
CHAPTER I 

FUNCTIONS OF THE CHURCH OF CHRIST 

WHEN Christendom was founded, Society was on a 
rapidly descending slope, and hurrying to destruction. 
Men had lost faith in each other because they had not 
faith in themselves, and Christianity revived or created 
faith in man, in all men, because in God. When, some 
centuries later, the Roman Empire a t  last broke up, it 
was the Church of Christ, by this time strong enough 
for the task, which held together the sundered frag- 
ments, and called a new world into existence out of 
the “ruins of the old.” 

Again, in the sixteenth century, the social system 
on the continent of Europe was going to pieces. The 
Church of Rome was corrupt to the core, and thouglit- 
ful men scoUed at its pretensions. The movement of 
free life in the strong towns of the Netherlands was 
at war with the feudal system, which, though of no 
great antiquity, had been an enormous power. Against 
the Church and against the feudal system, man, con- 
scious of responsibility, and demanding freedom, rose in 
revolt. There was a social as well as a religious revolt. 
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The Reformation under Luther was also a struggle 
of the individual man to  assert his freedom and his 
own direct responsibility to  God, The Protestant 
religion became the religion of freedom and progress. 
The Protestant Church, even though very imperfectly 
organised, became the ally and guide of the emancipated 
people in the greater part of Western Europe ; and, on 
the other side of things, the Papacy, being largely 
purified and popularised, successfully strove by many 
means, and especially by the new order of the Jesuits, 
t o  put itself alongside of the eager movements of the 
time. It is curious t o  see how the better organisation 
of the Romish Church enabled it t o  check the progress 
of Protestantism, whose efforts to  overcome its rival 
have often been like the assaults of some undisciplined 
levies upon a trained army. We ask ourselves whether 
the sense of direct personal relations with God, 
which is at the root of the Reformation doctrine of 
Justification by Faith, is inconsistent with a potent and 
living organisation, like that which, through its priest- 
hood, binds together the Church of Rome. Can the units, 
the believing souls who are members of Christ by faith, 
never be organised, coherent, and powerful except 
under a system based on an unscriptnral doctrine of 
mediation through a priesthood 1 

We are again in an age of fermentation, when old 
foundations, social and political as well as religious, 
are being tested, and when the old bonds seem to be 
unable to  hold men together. The relation of Capital 
t o  Labour, the ownership of property, especially of 
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property in land, the division of society into hereditary 
classes, the ancient formuls of sacred faith, nay, the 
faith itself,-on all of them a strong hand is laid, 
calling them to account for their present position, It 
is not enough to  say that the Christian Church is not 
sufficiently powerful to  keep men from faction and 
partisanship, for one must add that the teachings of 
the Gospel are not even appealed to as adequate and 
final directions t o  right conduct amid the strife of 
things. Not only is the Church neglected by many, 
but its very basis is called in question or ignored. 
Christendom and Christianity are practically put on 
one side by the eager disputants. And yet the Christian 
Church is, in its Ideal, a brotherhood embracing all 
ranks and conditions of men; ths Gospel of Jesus 
Christ is the teaching of a new life in every relation ; 
so that the question now arises whether the Church 
is acting up to her great commission, whether she is 
doing what she can to realise her Divine Ideal. Is it 
not her failure to  realise her Ideal which is the secret 
of her lack of power ? 

To answer that question adequately is far beyond 
my powers; but I have a deep conviction that it is 
not good for mankind that the Iteligion of the Son of 
Man should be so much left out of account in social 
disputes or arrangements ; that the Church is to  blame 
in so far as she has set the example of neglecting the 
doctrines and precepts of Christ and His Apostles; 
that she is in need of practical reforms, by adopting 
which she might easily be made more adequate to  her 

, 
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duties in the present day. In her present state she 
cannot meet the needs of the time. 

The study of history shows that the Church of Christ 
has within her power a vast amount of well-doing 
which she does not attempt, and which she must over- 
take unless she would be trodden down in the struggle 
and hurry of modern times. This is true of every 
branch of the Church. Our present concern is not 
with one branch and its claims of excellence in com- 
parison with any other. We seek t o  look upon the 
whole Church as it. is seen in the New Testament- 
a free, active, and tolerant community, where every 
man and every woman has a special duty to do, and 
does it as a responsible unit and a member of the one 
Body of Christ, a redeemed soul seeking to acconi- 
plish a fragment of the Saviour’s work in a lost 
world. We seek to trace the work of the Church 
from the beginning to the present time in various 
departments. 

We shall try to avoid repellent or perplexing details, 
putting some of the more important discussions of dis- 
puted points in footnotes. We trust the pages which 
immediately follow this will be found useful as a basis 
of the subsequent chapters. Our aim throughout is to 
show that in the discovery and revival of functions, and 
not in the mere settlement of orders or grades, the 
Church of Christ will find the best means of doing 
Christ’s work in the morld. 

We therefore try a t  the outset to realise what the 
Church of Christ was in the beginning of its history. 
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The definition of the Church which most fully con- 
tains the teaching of the New Testament on the subject 
is the Body of Christ $filled with the Holy flpirit of 
God. St. Paul and other New Testament writers 
frequently refer to this or imply it. St. Paul tells the 
Corinthian Christians that each one of them had been 
brought individually into the Church by the direct * 

influence of the Holy Ghost: 
Furthermore, we see that the Holy Spirit was 

specially given t o  the Church before each successive 
step in advance. At Pentecost the Holy Ghost de- 
scended on the disciples, and until that day they had 
no power nor warrant to  witness unto their Master 
(comp. Acts i. S, ii. 32). The power of the Spirit set 
the little company of disciples free from fear of the mob 
of Jerusalem. That was the first stage of their freedom. 

Another stage was reached when the whole company 
was freed from feay of tile mders of organised Judaism. 
In answer to the prayers of the Church rr they all were 
filled with the Holy Ghost, and they spake the word 
of God with boldness” (Acts iv. 31), in defiance of 
Annas and Caiaphas and the rest. 

Yet another outpouring of the Spirit sanctioned the 
extension of the CJm~cck to Samuyia, Acts viii. 15-17. It 
was requisite that the Church should embrace not only 

1 Cor. xii. 3, R.V. “Where- Spirit.” This statement is pre- 
fore I give you to  nnderstiind, faced with “Wherefore,” and, as 
that no man spealring in tho we see from tho previous verse, it 
Spirit of God srtith, Jesus is means, “1 want you Corinthians 
anathema ; and no man can say, to know how ye were brought 
Jesus is Lord, but in the Holy from idolatry to the truth.” 
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Jews and Samaritans, but Gentiles also, and a 
marvellous manifestation of the Spirit of God led 
Peter to  baptize the Gentile household of Cornefius. 
No step so momentous had up till then been taken, 
and Peter justified it by saying t o  the Apostles and 
brethren in Judtxa, “As I began to  speak, the Holy 
Ghost fell on them, even as on us at the begin- 
ning” (Acts xi. 15). His argument was that God, by 
the gift of His Spirit, added those believing Gentiles 
to the Living Body of Christ, so that an apostle 
could not withhold his recoguition of their brother- 
hood. (( Who was I, that I could withstand God ? ” 
(Acts xi. 1’7). The Council of Jerusalem soon after this 
accepted the Gentiles by formal decree, ((It seemed 
good to the Holy Ghost and to  us,” they said (Acts 
xv. 28). 

Thus we see from the history that the Holy Spirit 
was, according to  the Redeemer’s promise, the abiding 
Comforter or Paraclete of the Church. He received 
the things of Christ and showed them to the disciples, 
and so led them into all truth. ((With great power 
gave the apostles witness,” and that power was the gift 
of the Holy Ghost. 

For here we have to  note that the Holy Spirit, who 
is thus the life of the Church of Christ, is not a mere 
influence, or aroma, or atmosphere, but a Personal 
Power. St. Paul in a memorable passage ascribes to  
the Three Persons of the Trinity their respective 
special functions in the building up of the Body of 
Christ, and each of them is spoken of as a Personal 
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Distributor of gifts (I Cor. xii. 4, 5, 6): The Holy 
Spirit in the teaching of et. Paul, as in our Lord‘s 
words reported by St. John, is a Person. 

The Corporate Union into which Christ called His 
people, that they all may Be one (St. John xvii.), is the 
result of the working and gift of that one Spirit, “for 
in one Spirit were we all baptized into one Body” (1 Cor. 
xii. 13). In the Holy Spirit is our spiritual baptism ; 
in Him is our nourishing sacrament. Hence we see 
that each believer is brouglit into the Body of Christ 
by the working of the Holy Spirit, and that the Body 
as an organism exists and works in virtue of the in- 
dwelling and quickening power of that same Spirit of 
God. 

Thus we understand the meaning of the expression 
(( The Body of Christ,” which is the burden of the great 
Epistles of St. Paul-to Romans, Ephesians, Colossians, 
Corinthians,-and we see that it means the corporate 
union of those members, each one of whom has been 
joined to Christ, the Head, by the Holy Spirit. 

The gifts with which the Body is endowed for the 
activity required of it are gifts fitting into one living 

There is one Body with many 
members, v. 14. The Christian 
believors are the Body of Christ, 
v. 21. To the whole Church 
various gifts are distributed by 
the Spirit, and various SQl’ViCQS 
are allocated by the Lord JQSUS, 
and the various active esertiolls 
it puts forth are empowered by 
the one Living God each man 
recciving his portion i,n order tkat 

he may minister to the common 
good. The Apostle goes on t o  
enumerate some of those gifts, 
and he names wisdom, knowledge, 
fnith, hoalings, pO\VQFflIl workings, 
prophccy, discerning of spirits, 
kinds of tongues, interpretation of 
tongues; but he says,in condusion, 
that these are allocated t o  men 
by one Spirit, distributing them 
according to His will, v. 11. 



THE UHURGH OB OHRIST (IHAP. 

organism. No member has so much of any gift as to 
be able to dispense with the service which the Body has 
from other gifts. Moreover, every gift is to  be shared 
with the whole Church. For this end it is given. 
Thus St. Peter, “ According as each liath received a g@, 
ministering it among yourselves, as good stewards of 
the manifold grace of God,” 1 Peter iv. 10. 

But, then, are there not men with a specialty in the 
Body of Christ? Surely, yes. The Body of Christ is 
composed of men with specialties, but those specialties 
are gifts bestowed on each to be used for the good of 
all. It is like the human body with eye and ear and 
foot and hand, all qualified and intended to do the work 
of the body. A Christian’s ‘‘ fruit ” is not for his own 
behoof, any more than the fruit of a tree is. The whole 
burden of the Apostle’s reasoning in 1 Cor. .xiv. is that 
God’s gifts to a believer aregiven for the sake of others. 
“Since ye are zealous of spiritual gifts, seek that ye 
may abound unto the edifying of the Church” (xiv. 12). 
We have not to  deal with an unorganised aggregate of 
believing individuals, nor have we to  deal with a body 
whose only unity lies in the fact that each of its 
members receives a portion of one Spirit, There is 
another unity, a unity of purpose, and that purpose is 
the glorifying of Christ, the I’iead. All gifts are for 
profit? and that is the profit of all, the benefit of 
the fellow-members of the Body. But they are special 
gifts for all that; one after this manner, another after 
that. Their harmony depends on their not being con- 

7rpbs Tb uvprpt!ppov. 
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fused, and as with the eye, the foot, and the hand, the 
prophet, the pastor, the teacher must each do his several 
work. 

We have to note further that the membership or 
incorporation is not yet complete, because each member 
is imperfect. We are only members “ in part,” 1 Cor. 
xii. 2’7. Even thus early, when the ideal was bright 
and strong in the Apostle’s eye, the Church is declared 
to be an imperfect Church, and the union of each of her 
members with Christ and with each other is only in 
part.” Eph. iv. 12  shows that all the functions were 
given for completing the organisation of the saints 
towards unattained perfection of service,2 but that it is 
as yet only an approximation unto a perfect man, a pro- 
gress in the direction of the accomplishment of the 
immense WO& of service which the perfect man will do.’ 

1 Cor. sii. 27, B K ~ ~ + J U S .  The 
R.T. translates ‘ I  severally ” here, 
but in next chapter thrice has “in 
part.” We know “in part” and 
we prophesy “in part,” siii. 10. 
It seems best to  give the same 
rendering here so as to  say, ye are 
the Body of Christ, and each one 
of you in parh (i.c. in some 
measure) is a member of Christ. 
The argument for translating 6~ 
p4pous by I ‘  severally ” in this 
versc is tha t  it fits into the 
apportionment of offices in the 
following verses ; God hatli set 
in the Church apostles, prophets, 
and others, which statement mould 
be introduced by this; me are 
apportioned members of the Body, 

each one according to  his own 
place and function. There is force 
in this consideration; but, not- 
withstanding, it seems nnreason- 
able to piit a strange meaning on 
8~ p+~ur merely to suit the con- 
text, and render it as though it 
were ~ardc p.&pos, Heb. is. 5. 

2 ~ p b s r b v  KaTapTlUpbV d v  hytwv 
E ~ S  8pyov GtaKovkr .  

3 “The Cliurcli of Christ is, 
according to St. Paul, the Body 
of Christ. And they who are 
entrusted with the care of this 
Body must keep it in vigorous 
health and exquisite beauty, using 
all circumspection that no spot 
or mrinlrle or any blemish may iu  
any part defile the Grace and Glory 
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But it is perfectly clear, as matter of fact, that the 
Apostle did not believe that the goal of perfection is 
attainable in this life. 

In  this,Eody, only growing up towards the measure 
of the stature of its Divine fulness, there are specialties 
both of gifts and of consequent functions, which are not 
only in themselves distinct, but, moreover, serve to  
individualise the members of the Church who possess 
them. Thus we have in the New Testament two lists 
of functionaries or functions, and two of gifts, which 
are more or less formal, but which show, both in their 
agreement aud in their divergence, how “ manifold ” is 
the wisdom of God. The longest list is in 1 Cor. xii. 28, 
where we read that God hath set in the Church ‘ 

First I.-1. Apostles. 
2. Prophets. 
3. Teachers. 

Then 11.- Powers (miracles). 
Then 111.-1. Gifts of healings. 

2. Helps (helpfulnesses). 
3. Governments. 
4. Kinds of tongues. 

The other formal list of functionaries is in Eph. iv. 11, 
where we have only the first rank of the above, and 
with these changes that Evangelists are inserted after 

of it. In short, the business they Philip, one of tlio Seven, was 
have upon their hands is to keep an Evangelist ; and Timothy is 
the Body, as far as human power told to  do the work of an Evan. 
can do it, in a condition worthy gelist. Tlio Evangelist seems to  
of its immortal and ever-blessed have discharged some of the less 
Head.” - Chrysostom on The conspicuous duties of the Prophet. 
Pm‘estlzood, Hollier’s trails. p. 129. Philip’sowndanghtersprophesied. 
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Prophets, and Pastors are named as equivalent to 
Teachers. 

These are the only full lists of the functionaries of 
the Church of Christ. Presbyters and Bishops are not 
named. There are two lists of the gifts, one (1 Cor. xii. 
8-10) we have already (p. 7, note) discussed: the other 
(Romans xii. 5-8) partly blends this list of gifts with 
the lists of functions, and then runs into counsels for 
ethical conduct? 

When we compare those passages together we con- 
clude that there is no rigid direction in the New Testa- 

. 

Our purpose is to trace the 
worlring of the Church as a whole, 

Church in Great Britain from tlie 
earliest days to our own. We 
shall be constrainodito dwell most 
on the organised Church. It is 
not within our scope to record 

Christian worl~s done by in- 
dividuals and associations not 
specially connected in their work 
with any branch of the Church. 

every purpose which come under 
this dcscription. All the most 
powerful of them began under 

giftcd man. I should like to 
show how splondid have been the 
achievements of men of our own 
tiine in providing for the outcast, 
in training missionaries for the 
foreign field, in taking up oi'phans 
and providing ~1 career for home- 
less boys and girls, in making it 

m0rQ OSpOCi&lly Of t l l G  protestant 

here all-01' QVGn many-of the 

TllQrQ SUCCQSSfUl efforts for 

the rU1Q and h3,dQrShip Of 0110 

clear that wise kindness is often 
a CUIQ for obscure diseases of body 
or mind. I could name a few of 
those best known to me; but a 
list a t  all approaching t o  com- 
pleteness would occnpy many 
pages. The ono lesson they all 
teach is that tlie new wine of 
the kingdom cannot be poured 
into the old bottles of cliurch 
organisation. But must the 
bottles be old ? 

Propliecy ; 
ministry (deaconship) ; teaching ; 
exhortation (comfort, in the same 
may as the Holy Ghost is the 
Comforter) ; giving (rather shar- 
ing one's abundance with others) j 
ruling ( i .0. presiding) j showing 
lu~roy (doing the work of a com- 
passionate fisieud) ; then love, 
brotherly kindness, humi1it.y. The 

going, ~ P G  purely rUlQS for the 
social conduct of Christian men 
seeking to  be Christlilro. 

a Rom. sii. 6 ff. 

rCSt, FhiCll partly l*QpQat the fore- 
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ment as to the functionayies of the Christian Cl~urch. 
That Church has varied gifts which may be described 
in varying terms, but with this one purpose and power 
-to have a healthy, working Body of Christ Jesus still 
upon the earth. Soundness, healthiness, is often on St. 
Paul’s lips in his latest days. It has strangely come t o  
be rendered orthodoxy, thus transferring its reference 
from the whole constitution of life to  the mere intellect. 

We have spoken of the gifts or endowments of the 
Church, and of the functions of such members as, by 
right of special degree of endowment, stood out from 
among their fellows. Is it not remarkable that the 
office or gift of Ruling is far down in some lists, and is 
not found at all in others ! And when we pass €rim 
these lists to incidental or detached references to rulers 
or leaders in the Church up to the close of the canon 
of the New Testament, we find that their work is a 
function, not an office, and that such as rule are to  
be respected and honoured, only in so far as their 
function is well discharged. The Presbyters who are 
good Presidents or Leaders are to be doubly honoured, 
especially those that  toil in word and teaching (1 Tim. 
v. 1’7) ; the same is put in sonlowhat different words 
when we rend that the men who with toil preside in the 
Lord over the Church, and give good counsels, are to be 
exceedingly honoured and loved for the+ worlc’s sa7t.e 
(1 Thm. V. 12);  the first guides or leaders of tlio 
believers are to  be gratefully remembered (Heb. xiii, ’i’).’ 

“ A l l  these should take up 
these titles and names only (lest 

they be exalted and puffed up 
in tliemsolves) which Scripture 
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In view of her endowment and commission to be 
the Body of Christ upon earth, the Church of Christ 
ought to have held on her way, not disputing about 
office, but largely exercising all gifts and functions,- 
ministering, not ministered unto,-and yet what has 
she done ? She has let the love of power grow master- 
ful, and disputes about power or government have 
often swallowed up all other concerns. Jesus said 
that every disciple-and He said it to the Twelve- 
was to strive to be a deacon, a servant1 (St. Mark 
ix. 35, Y. 43 ff.). The first appointments in the 
Church after Pentecost were for service. The daily 
‘( diaconate ” of distributing to the poor widows was 
handed over to the Seven, who set the Apostles free 
for the (( diaconate ’’ (ministry) of the word. The Son 
of Man had come not to be ministered unto but to 
minister. The Body of the Glorified Son of Man, iu 
like manner, has for its aim the work of niinistering ; 
if it had any other, its functions would be different 
from His in the days of His flesh, and Christendom 
would not do the work of Christ, And yet it is almost 
all about governments, which are so low down in the 
list, that the Church of our day is divided. What 
makes the Christian Church like Joseph’s coat of many 
colours but disputes about the forms of Church govern- 
ment ? We are Episcopal, Presbyterian, Congregational, 
gives to them, as these which im- by Christ our &faster is specially 
pore labour, travail, and work, and reproved and forbidden.”-Uhap. 
are names of offioes and service, and iii., Second Book of Discipline, 
not of idleness, dignity, worldly General Assembly, 1578. 
honour, or pre-eminence, whicll Gtbrovos, GoDXOS. 
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Methodist, and so on. And all this in a Church whose 
Head taught that service is everything, and govern- 
ment comparatively unimp0rtant.l 

HeZps or ministries come be- 
fore governments even in the formal 
list in 1 Cor. xii. ; and yet it is 
not uncommon t o  find the name 
“ minister,” which means helper 
or servant, regarded as less hononr- 
able than that of ‘(clergyman.” 
The Son of Man was a minister ; 
He Himself came to  minister; 
and His greatest Apostle counted 
it Timothy’s highest aim t o  be a 
good minister of Jesus Christ 
(1 Tim. iv. 6). The simple fact 
that no one can regard our  Blessed 
Lord as a clergyman, while it 
is natural to speak of Him as 
God’s minister-the Holy House- 
Servant Jesus-shows how much 
higher function is than office, so 
much higher that we can ascribe to  
our Lord the function of minister- 
ing, while we cannot regard Him 
as belonging to  an official caste. 
The word “ clergy,” as describing 
a caste of preachers, is not older 
than the third century. The 
attempt to  find it in 1 Cor. xiv. 
16 will not bear examination. 
In 1 Peter v. 3 the Presbyters 
are warned not to domineer KUTU- 

passage where the A.Q. translates 
KX?~PWV by “ God‘s heritage,” and 
the R.V. translates it by (‘the 
charge allotted to  you.” The two 
renderings indicate two theories 
as to  the meaning of the obscure 
word. Neither of them can be 

KUpEd€lV T a V  KX?jpWV:  an obscure 

regarded as a translation. The 
word KX?~POE means a lot, and the 
plural makes a difficulty. Some 
say the word is used because the 
lot was cast at the appointment 
of Matthias; Jerome says it is 
because the clergy are in the l o t  
or heritage of God, or, on the 
other hand, because God is the 
portion or lot of the clergy. In 
the Old Testament the people of 
God are said t o  be His KX?~POS or 
portion (See Dent. iv. 20, ix. 29, 
where the word is K X ~ ~ P O S ) .  On the 
whole the Apostle seems to  be 
warning the Presbyters against 
domineering (KUTUKUPEL~CV is a 
reminiscence of the Lord’s own 
warning t o  the disciples, Matt. xx. 
25, Mark x. 42). They me not to  
domineer ovw the several portions 
of God’s heritage among which 
they labour. There are several 
portions, and hence the plural is 
used, just as WQ have some- 
times “ church ” and sometimes 
“ churches” in NQW Testament 
usage. 

After “clergy” had come t o  
mean preachers as a caste, an 
attempt was made t o  deprive the 
word of some of its stringent mean- 
ing by ranking under it officials of 
whose offices the Scripture makes 
no mention, e.g. the lower officials 
of the congregation. That again, 
except in the Papal Church, has 
passed may,and many now regard 
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We do not forget that as the Church grew, the need 
of organisation became more obvious, and that at an early 
date leaders or presidents were indispensable if order 
was to  be maintained. (( President ” or ‘( Leader” is the 
usual name in the later pwts of the New Testament 
and in early extra-canonical writings? The Presbyters 
who proved to be excellent Presidents were to  be 
specially (‘honoured,’) 1 Tim. v. 17, for their functions 
were becoming increasingly important. But this power 
of theirs was a personal gift or qualification; and in 
some who bore the name of Presbyter it seems to have 
been deficient. Yet they were Presbyters, and neither 
in the Epistles to Timothy nor in that to  Titus, where 
the qualifications of Presbyters or Bishops are more 
or less formally enumerated, is this power of ruling 
or presiding named as indispensable. The most im- 
portant were those who toiled to  teach. Personal 
character, a well-ordered household, a power to teach, 
a power of refuting opponents-all these are insisted 
upon. 
the clergy as a separate order in- 
stead of merelythinkingof tliemas 
special functionaries. A separate 
dress for  the olergywas enjoined in  
the eighth century. The corona1 
tonsure was presoribed about a 
century earlier. See Hatch, Or- 
ganisation of the Earl9 Christian 
Ciwc7t, Lect. vi. 

We have ~ O ~ ~ ~ E V O L  in Ilebrews 
xiii. ’I, 17, 24 j ?rpoturdpevoi in 
1 Thess. v. 12; T~OEUTBTES in 
1 Tim. v. 17. 

Thus 1 Clem. i. 1 and 21 speaks 

of ? ~ Y o ~ ~ ~ E v o I  and T ~ O ~ O ~ ~ ~ E U O L ,  and 
Justin in his account of Christian 
worship speaks of b rpo~urds. 
Whether such a President was 
what is called 5 layman is doubt- 
ful. He mould probably be a 
Presbyter, not ahvays the same 
Presbyter, nor appointed for life. 
Ou liberty of prophesying in the 
early Uhurch 8ee Hatch, Organka- 
tion, Lect. v., soct. v., on one side, 
making it very open, and Light- 
foot, Clement, p. 195, making it 
very limited. 
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The chief stress is laid in those Epistles on the char- 
acter of the Presbyter or Bishop. His precedence or 
prominence is taken for granted, but it is never defined. 

Assuming that he was a leader or guide, we are 
struck with the fact that he was one of many. We 
never read of the existence of a solitary Presbyter or 
Bishop in a church or congregation. Of the qualifica- 
tions of (' a "--i.e. of any-Presbyter-Bishop we read a 
great deal ; of his position by himself we read nothing. 
There were several Presbyter-Bishops in each congrega- 
tion. What had they to do? Their chief function 
was to regulate the exercise of spiritual gifts in the 
meetings of the congregation. And the men who had 
that power to  regulate were invaluable. Their function 
was not t o  repress but to  guide. The whole Church- 
the body of the members-was the Body of Christ, 
specially developing one class of gifts in one congrega- 
tion and another in some other congregation. The 
Corinthians seem to have overvalued the gift of tongues, 
and to have underestimated that of prophecy. .But 
the Apostle does not address himself to  any official 
when he remonstrates, and he speaks to  saints and 
praying men. So in his other Epistles, only once 
(Phil. i. 1) naming Bishops and Deacons in his address 
or salutation, and even then adding them in the second 
place, after saluting the ( r  saints " or body of believers. 
So St. Peter and St. James write to the people ; Peter, 
indeed, in course of his letter warning Presbyters, 
as we have seen, against domineering. The seer of 
the Apocalypse addresses himself to some imperfectly 
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understood official, called an “ angel.” When St. Paul 
summons to Miletus the Elders or Bishops of the 
Church in Ephesus (Acts xx. 1’7), he addresses them 
as representatives of the whole body of believers, of the 
whole flock of God, among whom he had gone out and 
in, teaching them in private and from house to  house, 

I t  is clear from this passage and the Epistles t o  
Timothy and Titus, how very considerable the develop- 
ment of the Church in organisation already was. 
That development, however, shows us also how free 
the Church was to adopt any outward form which 
could be a vehicle of her inner life and power. Those 
Presidents, Leaders, Presbyters, Bishops, always more 
than one in a congregation, how came they to  be ? Of 
their first appointment we do not read. Nothing is 
more clear, or in another sense more puzzling, than 
the origin of the offices in the Christian Church. They 
began when they were needed. There is no explicit 
mention of the origin of the diaconate in the New 
Testament ; and even if it be granted that “The Seven ” 
of Acts vi, were deacons-which is by no means certain 
-it appears that Philip soon passed from the duty of 
serving tables to that of an Evangelist. The working 
of God‘s gift within him led t o  a cbange of occupa- 
tion, and in that capacity he is not called a deacon. 
There is no trace of the origin of Bishops, vho were 
identical with Presbyters, as is nov admitted by all 
men (see p. 22, note). Nor is there any mention of 
the first appointment of Presbyters; and it is note- 

See Rainsay, LEttWS to the Smen Chcrehes, p. 69. 
C 
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worthy that the name suddenly appears in the Church 
at Jerusalem, Acts xi. 30, when we should have expected 
deacons, for it was in a matter of receiving and distribut- 
ing money. Almost immediately afterwards we read 
of Barnabas and Paul that they appointed by voting 
( X E ~ O T O V B O )  Elders t o  every church. There can be no 
doubt that Presbyters were from that time the ordinary 
officials in every congregation? The relation of the 
Apostles to those officials was undoubtedly one of 
command and supremacy, Timothy and Titus had 
similar command-or at least initiative-as delegates 
or representatives of the Apostle Paul; but there is 
no provision whatever made or hinted at whereby the 
place of an Apostle or of his delegate was to  be filled 
after the decease of those first men, The Presbytery 
would naturally perpetuate itself, but with what form 
of election we are not told, and men soon had not, as 
at  the first, an Apostle or his delegate to  guide them. 
There could be no second generation of Apostles, for 
an Apostle was one who had seen the Lord Jesus 
(Acts i. 22). Neither could there be any delegates 
afterwards, for there was no Apostle to delegate any 
one. Thus stand things when the Canon of the New 
Testament closes. The lately discovered book called 
DidachB (or Teaching of the Apostles), admittedly 
referring to an immediately later date, say A.D. 90, 
thus directs the congregation : ((Elect unto yourselves 

xx. 28) are the same persons, but 
he argues that overseor is a de- 
scription, not a title (see note, 
p. 22). 

. 

Called also overseers in Acts 
xx. Dr. Hort says, “NO one now 
doubts ” that Elders and overseers 
in that address of St. Paul’s (Aots 
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bishops and deacons worthy of the Lord; men meek 
and not loving money, and truthful and approved; 
for unto you do they too minister the ministry of 
the prophets and teachers,” e. 15. Prophets and 
teachers were evidently at  this dgte in higher esteem 
than those ordinary local officials, who were even 
looked down upon. The Didachd accordingly adds, 
“Despise them not, therefore : for they are they that 
are set in honour among you with the prophets and 
teachefs.” Soon after this, as the divinely com- 
missioned or specially endowed prophets and teachers 
died out, the local governors-Presbyters or Bishops 
-developed into admitted leaders in activity as well 
as Rulers, and Episcopacy, though not for some time 
Diocesan Episcopacy, took on the beginnings of its 
later shape, 

Let us, then, look back over the first Christian 
century. We see the Church of Christ using its freedom 
t o  adopt or adapt whatever seemed best fitted to 
enable it to fulfil its commission to represent the 
Redeemer and to complete His work. From Judaism, 
in its oldest form, the Church took Elders (Presbyters), 
or men of experience who shared in government; 
from Judaism in its later form (i.e. the synagogue) was 
adopted the practice of Bible-reading and preaching, i.e. 
instruction as a part of public worship ; and from the 
synagogue also, the practice of discipline, i.e. of punish- 
ing offenders by Church censure, and in extreme cases 
by expulsion, It has been learnedly argued that the 
Greek word Bishop, i.e. overseer, was adopted from 
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Hellenic surroundings, the (' Episcopos " (or a corre- 
sponding word) being the business-manager of Hellenic 
clubs and societies, so that the name naturally described 
to a Greek ear the overseers of Christian congrega- 
tions: From the feasts in idol temples came the Love- 
Feasts, consecrating in the meal of simple brotherhood 
that fellowship which in the idol temple led to  the most 
hateful extravagance and corruption. The well-known 
co?tf?nter?zity (i.e. club) of Gentiles was adopted and con- 
secrated in the brotherhood of the Christian community. 
The very form of the place of worship, when places 
came to  be built for worship, was (as we shall see 
in a later chapter) a Combination of the synagogue 
with the clubroom of Gentile societies? The Boman 
Empire, or rather society under the Roman Empire, 
at the Christian era was honeycombed with guilds, 
corporations, and clubs, each of which, when strong 
enough, bad its own clubroom, and in it a chapel for 
the worship of the presiding deity. It appears probable 
that Christians adopted some of those places of mcet- 

' 

Thc refcrcnco 11oi-o is to tlio 
lcarnod labours of Dr. Ednin 
Hatch. Seo his Organisation of 
tAc ClirCstian Cl~ttrclc. Public 
opinion was grcatly influoncod by 
thcm a t  the timc those lccturcs 
were dclivored. They havo not 
boon pcrmancntly offcctivc. Dr. 
Hatch assumcd that tlio Prosidcnt 
of a Christian mccting was pc'- 
mancnt, an Episcopos, Eishop, 
lilro a Dcan among the canons of 
B cntlicdrnl (p 91). This docs 

not bcar on Now Tcstamcnt timc8 
at all. 

Yct WO must remoinher tliut 
ilio ground plan of tlic earlicst 
Roman church, discovorod in 
1900 in tho Roman Foi~u111, i s  
modcllcd not on tho Baailiou 01' 

public hall, but on the audionro 
hnll of tlic wcnlthy Roniun 
bnrghcr (Lindsny, 27~0 CIL~LTC~L 
and tAo JfhCsLry in tlio Early 
Ccntzc&s, p. 42). 



I PLACES OF MEETING. QUARRELS 31 

ing as they fell into disuse by the heathen under 
the growing popularity of the Church. At a somewhat 
later time, when Christians built their own places of 
worship, the buildings were of the clubroom shape- 
oblong, with seats of honour at  the end. At a still 
later time, when the social feeling was less and the 
formality greater, the Church of Christ sometimes used, 
sometimes imitated-as indeed the synagogue had done 
before-the Basilica, or place of Justice, the hall of the 
Courts of Law, a form which we find in the great 
cathedrals and churches of Christendom to this day. 

Within the Church of this period, as among the 
twelve disciples, quarrels and contentions were seen. 
The Church in Corinth, unruly and wilful in the days 
of St. Paul, showed itself still turbulent about fifty 
years after the death of the Great Apostle. There was 
in fact a general rebellion in Corinth against all 
authority: against the honoured and the aged and the 
wise, and amongst others against Bishops or Presbyters. 
The Church at Rome wrote a letter1 t o  the Church at 
Corinth, Clement was the writer of the letter for 

* the Church, and it is known as the “First Epistle of 
Clement.” In this letter the Cliurch at Rome argues 
that as the 1)resbyters or Bishops had been appointed 
by the Apostles, or other nien of repute, in accordance 
with Apostolic fore-liuowledge and pre-arrangement, 
with the consent of the whole Church, it was unfair 

. 

The date is some time betveen 
hi's death and the end of the  
century; most probably a few 

years before AD. 100 (soe Ca9t- 
onicity, page xi). 
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and wrong to remove them from their offices in the 
Church, as had been done in Corinth. The whole letter 
is a strong brotherly remonstrance. It is as clear as 
possible from many passages in the letter that there 
were several men set over the Church of Corinth who 
were called Presbyters or Bishops-the names being 
interchangeable,-and that those men, while leaders 
and directors, had not the monopoly of exhortation or 
teaching. Of teaching indeed there is little said, though 
it is included in the functions of the appointed office- 
bearers, the thing in question being order as against 
anarchy. 

“Ye therefore that laid the foundation of the 
sedition, submit yourselves unto the Presbyters, and 
receive chastisement unto repentance, bending the 
knees of your heart. Learn to submit yourselves, 
laying aside the arrogant and proud stubbornness of 
your tongue. For it is better for you to be found 
within Christ’s flock, men of no account, whose names 
are upon God‘s roll, rather than being held in exceeding 
honour to be cast out from His hope ” (Clem. Ep. e. 51 ; 
see also cc. 42 and 44). 

Still, as far as it goes, the Epistle is a proof of the 
existence and power of Presbyter-Bishops in Corinth, 
and gf the opinions of Clement and his brethren in 
Rome regarding their rightful position. 

NOTln TO PAGIC 18 

The reference is to a memorable posthumous book of Lectures 
by Dr. F. J. A. Hort on Tite Oh~ristim Ecclesia, 3rd edition, 1900. 
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Dr. Hort confined himself to  characteristic minute examination 
of the New Testament. He says, ‘( Of officers higher than Elders 
we find nothing that points to an institution or system, nothing 
like the Episcopal system of later times. I n  the New Testament 
~ ~ C O T O S ,  as applied to men mainly, if not always, is not a 
title, but a description of the Elder’s function” (p. 232). In 
opposition to  Dr. Eatch, he argues (p. 128) that the Christian 
Church did not follow Greek models. There is much in the 
book for which we may well be thankful; it is so clear and 
careful. But I find it impossible to follow ik eminent author 
in several points. Notwithstanding our Lord’s prediction of 
His one Church (Matt. xvi. 18, where there is no question of 
a partial or narrowly local Ecclesia,” p. lO), he labours to 
show that, even in St. Paul’s view, the Church was local and 
limited-its oneness at  first ‘( due simply to its limitation” to 
Jerusalem (p. 221)-11ntil in Imperial Rome the captive Apostle 
wrote t o  Ephesians and Colossians his great thoughts of the 
One Universal Church. This leads to much of what I venture 
to think forced interpretation. It minimises that unity 
of the whole church which i s  in Christ, and not only  in 
locality (1 Cor. xii. 12). It seems to me inconsistent with 
his own reasoning in p. 118 ff. Dr. Hort has to say (p. 111) 
that the difficult and unique phrase, Boni. xvi. 16, ‘All the 
Ecclesim of the Christ salute you,’ must mean the Ecclesis of 
Judzea.” He holds also that all the offices of the Church, even 
among the Diaspora and the Gentiles, came from Jewish and 
“ Judsan Christian precedents ’’ (p. 230). This makes us unable 
to understand the rapidity with which a modified system RW 80 
soon afterwards found to prevail in the Church. Again, in 
arguing that the word feed (nobpulvo) used by St. Paul in Acts 
XX. 31 does not include teaching, except indirectly, he seems to 
overlook the fact, emphasised by himself elsewhere, that teach- 
ing, both in  general precept and in fact, was a characteristic of 
those that ruled in the early Church. 
Pastoral Epistles is this seen, but in Heb. Xiii. 7 ?jyov$voc 
(leaders) preached the Word ; in 1 Thess. v. 12-17 the leaders 
admonish ; in 1 Tim. V. 11 the Elders have double r ~ p $  if they 
labour in word and teaching. It is a great book, but not a 
final one. I feel constrained to say this, because otherwise it 
might be expected that the text of my book should simply adopt 
and follow the great critic’s views. 

Not only in St. Paul’ 


