156

The Tome anvy Foreign Wecord.

June

I. With regard to the import and teach-
ing of the Seriptures on this subject, we think
it safe to aflirm that their general bearing,
if not their specific authoriry, is decidedly
adverse to the practice of a private uscof the
Lord’s Supper.  ‘They da not, indeed, con-
tain any distinet and positive prohibition of
this practice that we are aware, but they uni-
formly represent the ordinance as o public
and socinl one. It wasinstituted originally
in the company of the disciples, ad all the
Scriptural examples of'its celebration or al-
lusions to it exhibit it as ocewrring in the
ordinary assemblies of the Church. The
Apostle Paul  rveproves the Corinthian
Church for irregularity in not making the
Lord's Supper, in the strictest scuse, acom-
munion service, in which all shonld partici-
pate together, and bids them tarry tor one
another, that they micht cat it in common
—the rich and the poor alike.  And whilst
the sovial aspeet of the ordinance is conspi-
cuous and prominent, there is no intimation
that it mighe take a private forn underany
circumstances.  No example oveurs in the
Scriptures of its administration to the sick
in this form, nor are any instructions to this
eftect given in the New Testament.  And
this last consideration is of somesignificance,
when we reniember that in one passage, at
feast, instructions are given witl respect to
the Christian treatment of the sick. 1 al-
Iude to the passage in James, where prayer
and anointing by the elders of the Claneh
are appointed for the benefit of the sick.—
Were the private administration of the
Tord's Supperintended to he authorized and
made customary, or considered to be desira-
ble in such cases as these, here would have
been the natural oceasion for its appoint-
ment and sanction.  And the very silence
of the Apostle on the subject, as it seems to
us, is a circumstance of some consideration
and weight. .

Thus, then, stands the subject in the
Seriptures.  The Lord’s Supper there ap-
prars as being clearly, inite own nature, a
public orditance, with no solitary example
of its being adnunistered elsewhiere than in
the ordinary assemblies of the saints, and
with the presumpiion we have indicated, that
no deviation from this practice should be
made, even for the benelit of the sick.

II. Let us turn, in the next place, to car-
Iy Church hisiory for a further clucidation of
thesuhject.  The witness of Church History
on the subject ot the Lovd’s Supper is very
instructive, not only as showing the readi-
ness with which abnses crept in,in the use
of this ordinance, but also as bearing on the
question of its private administration.—
From a carcful examination of the ancient
records, we are prepared to say explicitly
that not an exaumple can he found of the
private use and administration of the Lord’s
Supper during the first thice centuries.—
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And the evidence on this subject is not
mercly negative evidence.  Itdoes not con.
sist simply of the absenee of such examples.
We have })ositiv : and quite exclusive proof
that no other than w puthlic conseeration of
the elements, and a public administration of
the ordinance in the ovdinary assemblies of
the Church were practiced and allowed dur-
ing this peviod.  And one very striking cir-
camstance to show this is the fact, which
clearly appears, that it was customary to
convey the elements from the common and
public table to the sick and feeble members
of the Church that were unable toattend in
the public assembly, in order that such mem-
bers might participateat the sametime with
the rest of the Church. It seems that, even
as early as the sccond centmy, the opinion
hegan to prevail that the use of the Lord’s
Supper was essanfial to sabvation s that it
was, innits own nature, a saving rite. It
was cven administered, under this idea, in
some instances, to infants, as we have reason
to believe.  But withallihie pressurc of such
a sentiment as this, they did not venture, in
any instance that we are aware of, to cele-
brate the ordinance in g ¢, but uniform-
Iy in their public assemblies ; and in order
to meet the ease of the sick, or others simi-
larly situated, they adupted the expedient,
to which we have referred, of sending the
elements to these by the fizuds of the dea-
cons, at the same time that the rest of the
Church communed in the custowmary place
of concourse. B

Shortly after the close of the third centu-
ry, however, it would scem that a laxer
practice began to appear, and examples of a
private conseeration and use of the Lord’s
Supper, apart from the public assemblies,
seem to have oceurred.  We infor this from
the action of the Council of Luodicca—a
Council that was convened in the year 367,
chiefly for the purpuse of correcting certain
prictical abuses that began to show them-
selves in the Church. By an express in-
junction of this Couneil, the practice of con-
seerating the elements in private houses wus
explicitly condenmed and prohibited, show-
ing very clearly what had been the uniform
practice of the carly Church, and setting up
a barrier to an incipient deviation from that
practice.

Ttis unnceessary to go into the fifth, sixth,
and succeeding centurics, for very soon after
the incffectual aticinpt of this Couueil of
Laodicen to resist innoiations, the practice
of celebrating the Lord's Supper at the tomb
of the martyrs and at funerals, and also, at
last, the use of private masses, becamne com-
mon in the Church.

Thus, then, stands the testimony of carly
Church history on thi. suhject.  Not a go-
litary example can he found of a conscera-
tion of the clements and celehration of the
Lord’s Supperapart ftom the public assem-




