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or kill 2 man if only I give him leave to muim
and kill me if he can and will,

“T have spoken my mind once and for all on
a mattor on which I have held the same views
for more than twenty years.”

POLYCHURCHISM.

By Tne Rev. Josepeu Hausoxn,

I'rom the Church Times.

At the Tueerne conforence on Rennioh which
has been in sossion at intervals during the
present month, a paper was read on the
above subject by Cunon Ilammond of St, Austell
—author of “ Church or Chapel,” and “ Knglish
Nonconformity and Christ's Chiristianity,” both
vulunble works in  tho controversy betweon
Church and  Dissent—which gave rise to con-
siderable discussion. The greater purt of the
puper we now proceed Lo give, omitting the first
few words of apology and regret for speaking
in o way which Canon Hammond said might

hurt the feclings of muany who were present.
“1f 1 wound you, it is that I mnay help to heal
ono of the sores of the Chureh.”  IHo then pro-
coedod - —

This prosent Conference is summoned, as that
of Inst yonr wan, to discuss “ the feeunion of the
Churchos,” and there cun be no doubt what is
monnt by the term *Churches,”  You under-
stand tho word to mean, as the Grindelwald
fathors understood it to mean, the various com-
munities of Christinns in England, and possibly
efsowhero— Iipiscopal, Presbytervinn, Baptist
Mothodint, and so forth. You call all these
Y Churches *—perhaps you also assumoe that
“one Church is a8 good as another.,” [ have
now, therofore, to submit to you, most earnestly
and mont rospectlully, that there is and can be no
Church but one. T shall maintain that the visible
Church of Chirist was meant to bo, and esential
ly is, “ono body,” and no more; that no man
or numbor of men ¢an possibly found a second
or secossion Church; that, however much the
one Church has been and is distracted and divid-
od, it has not hoen,it cannot bo divided into two,
much less two handred “Churehes,” and that,
consoquontly, what we have (o aim al is not the
“rounion or foderation of the Chwrehes,” tov
thero nre no *churches™ to rennite, but the
honling ofdivisions in the Chureh, the reconcila-
tion of sepurated Christinns to the “one hody
of Christ,

In other words, this Conterence i based, as
the Grindolwald Coutorence was on the purely
modorn theory of polyehurchism——u theory which,
1 fonr, will vitinte all your proceedings and
frustrate your amiablo eftorts, [ have there-
fore rought und obtained permission to lay be-
foro you some roasons for clinging to the ancient
viow that therois “ One Ioly Catholic and
Apostolic Chureh;” that God's Chureh, Christ's
Chureh, can bo but one,

And by * God’s Chureh,” or “ Christ’s Chureh,”
1 monn the visthle Church, 1 do not allow that
thero is any “ invisiblo Church,”"~—nothing of tho
kind is over mentioned in Holy Writ; if it is,
lot the passagoe be produced presently—no, but
thoro is & soul of the Church, as well as ¢ the
body of Christ's Church.” The body of the
Church is the visiblo community of Cliristinus,
the Church as wo soo and know it,
tho Church consists of those truo beliovers, those
*disoiples indeed, " whoare known to God alone.
Of the latter I shall say nothing. Tho Con-
foronco dovs not proposv to reunite them, My
words rofor, as tho Conference relates, to the
visible Church only,

And in altempting to prove to you that this
Chureh was moant to be one, and that, despite
the “ schisms in the body,” it has not been, and
cannot bo, divided iuto two, I shall make my

The soul of

appeal exclusively to Holy Scriptures. I do
not forget that the Church is older than the

New Testament ; I do not forget that it is to the
Church that we are indebted, under God for the
Scriptures; but all the same T shall now, for
obvious reasons, appeul to ¢ the Bible’ and the
Bible only.” It has been said that the Grindel-
wild Conference wis marked by an absence of
all references to Holy Writ. “ We looked in vain
throngh the procecdings,” said the Christian
Commonwenlth at  the time, for any definite
appeal to the Word of God, by which the
differcnces must eventually be destroyed if they
are destroyed atall,” Whether this wasso I
will notsay, but [ must vemark that in the dis-
cussions of last night there was no reference to
Giod's Word, The same reproach shall not he
brought against these present proceedings, I
shall take you“to the law and to the testi-
mony,” and to Lhatalone, If [eite the apinions
of others, it is only to show that I do not stund
alone in my interpretations of its  teachings,
And I venture to hope that those of you who
aro good enough to notice my argument will
meet me on this ground. T rest my case, such
as it is, on Gods Word ; it is by God's Word
that I must he convineed, if T am to be con-
vineed, of my error. It is of no use pointing
me to what men eall “ the facts of modern Chris-
tendon.” [ these fucts, or supposed facts con-
trdiet God’s Word, then so much the worse for
them, 1 an Dr. Beet allows, “events have led
the oupward forias of Christinnity away from
the apostolic ideal,” then I reply that the sooner
ovents lead them back aguin, the better. We
cannot mend the Churceh of the New Testament,
in any of its essential features,  And theretore
I'make my appeal to the New Testament.
“Ifever,” as the Bishop of Ripon said recently,
“there is to be & communion amongst the
virious denominations of Christiaus through-
out the world, it can only come by the honest,
patient, careful, roverent, determined, and un-
selfowilled study of the old Book of God.” I
now, therefore, hespeak your honest, and care-
ful, and patient,, and unselftwilled attention to
the tollowing propositions which it seems o me
that Boolk clearly and unmistakably lnys down,
Hitis not so; it 1, and thousands of others, are
lnbouring under & delusion; then we shall be
sincerely grateful to you i you will point out
where our mistake lies. If Tam wrong, you
will do me an essentinl service by putting me
right,

I begin by altinming that—1. ffoly Seripture
knows of no Chureh, of no local Clureh even, which
s not (od’s Church, Every Bible © Chureh ™ is
a ¢ Chnrelof the Living God, Even the corrupt
Church of Covinth was “ the Chureh of (fod which
is at Corinth.” The Churehof the Thessalonians
was “in God the Father and the Lord Jesus
Christ.”  The Church at Ephesus, which St,
Paul charged theelders to fead, was “ the Church
of God, which he purchased with his own blood,”
The Church as o which Timothy was taught
“how men ought to behave themselves ” there-
in, was * the house of God, which is the Church
of the Living God.™  In fact, all the congrega-
tions of the Apostolie age are deseribed as * the
churches of God ™ or ““the churehes of (hrst,”
On this point there ean be no dizpate. If the
Church 1, as Dr. Fairbairn says, “an institu-
tion of man, not an inspiration of God,” still it
is God's institution,  Nor do I think we shall
ditfer much on the next point—as to why they
are “ Churches of God,” They are such beeause
God founded  them, beeause 1e inspires them,
inhabits them, orders them, governs them; be-
cause they form 1lis family and  His flock—
in one word, because lle chose them, not
because they chose 1lim.  If therefore, all our
denominations are ** Churches,” they are all
“ Churches of God.!  There is no middle course,
If a Churehy then God's @ if not God's, then not a
Church. Whatover their origin—and some of
them, it is notorious, had their beginnings in

bitter strife and wrangling—still God founded
them. However discordant or mutually des-
truetive their tenets, still God upholds and in-
forms them ; however antagonistic to cuch other
they may be, still God regards euch one as His
“houschold,” His * habitation,” And not only
s0, but—what is much more importunt for my
argument—the Church of Bngland, if it isa
Church at all; is God's Church whatever its cor-
ruption may be.

I1. Iloly Seripture knows of na Chureh in any
eity or country other than 'The Church of the city
or country. 'The “ Churches " of which we read
in the *“old Book of God,” are *the Churches
of Axia,” “of UGalatin.”" “of Macedonia,” ** the
Church of the Laodiceans,” ““the Church of
Cenchrea,” of Corinth, of Surdis, of Thyutira,
*¢the Church throughout all Judea and Gallee
and Samaria,” Even the Churches in private
houses were the Churches of the locality.  We
search the Bible in vain to find any ¢ Church”
—uother than the universal (which is composed of
all these local Churches)—which has not jts
¢ local habitation and name ;" which is not t/e
Church of the.place. 'We search it in vain to
find any precedent for a Baptist, or Methodist,
or Unitarian, or United Presbyterian Church.
“ Churches " other than the Church, separatist
bodies, splits trom  the parent stock, were un-
known to the Aposles, If any such existed, if
there is one instance of a Dissenting communion
inthe pages of the New Testament, it will be
casy to cite the chapter and verse, But they
cannot he cited, ¢ Wemay challenge the proof
from Scripture "—these are Mr. Gladstonu's
words—**of any plurality of Churches except
such as is local only.” Divisions there were
within the Church—and these were sternly de-
nounced—but separations from it (except on the
part of the apostates), there were none. The
idea of competing Churches, denominational
Churches would have filled the Apostles with
dismay. To St. Paul, a divided Churcn seemed
to imply a divided Christ. “1f there be one
Christ indivisible "—s¢o Dr. Marcus Dods inter-
prets Iis words—* then there is but one Clureh
indivisible,” - But whether there is so or not,
the fact remains that Holy Seripture koows of
no * Cnurches ” but the local Churches,

(To be continued.)

EPISCOPACY A DIVINE INSTITUTION.

The great Wesleyan Commentator Dr, Adam
Clarke, says : * As the deacon had many pri-
vitte members under his care : so the preshyter
or elder had several deacons under his care:
the bishop several presbyters: and the Arch-
bishop several bishops.  But I speak now more
of the modern than of the ancient Church, The
distinetion in some of these offices is not so ap-
parent in ancient times: and some of the ofiees
them=elves are modern or comparatively so.
But deacon, preshyter and bishop existed in the
Apostolic: Church ; and may theiefore be con-
sidered cf Divine origin.”  Dr, Adam Clarke,
commentary 1 Tim. iii., 13 “The dircetions
given in this chapter concerning bishops and
deacons should be carefully weighed by every
branch of the Chriztinn Church. Not only the
offices which are of Divine appointment such ax
bishop, presbyter and deacon should be most reli-
givusly preserved in the Church, but that they
may have their full effect, the persons exercis-
ing them should be sueh as the Apostles pre-
scribes.”  The same on the same chupter.

N.B.—The above italics are Dr, Clarke’s,

MEeN have learned Greek without a teacher,
but no man ever yet learned the Bible outside
of the school of the Holy Ghost, 5430



