
Any other exposition in

CeAN P serens are BRINNE

Trigid mond 5 500 v emeens
wat the abite Mituesy of the prssage, ol
Sits exalted and wide-seaching iden of Chn.

prite 5 while this exposition baves the view

R —————

sed 1o reason from their cessation to the ; vainly endeavors to explain away.*—

abeyance of the Apostolate.
aver, a patent instance of ressoning ina
vircle o prove the abeyance of the Apos.
wlate by the ahsence of the Chansins; aad
then tosustain and account fur the shsence
of the Chacisms by aileging the abeyance
of the Apostalate,  But Tevingism s st
remarkable foe logical consisteney,

We do not propose heee o consider in
detnl the Trvingde theory of a foudold
mnstey, in Aposties, Praphets, Evangel.
ists, it Pastors. “This theory iy set funh
distaierly in the Testimoay,* and isground-
ed an well-known passages in the Episdes
to the Conniinans and Ephesians.t Itis
wlse urged, with several modificanons, by
Moo Andeews and others. No direet ar-
gument, hwever, fur the abevance of the
Apostolate is, 8o e as we can find, dreawn

the stightest worth, however ingeniously 1 tnken above, of the fiiture of propheey nnd
£ may he framed to justily 8 foregone con= { the cessation of tongyes, untonched.  Bue,
l‘hhi(;ll; wile we eannot hut feel that {indeed, the abjection condd anly be ad la-

Live think, be fairdy te:minated bere.

aavs, &3 gool while agn, God mad > chowe
“among us, that by my mouth the Gontiles |
_should hear the word of the GJF;M:l, and }

believe, Lt He utters these words in the |

hearing of huth Paul sud Barnabas; thus ¢

i elasming, uncontradicted, for him=elf an |
CApostolate 10 the Gentiles as a thing of |
iong standing, and still in Lis possession. |
¢ At thid time, then, that Apostolate was in !
s exitenre; and though Paul and Bacnalian ;
;were Apostles, it wae not et specifically
"cumnmitted to themn. Nor does Scripture
Heave us in duubt how the transfercuce of

. thiz Apostoiate from Peter to the other two

ftk jlace.  The account is miven in the
1 second chapters of the Epirle 10 the Ga'a-

had ope-halfl the mental labor which has
been expended on it been devated to an
nntiassed, honest, stiaightforwand scarch
after truth, the resalt would lave leen
widely ditferent.  The disenssion mipght,
Y Bt
we prefer to go sn o the satement aml
consideration of cectain general srguments,
on whieh Irvingism lays great weght, beur-
g on the Anghecan doctrine of the Epns-
copate.

The first we shall notice relates 1o spi-
sitwal gifts, or Xaplopara, The levingue
writers, asa liody, rcout the division whieh
from time iinmemonal has been made by
Theologians of these gifts into ordinary and
t’xlraurilm:lry, or p('rumncut and teinpo-
rary.  Italleges that they are all necessary
10 the Church, and that therefore the
division just mentioned is a mere the-
ory to explain their gbsence since the
Aprstolic age.  But we may ask, is the
[ivingite view, that these gifts have heen
withdsawn with the Apodolste in conse-
quenee of the sins of the Church, anything
ware than a theory 10 sccount for this
-ame abzence,  One of the works before
us declares that @ these Charismata have,
as a general thing, disappeared since the
dissppearance of Aposles,””  The disap-
pearnpee, then, is sdmitted.  We acrount
for it in one way, lrvingiem in another.
Previons to any evidence, therefore, one
theory is a0 more a theory than the other
while all the weight which arises from
antiguity and general consent is in fiver of
oue view, for whicn we therelere claim an
a priori probability greater than attaches

{10 the opposing one.

To bring the matter to a distinet issve,
letus take twao of the Chariamata, to which

j brvingirm attaches especial imporntance 51l
Lits views cannot be sustained i0 connection

with these, it 15 evidently good for nathing.
These Churismata are Prophecy and the
Gt of 'l‘«mgncs. We llnll] that neither of
thess is needful (or 3 normal condition of
the Churel  Irvingism dechnses, naless we
have entirely misunderstond its advocates,
that they are.

We dn nut here enter into the quention,
nrecisely what is meant by Proplhecy sad

Prophesying«; we are walhing tes Jeave the
exposition of them as Irvingism sets it ]
forth Nnot hecsuse we arcept ity bot be- !

cause it is not ewential to our argument to
examine it.

first Epistle to the Carinthians, that there
Propheries are temporary : ¢ whether these
[ be Prophecies they ehiall (3l He user
the rame whnd, and evidently has the <ame
“thing in view, as in several previous chap-
“ters,  The lirst qllcsllun,lheﬂ’fﬂlf?,n‘, Does
- St. Paul, in this paszage, rpeak of this re-
imoval as smnething which s 1o oceur in

Now St. Paul most painly
declares in the thirteenth chapter of i |

deed with Popery and Parity in all its
farmse,  But at praseut we are not aking
these npponents into the account.

Buth parties agree, then, in this positicn,
that the Apnstolate is a permanent office
in the Church. We agree in considening
the wards nf our Lord in St Matthew's

G ; i con !
w<pel,” + Lo, [am with rou alwayg, even
;

— -

® Mast xxeih M.

four thousand can tn that « great multitude
. which no man can number,” the Apostalic
"Church, in all times and every lend$
“The dixpropartion of the srmbolic to the
actual number would in all probahility be no
greaterin the tormer than in the lauer caze.
"o ~ack. for Inetance. e Eob. fr. 11-1%
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i i i : : we ;
.tians. Here is cerainly the p'ace where, ;'.he' na!'urala ":"::“:‘; g;"'"-‘:;l‘:m M“’!":{
"if this notion of Irvingism had any founda- ; “3¥. 0rin € "?hfqen'll Clgarlr e
"tion, we should look to find some traces of | 3 Ereat punisiim 5 ik,
' the former. v
*Gal. 8.6 ~ i read the context, with its direct tatements

i pOrigen, in Gen. LI 1t1; focrates, Lib. Le. 2 amd comparisons, and come to any otier
V¢ Niewph. Lib 0. 29, 2

tasen. Lib. Hi e 1; Origen,ip Gen. Lib 2, —
{ Euseb. Lin 31 ¢ 3, Canset. Hom 2 Apat |

e Vir. ¥y, Lsb. iz
. Cactaav. *ual 10, HGLL Y T Acward.

Theed.
1 a1eg fo tacre tren iy ted, #0d & fo that ¢f Th.us sud sune
ey vibeers. 3 Cus. b 13 $Cur ViR X

Indeed, how any one caun |

® Fom zvb 7.; Phil 1. 26, The Armtlechip of 21aflre |

cved as the dernier sesort of o coprions
obstinaey,

Pheee are, too, imporiant considerntions
tof o general natare connected  with this
Lmanter of the Charnemy, which ol not
these to he overdooked.  They ave all of
Sthemn either noceseary 1 man’s salvation,
Land 1o the complete wark of the ministey
fin connection with that wlvaton, or they
fare not. I they ave not, then the division
Cof them into avdinary and exieaonbnary is
Veeal and well founded,  1f they are, then
ihey linve either nat heen removed — which
{ Irvingiem doea nat claim—or Gl has
“taken thot away which he gave as ewen-
tial.  We do nat xee how the arcessity of
adupting one of these alternatives can he
avided.  Winle those warnings which, in
dillerent passages, but especially in his fiest
Epietle 10 the Corinhians, St Paul gives
us against setting too bigh o value on some
of these Cliarisms, afford a tleraldy ¢lear
indication as to which alternative should
be adogued.

This is not the place 10 enter into an
extended examination of the Charinmata,
We may, however, say, in the way of ex-
planauon, that by the terms permaaent amd
lemporary, or onlinary sl extraordinary,
g we da not mean to imply any difference in
{ their essence, but only i ther temporary
“farm. The former is permanent: the lat
ter i potso,  The essence of alt Charisms
i supernatural and divine 5 but why may
it net manifest el diferendy in differemt
periods of the Church’s progress, aceonl
ing 1o the varying necessities and condintony
of successive ager 7 1 would be o nareow
view that would deny this ; and a aarroner
a0l that would magnify the externul repas,
wlieh, when the Holy Ghost began e
Pentecostal work, sa powerfully attracted
attention, alwve the ohudor and the duauls,
which ever attend the Spirts” working<.§
We believe that St, Chrysostom gives the
sufficient rea<on for the cegsation of these
pecoliar forme of outworking of that Divine
Fiueegy which always snimates the Church
when be saye that their occermity is super.
seded by the great standing mirnele of the
Chusel itsedf, — conquering heathenisng ;
Ctaking up into herself the thought, the bife,
the whede being of humanity 5 raming the
nastural 10 @ nearer ProxXinity o the super-
natural 3 and in her victorious progress
tlaying  aride wome weapons which her
carhicr necds requred.

Alier oll, in this case 28 in many others,
[evingisin reverees completely a legiticnate
“fogival process. The proper inethiod would
‘et eatatdish on distinet grounds the
i aheyanee of the Apostolate, and then, with
cnotne shew of rearon, it could be alleged
~that the Chorisms had ceased because of
that abeyanee,  But when it has been
i furgiotd by St Paul thai the twn Charisins
“on whirh esperral siress is laid—uamely,
prophecy and the gifi of tongues—should
tceare, it is the weakeat of all llicit proces-

{ e Tros Constitutinn, &r.. p. 22,
{4 J, Fatb’y Bel et Dhrcoorses, p. 292, Eamb. Hb, v. § 3.
$ Thie be very well trought 2ut by it B to e {6 e

rare. aiso. BL Chryscetom. Even Luenmiller sdmiv the
superior claitir of Lhis (X0 $i0n.

With & m~ a? a ment. we cefer with grent satfefictinn
to L. chefl’s Apuetolic Cuurch, 1Kk 1. ¢. i, Eptnitas?
' GJle.
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frou it and it therefure hes 1o one side of
our track,  We sllude w it for the sake of
anbkog & gencral observation or  twe,
wlieh, s relning o the whaole controversy
w all goneters on the subject of the Min-
IV, gppeny (o us amportani,

The tundamental ermor in the Puritin

Pappeat e the New “Pestument, in relation

o Chirah pality in generd, wod the Min-
istry e peiatealar, was one which was
Judwical m ity charaeter. Tt has been
perpetuated o full by olf the advocates of
Miwstenal paety with whem we have
ever G'len n, nod to a cortain extent it
seems 1o he shaced o by Drvingism,
consisted in demanding express onlees nnd
ABNORCEMEBEL, rolemn legislative nets, as
wowere, retting forth in so mnny worde
Justwhat the Ministry was 1o he, nd pre-
cisely Iow it was to be constitated. Now
had i been rememtiered that the New
Testament Seriptares were not delivered
contemporaneously with the establishwent
ol the Chureh and the Minisiry, a3 the
Mosuie Law was in connection with the
L vineal Pobity and Presthood, the eeror
would have been avoided.  The Masaic
Law ordered and enneted the establishment
o the Paesthood; they came together.?
Bat in the New Dinpensation it was ne
T'he institution of the Church and the
Ministey preveded.  The written Serip.
tores fallowed,  The Church  and  the
Ministey had hoth heen some time 8t work
when the Scripires of the New Testament
were written, And winle this allurds no
gronml whatever for any disparagement of
Haoly Secipture, or for oy sueh exaltation
of the Chureh an the Romish ductrine of
uaditon upholds, it does indicate the pro-
et bine o appest in cnses Higtdnsng,
hut for plain recoguitions ; heeauss these
Seriptures were ol written to give diree-
HONS CONCErsing i kestem i yet in exist-
ene, und to be established in aecontunce
with suech Jdireetions, bt in view of one
aleeady estoMlished and at work,  The
question o, What system is ordered 1
bagt, What eystein is eecopnized 1 whae
theory of puliy and Miisteral airnge-
meat fite best with what we tind o the
Artwand Epistles 7 And when this couree
e adapted, the conclusions to wlich it
leads will, we apprehend, b found os fatat
1o the fourfold Ministry of Irvingism as to
the one or the twe Orders of Panty,

There =tll remams 1o be mentioned,
nmong the grgnments derived from Serip-
ture for the abeyanee of the Apostolate,
the extraordinary theory and exposition of
De. Thivrsel in conneetion with St John.
He understundaour Lord®s words concern-
ing this Apastle, 15 L will thot he arry
thh I come, what is that to thee"§ as
menning that with John the Apostalic
office was to becomes dormant, o tarry
1l just before the ent, and then to be re-
vived, for * congquering  Amtichrist, and
completing the cet imperfect preparption
of the faithful for the coming ognin of
Christ " Our readers, we imagine, will
hardly expect am to undertuke a wenous
exammation of thin preposterous piece of
exegesis, 1t in simply meonceivable, it
such an exposition were well grounded, or
in fuet had any foundation, that no trace of
it ean be fourd in any of the Patristic
Commentorien or Homilies,

If now we teave the region of Seriptural
argument and enter shat of the himorical
testisony of the Chareh, we shall fisul thas
whut Levingism has to sllege mag be sum-
wed up e o very few words, ¢ Indica-
tions of 8 desice in the Chureh for » higher
orduer than the Episcapol ;? obscure inti-
matinne of o loss; an uncertain passage
from Hermas; a wrested exposition of
Clement ; these constitute all the historieal
testimony of the Chureh, so far 22 we can
find, which [ vinginn sdduces o support
s view of the Apostelate,

It has heen vur fortune for some yeaes
past to heaea gomd deal about these ohscure
hints of the Fathers, and we confisn we
are eather tred of the hearing.  Me, Fa-
ber and Mr. Newman made much of there
in advocating the claims of the Roman
Church, am) now it seems they are to he
esmployed for the biehoof of [rvingiem.
The ndicadous part of the maer is, that
w ofl this alminng reverence for obcure
hinte, their devatees guite forges thas there
are any suck tungs a< plain declacations,
and that the sule of 3 cound Jogic wouhl be
 explan the former by the latier, not the
latter by the former.  Popery and leving-
s, however, veemn o rejoice 1n a eyrlem
of dialectics peculiar to themaelves, and
reversing all ordinary proces-es of reason.
ing.  But let us 1ake romne of these decla-
rations,~—for we confess we are accustome-
ed to think more of them than of obxcure
hints,—~and see to what conclusion they
conduet us.

Clement, whaee ¢ name is written in the
Book of Life,”’] has a pareage hearing on
this subject, the force of which Dr. Thiersch

* Sectiona xxi and xeil.

$3 Cor. ats Ti-u1: Eph. iv 4-38.
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It 1, mares 1 Christ was sent by God, and the Apose

tes by Christ. . . . . Therefore presch-
ing in countries and cities, tey constituted
their first (ruits, huving proved them by the
Spueit, Bishops, and Deaconst of those who
should believe. . . . . And what wonder
that they who were put in trust with such
o work by God, in Chiist constituted the
alorenamed 17 He then quotes the action
of Mases in Nuinhers xvir,, which he says
wasdone to settle disputesand contentions
abaut the suceession of the Priesthoad, and
procecds: “ Qur Aposties olso knew by
our Lond Jesus Christ that contention
<hould arise conceming the Episcopate.
Wherefore, having received o perfect fore-
knowledge, they appointed the aforenamed,
and in the next place established a rule of
succession, that when they fell asleep,
other proved men should receive theic
ministry.”

Now the question here turns fiest on this
point: » Who are alluded 10 in the expres-
sion * when they (el asleep’ ! De, Thiersch
would eontine it to those ealled * the afore-
named " —that is, those whom the A postles
* congtituted from their fiest fruits, Bishops,
et But there is no reason in the cone
steuetion of the passage tue this restriction,
{1 may just as well include also the Apos-
ties themsclves, unless ceasons tonn out-
side 10 show why it connot be allrged ;
amd antil xucl reasons are alteged—und it
will be dithiendt o find them-——=we hold the
passage to ho canclusive for the continu.
anwe, and against the sbeyance, of the
Apostolate,

ot us ke next the testimony of Ire.
oreus, It is of very grent weight, and
mera especially in this case; for in his
lerter to Florinux he declares that he was
insteaeted by Polyearp, whe ¢ would often
spenk of the conversations which ho had
teld with John, and others who saw the
Lord.  Now, considering the position
which Tevingism assigns St. John, the tes.
tinony of one tanght by his own pupil is
specinlly important; and thot testimony in
thstinets Inon wark written, ot the intest,
not more than seventy five years after the
death of St. John, he says, * we are abilo
o enumerate thate who were appointed
Bishops in the Churches hy the Aposties,
nnd their wuceessors even to outsclvos,
whe never taught or. knew what is madly
dreamed by these”—i, e, the herotics,
And then, replying to the apswer of the
heretics 10 this, that the Apostles had
tmaght somoe hidden wysteries to the per-
(et by blanes heneswsiglyay itsia’ 1o
whom they rommitted the Churches them-
selvesi for they desirad thoso tchom they
left as thetr successors, delivering to them
their on place of government, to be per-
tectoml irreprehensble,”t  1ad Polycarp
ever taught Frenmus, or had St. Juha ever
mught Plyvearp, thot the A postulute ended
w him, and that Bishops wers not succes.
wors of the Aposties

Ta the snme purpose spesks Tertullian,
and hin wintements are also of peculing
value, inasmuch as he professes to found
what he pata fints on the authority of Jus-
tin Martve.  In bis treotize Da Preescrip.
tinne Hereticorunt, wetten, ot should bo
remembered, before he beeame infecied
with Montonism, ho savs: ¢ In this man-
ner the Apostolical  Churches  produce
theie suceesrions 3 as the Church of Smye-
nn produees Polyearp, placed by Johu ; a8
thot of the Romaos Clement, ordnined by
Peter; as also in the suime way othess ex-
hilie thpee who were constituted Bishops
hy the Apostles, /0 deliver daten the Apos-
wlic seed, Apostolici seminis traduces.”§

So, too, Cyprian, ci@rly holding the
ientity of the Apustolic snd Episcopal
Office, sayn ¢ that the Church is (bunded
apun Bishops.,”j  And ogain, * the Lord
appointed  Aportlen, thet iv, Biskops.”’¥
And St. Jerome asserts, # Bighops occupy
the place of Apostles;”** and « They are
all the suceessors of the Apostlen.tf We
might go on multiplying quetstions to the
same purgose andefinitely 5 but it cannot
he necessary.  All annquity teetifies, swith
no hiesitating tongue, hut with a voice a8
clenr as a trumpet, to the identity of the
Episcopate and the Apostolate 5 to the po-
sition set forth by an ancient Father, that
the name of Bichiop waos transferred to those
wha had formeriy been called Apostles,

And now what are obscure hints and
doubtful passages agoinst such an array of
testimong aa this?  That it should not be
eatimated by those who have gone over to
Ievingiren l%mn communions where they
were never tanght the volue orthe use of
Chiritian testimony, might not perhaps sur-
prise us 3 but that Presbyters of our own
Church should have passed it by, is incom-
vrehensibile . for if these paseages, ond
hundreds like them, prove the existence of
Birhops, they aleo prove that they are the
surcessors of the Apostlien,  If they do ot
prove the latier assertion, so neither do they
the former.

In nesther Scriptore, then, nor Ant'quity
does there appenr the slightest foundation
for that theory of the Apostolate which
fevingism has put furth, and put forth, we
must say, with such as~uming pretension.
It being st aside, there remain two views
of the continvance of the Apontolate to
chaose hetween : the one is the Anglican
view, that the Apostolate has been conti-
nued in the Episconate, the ather is the
view advoeated by De. Sehaff in his Apos.
tolic Church, that it is continued in the
whole Ministry. In a cerain sense, this
last view may ‘he held ronjoin!ly with the
former ; but if held by itzelf; 1t is clear that
it denies the continuance of the Apastolate
as a peculiar and proper Office ; and t.hi{,
we should imsgine, would be fatal to it

Ad. Cor. xli!.'llb-:!'.
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