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A CAUTION, Erc.

THE TERM DARBYITES.

It is possible that the term ‘‘ Darbyites” may be displeasing
to some persons, as it can hardly fail of contrasting strongly
with the appellation that has been given by the sect to their
meetings in the Metropolis, of *“ The one Assembly of God
in London.”* Tt is right, therefore, that I should explain
that I use the word with the greatest deliberation, as alone
fitted to describe those who have (however unreflectingly)
constituted themselves the followers of Mr. J. N. Darby.

‘When this gentleman, after, in the first place, abandoning
his position as a clergyman in the Establishment, subsequently
left a congregation of Christians gathered together on the
principle of the ¢ Unity of the Church,” he ‘‘went outside
everything,” to recall the language of the period at which
the secession was effected,t or, in more intelligible words,
he excommunicated himself:} trusting to the effect of his

* See the official document of excommunication issued by the Priory
meeting, in the case of Mr. Alexander S——.

} See “ The New Opinions of the Brethren.” Green, London, 1849.

t« He had ¢ left everything when he left Ebrington Street ! he was, by
his own act, outside every gathering that did not go with him,” Capt.
Paget, in his tract, “ Consider, &ec.,” p. 2. .

A2




4 A CAUTION AGAINST THE DARBYITES.

great personal influence that he should be followed into the
same position by those with whom he had been accustomed
to meet around ‘ the Lord’s table.”” This result, unhappily,
took place accordingly, and ‘¢ the Darbyites” are those who
gather round the table spread by Mr. Darby, and acknowledge
his authority, and denounce all who refuse to submit to the
authority of the Apostle of the new sect.

FIRST PRINCIPLES.

This result, involving in its consequences the total dis-
ruption of the body of Christians called Plymouth Brethren,
is the consequence of principles brought in as far as I can
learn by Mr. Darby, involving much ' misplaced truth in
their foundation, and much error in their superstructure.
The foundation I shall express in Mr. Darby’s own lan-
guage. He says* ‘ The presence of the Holy Ghost in
the Church as one body was (with the waiting for Christ’s
coming) the grand doctrine on which the whole testimony
of the Brethren was founded.” This was ‘ the testimony
of God specially committed to the Brethren.” ¢ The
question now is the presence and power of the Holy Ghost
as forming and embodying the Church in unity.”

TRUTH AND ERROR.

There is much truth involved here; for if we go back to
the formation of the Church at Pentecost, it is undeniable
that the Holy Ghost dwelt in the Church as one body : nor
is it any matter of doubt or question that where two or

* “ A Letter to the Saints in London, as to the presence of the Holy
Ghost in the Church,” by J. N. Darby, pp. 4, 6, 7, &c. (read the whole).
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three Christians meet together in the mame of Jesus,
there He is in their midst—their unity being found as at
first in their risen and glorified Head, and by the power of
the Spirit. These are heavenly truths which never can
pass into oblivion through earthly disorder, and the
‘“ grand doctrine.” turns out to be no new discovery after
all. But wait a little. It is, according to Mr. Darby, a
testimony of God ‘“specially committed to the Brethren,”
and very much yet remains behind which is not so clear
to the uninitiated. Mr. Darby informs us that not only is
Christ present with the two or three wherever they meet
together, but that the Holy Ghost is Now *‘ forming and
EMBODYING the Church in unity.” This is news, indeed,
for it amounts to the assertion that God is engaged in
setting up again in its original standing the Church as
one embodied and wunited whole in its primitive estate of
visibility, catholicity, infallibility, and power; for all these
things must be true, if what Mr. Darby quietly assumes is the
fact. The Bride of Christ is arraying herself in her beau-
tiful garments, and after the long night of apostacy is going
forth to meet her beloved Lord! Is it really so? Are
these magnificent ideas, which are proclaimed also by the
Irvingites in reference to their ‘‘ Church,” and to which I
believe even the Mormonites are no strangers, in process of
realization? Alas! no; for in looking round the professing
Church, we are taught by the same authority to see ruins,
nothing but ruins, in the visible Church. Not only are
the Roman and Greek Churches in ruins, not only are the
Reformed Communions ruins also, but the eflorts of Church-
men and Dissenters to restore and to repair prove that they
have undertaken a task which is beyond their strength,
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and to which they are by no means competent.*  Man
has grieved the Holy Spirit, the Church has lost many of
His manifestations, its practical unity is gone and scattered,
—the wolf, because there are hirelings, has caught the
sheep (though not out of Christ’s hand), and scattered
them, and the ruin is felt.t Mr. Darby has had a large
share in further dilapidating these ruins, and, strange to
say, also.in building together the sect. of Brethren meeting
together, as they supposed, on the original ground of the
Church’s standing, although the practical unity of the Church
was gone long before.  Yet ¢“the children of God have no-
thing to do but to meet together in the name of the Lord.”}
This was no doubt the original principle on which the Breth-
ren met, as is given with greater clearness in the life of
Mr. Groves§ than in any other publication within my know-
ledge. This most amiable and devoted missionary was, it
appears, the first who conceived the idea of the system, and one
of the first small company in Dublin who met together to
carry out the practice of the principles thus defined in the
above work. Mr. Bellett said,  Groves has just been telling
me that it appeared to him, from scripture, that believers,
meeting together as disciples of Christ, were free to break
bread together, as their Lord had admonished them; and
that, in as far as the practice of the apostles could be a guide,
every Lord’s-day should be set apart for thus remembering
the Lord’s death, and obeying His parting command.”

# See “ Reflections on the Ruined Condition of the Churely, and on
the efforts made by Churchmen and Dissenters to restore it to its primi-
tive order,” 1841.

+ « A Letter to the Saints in London, &e.” by J. N. Darby, p. 19.

1 « Reflections, &e,” p. 20.

§ Or see * Catholic Christianity and Party Communion delineated,”
‘in two letters by the late A. N. Groves. Morgan & Chase, London.
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To this it is probable the reader will be not unwilling
to assent, as the writer does most cordially ; but any reflecting
person may see how vast the range of questions which must
be settled before the beautiful vision could become a practical
reality. The terms of communion, defining what is meant
by “ believers,” were at first most latitudinarian, finishing
by a not very marvellous rebound to the opposﬁ:e extreme of
exclusive pharisaism.

Then, as to government in the Church (without which no.
large body of communicants can be expected to prosper), the
originators of the system, as far as I can learn, defined no-
thing at all. Tt was, therefore, a vineyard without a fence,
and without any of those safeguards which Divine wisdom
saw meet to establish in the early Church: No wonder that,
if even then in spite of this care ‘‘grievous wolves entered in,
not sparing the flock ;" much more in the midst of present
weakness grievous wolves should be likely to enter in here ;
and that if Satan’s ministers were transformed into the
ministers of righteousness in the Apostle’s days, there should
be a still greater danger of the same thing now. Our blessed
Saviour has forewarned us to ‘“beware of false prophets,
which come to you in sheep’s clothing, but inwardly they
are ravening wolves. Ye shall know them by their fruits.
Do men gather grapes of thorns, or figs of thistles?*

* In the year 1840, Dr. Niblock, a friendly clergyman, and a truly
Christian, but discerning, observer of the “ Brethren ” wrote this to Mr.
Dorman—+ But why do I write to you? It is to say, and that with real
affection, Alas! that so beautiful a theory cannot long subsist; it is too
unworldly and sainted for our polluted atmosphere. It will do—it has
done—much good ; but 1t wiLL FaLL (Acts xx. 80)—Of your own selves
shall men arise, speaking perverse things to draw away disciples after
them? Woe, woe unto them through whom it shall fall! Mine shall not be
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THE CHURCH ONCE RUINED CANNOT BE RESTORED.

Mr. Darby’s caution to the Dissenters, whose organized asso-
ciation he seems to think ‘“denied this presence and guidance” *
(of the Spirit,) is as follows, and the warning may not be
very wide of its application to the Darbyite organizations now :

“I know that those who esteem these little organized as-
sociations to be the Church of God, see nothing but mere
meetings of men in every other gathering of God’s children.
There is a very simple answer on this matter. Such brethren
have no promise authorising them to again set up the churches
of God when they have fallen, whilst there is a positive pro-
mise that where two or three are gathered together in the
name of Jesus, He is in their midst.” (Reflections, &e., p. 24.)

Mr. Bellett seems to have seen that the ‘“ Brethren” could
not regard themselves as THE CHURCH, since he says,

““We may try our ways most surely by all that is here said
to the Churches, but this does not amount to the Son of Man
owning us as His only light in our place. And our first duty
therefore, both in grace and wisdom, is to be humbled
because of this, for though we may have much in fragments
that belongs to the candlestick, yet all that does not give us
the standing and privilege of the candlestick, entitling us to
set aside as darkness, and as not of the sanctuary, all that is
not of ourselves.” (‘“Present Testimony.”)

Very true, indeed, and it may be added that a candlestick
in fragments is not a candlestick at all ; which scarcely seems
to have occurred to the writer.

the hand to detach even a pin from so goodly a tent; rather, like my name-

sake of Arimath®a, T would honour it when others abandon it.”—Joseph

White Nibiock. “A Review, &e., &c.,” by W. H. Dorman, 1849, page 3.
* « Account of the procecdings at Rawstorne Street,” pp. 6, 7.
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Let us look at the fragments of the candlestick a little
more closely. I find that:

‘“ Any number of believers has no need to wait ¢l that
power (the Holy Ghost) produces the union of all, because
they have the promise that where two or three are gathered
together in the name of the Lord, He will be in the midst
of them; and two or three may act in reliance on this
promise.”’*

So there may be, as at Plymouth, two or three, or even six
or seven separate and mutually repellent places of communion
where the ““two or three” may in each talk about the unity
of the body, and the indwelling of the Holy Ghost, and yet
be manifestly separate, and manifestly’ coming to different
conclusions. What are we to learn from this ? that God’s
truth has failed ? Surely not, but rather that man has failed,
and the failure of man brings in evil which man cannot
rectify. ¢ The practical unity of the Church is gone.”

WHAT IS MEANT BY RUINS?

Let me illustrate my meaning by a circumstance which came
to my knowledge some years since. There existed on Hamps
Fell, near Cartmel, a ruin, fragmentary, but valuable in the
eyes of the owner from its associations with antiquity. To
the surprise of this landlord, on returning from the Con-
tinent, he found that the farmer had pulled down this, to
him, unsightly pile, and used the stones for the buildings of
his own farmyard. When remonstrated with, he humbly offered
to repair the wrong, by building up again the structure he had
destroyed. Did the owner thank him, or accept his offer ?

# « Reflections on the Ruined Condition of the Church,” 1841, p. 25.
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I think not; for however well the stones were cleansed, he
could never forget that their unity had been once dissolved,
and that they had been put to porcine uses; he could never
again attach the idea of antiquity or of sanctity to them.

Now Mr. Darby is quite confident that ‘‘ separation is the
first element of unity and union.”* The old ruined church
must be pulled down, for ‘wherever the body declines the
putting away of evil, it becomes in its unity a denier of God’s
character of holiness, and then separation from the evil is the
path of the saint, and the unity he has left is the very greatest
evil that can czist where the name of Christ is named.” *

SEPARATION FROM EVIL.

But Mr. Darby can not only pull down, but build again,
without any difficulty, on the old foundation. ¢ From what
we have seen, it is evident that the Lord Jesus Christ on high
is the object round which the Church clusters in unity. He
is its Head and Centre.” Very good indeed! None other
can be the opinion of any one of those Churches of ‘‘ Inde-
pendents and Dissenters,” from whom he keeps himself reli-
giously separate, nor indeed of any right-minded member of
the Established Church.

What then is to be the peculiar excellence and spiritual
endowment of the Darbyite structure, which shall enable it to
speak loftily, as if it were THE Church of God ? Simply sepa-
ration from evil, according to their own ideas of what is evil,
and what separation from evil is. The stones have rolled
themselves into the water,t and have come out, in their own

* “ Separation from Evil, God’s Principle of Unity.” pp. 9, 15, &c., &e.
+ As in the post-apostolic ¢ Shepherd of Hermas.”
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opinion, so clean that they have forgotten the scent of their
past humiliation.

And this has been the fault of the Brethren, as seen by
their fellow-Christians, twenty-five years ago, when it was said,
that* ‘‘ an overweening conceit of their own extraordinary
spirituality and purity is one of the marked characteristics of
the Brethren.” It seems to me that this tendency constitutes
the peculiarity of the danger of Darbyism to very many, espe-
cially young Christians, who have conscientiously renounced
some evil, and rightly fear latitudinarian indifference. But
let such remember that thus saith Jehovah, ‘ The heaven is my
throne, and the earth is my footstool ; where is the house that
ye build unto me, or where is the place of my rest? But to
this man will I look, even to him that is poor and of a contrite
spirit, and that trembleth at my word.” The Darbyites may
cast out their Brethren, saying all the time, ‘“ Let the Lord
be glorified ;” but even here the Lord may manifest Himself to
the joy of these poor and contrite ones, as in the triumphant
death-bed of Mr. Groves, and the accusers' may be manifestly
put to shame, even in this world.

HUMILITY THE ONLY SAFE GROUND.

Moreover, it is surely most contrary to scripture, and to the
experience of the Church of God, to believe that the real power
of the Ioly Spirit should be especially looked for in the midst of

uch a body of Christians. But unless they could demonstrate
the contrary to this, what possible right have the Darbyites to
claim authority over other sections on the ground of what the
Church was in its original unity, in its glorious strength, in

*“ Reasons, &c.,” J. S., York, 1841.
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the fulness of its power, when the apostles could pronounce
from the midst of the united Church, “ It seemed good to the
Holy Ghost and to us.”

The Darbyites are becoming a little conscious of this. T'key
do not unitedly believe in their apostle, nor are they all very
certain about the rebuilt ruin. I know this, for T am not so
far removed from ‘‘the one assembly of God in London,” as
to be out of the reach of its members when they desire sym-
pathy and assistance, under the pressure of ‘‘ The London
Bridge Conference.” What this is we shall see presently.

PRACTICAL DISBELIEF IN THE FUNDAMENTAL DOCTRINE.

When Queen Esther found herself in a crisis of her
people’s history, she at once recognised the unity of the nation.
She said ““ Go, gather together all the Jews that are present
in Shushan, and fast ye for me, and neither eat nor drink
three days, night or day. I also and my maidens will fast
likewise.” She believed in God as the protector and guardian
of her people, and she believed that He would hear and answer
prayer, when thus earnestly and unitedly sought unto.

Mr. Darby considers that a special testimony about the
presence of the Holy Ghost in the Church as one body was
committed to the Brethren; but when he comes to practical
action in the midst of this body, in difficult circumstances,
he casts all his talk to the winds.

With all his professed value for the above doctrine, when
it came to the practical question of the spreading of a
second or opposition table at Plymouth,—a step of schism
which surely involved the recognition of the presence of the
Holy Ghost in the body of Christians, with whom he was
acting, requiring prayer, fasting, and humiliation, and the
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utmost effort to rectify what was amiss, before taking so solemn
and irretrieveable a resolution,—we find him throwing asidethe
judgment even of the Brethren who were then with him, and
acting on his own individual responsibility. His reasons for
leaving that body of Christians, as stated by himself,*were, first :
“the Church cannot judge evil ;” second: °‘the unity of the
body is denied.”t For these two reasons he says,} I cannot
own a table in Ebrington Street in any way.” ‘I act then as
I acted seventeen years ago,” (I suppose when he left the
Church of England), * believing that where two or three are
gathered together in Christ’s name, there He is. I do not
speak of a second table as regards Ebrington Street, more
than I should say a fifth or a sixth, if I began to break bread
when there were four or five dissenting bodies already estab-
lished in a place.” §

SCHISM UNLIMITED.

Who does not see in this the justification for unlimited
division of Christians, on the principle of each man’s private
Judgment, unless Mr. Darby be admitted to be an apostle, and
his judgment the infallible guidance of the Holy Ghost, so
that he could say, ¢‘ the things that I write unto you are the
commandments of the Liord.” As a private Christian, another
teacher may (as indeed I do), believe that the very same accusa-
tions hold good against Mr. Darby’s sect, and may spread an-

% « Letter to the Saints meeting in Ebrington Street,” p. 5.

+ No mention, it will be seen, of heretical doctrine.

1 ¢ Letter to the Saints meeting in Ebrington Street,” p. 7.

§ He began to break bread “for his own need!” and thought that
perhaps some six persons ight unite with him !—a despised remnant,
but judging the evil. “Narrative, &c.,” p. 56; also, “ A Letter, &ec.,”
J. N. D—, p. 22. o
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other table in opposition to his, for *“ this power of evil in the
Church may be discerned spiritually, and left when thereis the
consciousness of inability to effect any remedy.”* Who shall
condemn such a person, as despising “the Unity of the Body?”
Certainly not Mr. Darby, for he is found acting on Mr. Darby’s
own published principles.t

Mr. Darby, though acting in a manner and with an
authority to interfere with Churches of Christians everywhere
in & way which nothing but apostolic commission could
justify, and apostolic love render tolerable, is clearly not
an apostle, for his own building is found a ruin under his
hands, and he is ‘‘conscious of inability to. effect any
remedy.”  Still “ feeble” from the beginning,! ‘“‘a com-
parison of what the Church was at first when filled with the
spirit, led them to the sense of our present ruined state,”
and at the date of the pamphlet in question there was
“ failure of spiritual power, and therefore of discernment§”
amongst the gathered saints. Mr. Darby had in fact to act
as he had before threatened to do, and to *“ begin afresh,”’|| much
to the surprise of many, doubtless, who like the writer
wondered on what this leader could begin, if the old ground
was really that of the Church of God; but he was not with-

*«Qeparation from Evil, God’s Principle of Unity,” by J. N. Darby, p. 15.

+4“On Mr. Darby is to be charged the sin of breaking the Unity of the
Body, through a practical denial of his belief in the truth of the presence
and present power of the Holy Ghost to enable the Church to put away
error by the Word of God. If he really felt his weakness, surely that
was the very reason for waiting, instead of precipitating, so serious an
evil."—Capt. Paget, «“ Consider of it, &c.,” p. 2.

t « A Letter to the Saints in London, &ec.,” by J. N. Darby, p. 6.

§ Ditto, p. 7. '

|| A Letter to the Saints in London as to the presence of the Holy
Ghost in the Church,” by J. N. Darby, p. 22; also, *“ What Investiga-
tion, &c.,” p. 10.






