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THE CHURCHUHMAN'S FRIBEND.

A h man L A mema e n e e e+ e e

Ho . over conlinne in llis own proper
humanity the Head of His one Body—the
Church—then in Ilim, as the Iwuman head,
must human infallibility alone rest. DBesides,
this dosire for personal infallible guides is a
tleshly shrinking from that individual moral

present. probationary condition,  That unerring
guidance which Churist has prowmnised, in- the
great leading principles of our faith and prac-
tice, by Ilis Spirit ncling through His Church
and Word, is the nearest appronch to visible in-
fallible guidance which, in this state of trial, is
vouchsafed to us.

Both Romavists and Diviugites are unquoes-
tionably wistaken in their coneception of Apos-
tolic gifis; whether considered to centre in St.
Peter alone, or in the twelve; at least it they
attribute to them anything approaching to per-
sonal infullibility, which the Romanists eertainly
do; and, as we believe, the Irvingites, also to a
very great extent,  That such was not the case
is evident from the fact, that they referred all
difficult cas's to the deeision of the whole
Church, since it was to her, as the ecollective
Bride of Christ, and not to any individual, that
the promise of Christ was given to be “ with her
unto tho end of the world, and to guide her
info all truth.”

To proceed, however, we think that when the
Irvingites inoagine the Church to be imperfect
occause sho lacks * Apostles, Prophets, Fvan-
golists and Pastors,” so called, they fall iuto the
error of confounding nemes with things, since
it is not to be doubted that in the Three-fold
Ministry of the Chureh, wo have these offices in
actual existence, though under different names,

ing of the Budy of Christ,”

marks, for the &nke of a greater conciseness,
chielly to the Apostolic cifice, as the arguments
applicable to it will sufliciently cover the rest.

1. We admit that the twelve Apostles dif-
fered from thei: successors the Bisheps, in these
two parliculars,—that they were the personal
camprnions of onr blessed Lord, and were com-
missioned, in conjunction with Humself, to lay
the foundation of the Christian Church. But
| thatin these they could not, in the nature of
¢ things, have any successors, every one will of
: course readily admit. Exeepting these two par-
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rosponsibility which is ono great feature of our ;

~

so far as they are «till desirable for the * edify- i
That this js so we |
shall now endeavor to prove, confining our re- ¢

ticulars, however, we know of nothing in which
the Apostles differéd from the ordinary Chris-
tian Priesthood, save in their being the chief
overseets of the Church, ordaining her ministry,
and confirming her members, But these are
powers, which the followers of Mr. Irving will
as tully as ourselves acknowledge to have per-
tained to the oflice of bishop, “in tha ages all
along” Why then sigh for Apostles in name
when we have them in fact?

2. Perhaps, however, it will be said that the
Apostles had the power of discerning spirits;
a “gift” which 1nodern bishops do not pretend
to. So far as this power was possessed by the
aposiles, it was evidently ous of these miracu-
lous gifts, which were ever, as we have before
shown, peculiar to the infant state of the Church,
being required both as a protection against im-
postors, while as yet the members of the Church
were without the knowledge to be derived from
experience; and aleo as one of those evidences
of the apostulical commission, the necessity of
which we have before cousidered. But the
fuct—of which there is abundant evidence in
the New Testament—that Aposttes were by no
means able on every occasion to discern the
spirits of those with whom they came in con-
tact, sufliciently shows that it was not an essen-
tinl jualification of the aposiolate; consequently
the want of su. . a function in our bishops is no
proof of their inferiorily to the apostles.

3. Again, it is very generally supposed that
the spostles personally guided and ruled the
Church with infallible correctness, being directly
inspired by the Holy Ghost for that purpose.
To the crroneous character of this idea we have
already alluded. DBut as this error lies at the
foundation of the Irvingite schisin, an:t of much
of the defective faith amoengst ourselves, a few
further remarks may not be out of place.

That the apostles were frequently guided in
difficult cases, on probably sudden emergencies,
by direct inspiration, is not to be doubted; but
that this individual apostolic inspiration was
considered as a standing ordinance of the
Church is contrary, as befure stated, to all the
evidence upon the subject.  Thus the admission
of the Gentiles, the question of circumecision, of
clean and unclean meats, &e., &e., all these mat-
ters were decided, not by the apostles alone, but
by **the apostles and elders and brethren,” that
is, by the council of the collective church, a5 the

\




