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,
BETRACIS FROM THE INSIDE IISTORY OF THE ECCLESIASTICAL

TROUBLES AND DIVISIONS IN ENGLAND.
(Lransluted from the (ferman.)

Tn ordler to give the reader of these pages the key toa l‘u!h-r in-
telligence of and a decper insight into the secret causes of these
sad divisions, T add yet a few explanatory remarks.

These ecelosiastical divisions are the result of a deeply laid plan
of a few gifted disciples of the late Mr. J. N. Darby, who had ac-
copted the unseriptural views on baptisu of this highly gifted ser-
vant of the Tord. And as that view not being grounded on the
Word of God is untrue as sucly, it conscquently carvies in itself the
germ of destruction.  And it generally happens as the history of
the Chureh of all times shows us, that those who have imhibed such
unsound doctrines go far heyond their teacher in zeal, and thereby
give his teaching an import and extension, which the teacher him-
self had never thought to giveit, or of which he was not aware.
Thus the unsound seed lying on the ground is allowed to germinate,
and in time o bring forth its sad fruit : false doctrines, sehools of
thought, parties, divisions, &e. The higher the teacher’s gifts are,
and the more distinguished Lis personality, the greater also, is the
danger and the more disastrous the consequences as soon as he be-
comes the kead, and at the same tine the tool of o Pparty, especially
w}}ef'e that party is large and influential, This s the history of the
Ei;ﬂoﬂfteﬁ;;zie?fluld SR Satan’s motto has ever been:
O T oned 1y 1?1?111“‘11}10%. He succeeded only too well in
G0k e crvatent mellx-‘e? o the greatest apostles, and that ot.

, L achers in the Churel, yea even the name of
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Christ to set asi
§ ide the onl:
hates above everything ehz ::‘Ki]ssed mname of Jesus (which Satan
Corinth had been m‘:h(’\'cyl > :‘}:‘“&‘Vlnch the whole assembly in
2a =y
R e )Zm cb Toly Spirit), and (o inscribe
L T e e
e Yy Spirit’s answer to “Paul,” «
Apollos?”  Tn each of the first te “Paul,” « Cephas” and
S 1N VT B
excepted), the Holy Spisit sikio Moﬂﬁ:;\ S]cs of the epistle (the 5th
dncen £ho nhme bR T o Cha ba.ml : Aﬂ.\ esus (and not men) intro-
S n 2 I' 1
5d verse also, the apostolic Sah;mt,io“ i ¢ fd verse twice. In the
Corinthians, but to all who in every I:(:.O -({{ﬂy et sl
Tord Jesus Christ their Lord and ou}-)s- 1§deo: e o
. B: T
ive and narrow sectarianism in Corinth, thi g o thieferclrEs
inth, the Ioly Spirit embrac
the whole world wherever believers call 5
e watherddl tot call on the name of Jesus, and
a A.:‘ ered to at blessed name and unto none other.
i 111(; ’\,vlmt did Paul the Apostle answer to “ Paul?? « Who s
“y i
ad 27 and “who is 'Apol_los 27 Ias Paul been crucified for you
or have you been baptized in the name of Panl? Mighty word foy
A — . A ey T
the conscience and heart of these foolish Corinthians and all sect
malkers.
) Then let no'lmdy glory in men, says the Apostle to them ; for all
is yours ; be it Paul or Apollos or Cephas, be it the world or life
o‘r d'uutl\, or tl‘xe _pv-e_scnn or the future, all is yours, but you are
Christ’s and Christ is God’s (1 Corinth. iii, v. 21-23).
. The hisﬁtory of the church like the history of the world, repeats
itself continually. So does Satan the prince and the god of this
world  What the encmy wrought in the narrow sphere of the
Church in Corinth, he has since succeeded to do in the widest
of the chur h in all times teaches us. But
shame, has his triumph been greater and
s in the wide sphere of the Chastian
Dody of believers, generally known by the religious world under
the designation of Plymouth Brethren. These had left the various
sects of Christendom on the plea that these were contrary to the
Word of God. They had gore outside of t:hc camp to ‘l}em‘ the
shame of Christ, professing to w‘ars])ip God in Spirit an.d in truth,
and to have their place of worship ot in an earthly {ewl;{xhteml}:lg
but above in the beavenly sanctuary, within the m‘ll'me :Zcefﬂul
gone outside the camp in order to serve one another in the peé

i s of One bod
and loving fellowship s of One body,

sphere, as the history
never, let it be said Lo our
fuller than in these last day:

of the Holy Spirit, as member: d
cr on the foundation of their most holy faith

and to edify one anoth n of th :
as lthe livin}:' stones of the House of God in spirit. What charac
S S
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terized them was their holding fast to the Word of God. Tt is
written ” : (The Sword of the Spirit against the temptations of
Satan).

They rejected in the things of God the authority of human

their sole head, the Lord Jesus Christ, who

recognizing

name:
had once glorified God on the e:
crowned by God with glory and honor; aad they acknowledged
the Holy Spirit sent by Him, as the only and sole leader of the
members of Christ’s body gathered by that same Spirit.

For the attainment of his aim the wicked enemy made use of the
same means among “ Brethren ” in England that he had employed
in the Assembly of Corinth. He sought to magnify so unduly the
feeling of regard towards some distinguished servants of the Lord
(feelings right enough in a proper measure), that little by little the

rth, and who is now in heaven

regard with which their name and w gs were invested, had for
result to push into the background the reverence ue to the name
of Jesus and to the Scriptures. That I do not exaggerate ha
only too plainly demonstrated by the sad fruits come to light

Satan’s next step was comparatively easy to take : that is, to
arouse jealousy—this paltry passion of great men—among some of
the leaders, and of the more highly gifted brothers.

The natural result was that parties were formed within the
individual meetings. Each party inscribed on its banners the name
and the peculiar tencts (often unseriptural) of its leader, and sur-
rounded with clouds of incense the idol of their choice, and this
served to dull that idol’s spiritual perception and discernment.

In fact there is nothing which so much unfits the spiritual eye
for perceiving and discerning the enemy’s designs as religious flat-
tery, of all flatteries the most dangerous, especially that kind of
refineq flattery tolled by their admirers to so many eminent ser-
vants of the Lord.

For many years none of those servants stood higher in the
universal esteem of all the brethren who knew him personally or
through his writings, than the late Mr. J. N. Darby, who fell asleep
in April, 1882. The grave has hardly closedt over this highly gifted

* This bad germ has for long time been in activity under the surface. 1t 15
now abont fourteen years ago that a lady in fellowship with us, and who passed
among brethren for gifted and spiritually minded, said to me: I follow Mr-
Darby wherever he may go. And when I replied : Would you do soin the case
he should fall off from sound doctrine? I received for amswer, I follow M-
Darby wherever he goes. This was the opinion of many ! |

+ This article was written in 1882.— Zranslator’s Note.
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servant of the Tord, and it is a relief and a satisfaction for the
heart to offer to his memory this tribute of ¢

ratitude and reg:

due to him in the Lord, without, incurring the suspicion of personal
flattery.
Mr. J Darby was, as well as his old friend and fellow-laborer,

Dr. E. Cronin, the oldest witness of the simple seriptural truths
which the Lord had more than fifty years ago bronght s

in into

light, out of the heaps of rubbish of human traditions and systems.
Just as the Priest Iilliah of old, in the days of King Josiah, Mr.
Darby found among the rubbish @ book, the contents of which he
made known to God’s people. And, just as in the days of Josial,
there was a rending, not only of clothes, but of hes
happened in England, when Mr. Darby brought again into light the
treasures of His Word which had lain so long buried. For Laodi-
cwea it was the twilight, but the morning-dawn for Philadelphia,
that is, for all true Christian believers whom the Lord is about to
take up to IHimself, into Iis glorious home, to shine as His heavenly
lem, in the light of God and in the glory of the Lamb,
:a, left behind in the dark seene of the world, and
cat,

3 so it also

New Jerus
while Laodica
spewed ont of the Lord’s mouth, disappears in Babylon the
to share in its terrible judgment.

Mr. Darby’s numerous writings, edited by Mr. W. Kelly—¢“"I'he
is” especially—evince what profound insight into, and what

0

Synop:
comprehensiveness of view over the immense field of God’s truth,
from the first to the last chapter of God’s Word, had been entrust-
ed by the Lord to His distinguished servant. It was shown in the
[)rcsél)t:xtiux\ of the simple way of salvation, in a gnsp'el snyh as was
only known in part to the Reformers themselyes. kacwnﬁe in the
almost entirely unknown subject of v.h? nature, pl.ace, calling, and
hope of the Church of God. Also in the coming of the Lord
Jesus to take up the Church. And, .ﬁnnlly, by the mode and man-
ner in which the Spirit of God used him to scatter the old nnuhlllml
theological systems and errors about the ez,nhly people of f.od,
and their relations to God in an earthly calh!),f.g, em’th:y bloss‘l-llg__is,
earthly hopes, and earthly worship, and to exhibit them in the light

Te o
of't‘he Niw 3 Lfﬁ"fl:,:z::"liucsj is perhaps better able than many others,
B lhc' P o_ Mr. Darby, of testifying to the latter’s high gifts
likegirs know;{ng wle’dge of the Word of God. Ie had, md?ml,
gid profoundl nolre of an acquaintance with him of over thirty
Bk a?l{ag:ﬁfge’:;,ioh was only rufiled by the ecclesiastical troubles
years’ sf g
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of the last three years, but for the space of six mml'(,hs he assisted
him in his small measure, in the translation of the New Testament
into the German langunage, and thus had daily opportunity to re-
mark J. N. Darby’s profound insight in the unfathomable depths
of God’s Word.

No one could be many minutes in his company without feeling
that one was in the presence of a great man, and of one of the
greatest servants of God. How mighty were, even in his old age,
his persomﬂ presence and his spiritnal influence, can be better ap-
preciated by the fact that Mr. Darby’s simple veto sufliced to send
to the waste-basket that childish and presumptuous first declaration
of the Park Street party, in the Cheapside Saturday evening meet-
ing of August, 1879.

God used him visibly on that memorable evening as a means of
restoring, at least for a while, peice in the Assembly. The way
and manner, however, by which Mr. Darby effected that result
showed his sad consciousness of the alnost hopeles

But just in this mighty and influential personality lay the greatest
danger for himself and for others. Mr. Darby was not, like his
favorite apostle, “feeble in presence and strong in letters”; he was
strong in both, and there lay, as I say, the greatest danger for him-
self and for us all.

Our almighty God who gave His greatest servant such a fechle
personality and a thorn in the flesh, knew better than we poor
earth-worms why the Apostle of the glory and of the revealed
“mystery” needed more than Mr. Darby this thorn in the flesh and
this personality made insignificant through it, that he might learn
that the grace of Jesus was sufficient and that his strength was
made perfect in weakness. And often have I admired the grace
of God in Mr. John Darby that had known how to keep him in a
sound spiritual simplicity for so many years in the very midst of
the increasing clouds of incense of human homages.

Mr. Darby, like many men of great intellect, had a very strong
and unbending natural will and an unflagging energy. These
qualities which the great Apostle of the Church possessed in com-
mon with him, and in a still greater measure, were in Paul, through
the thorn given him, kept down in proper subjection to the will of
God and the superior energy of the Holy Spirit. At the same
time this thorn made his personal appearance and his mode of pre-
senting the truth contemptible in the eyes of such Christians as the
Corinthians were, and served thereby to keep him from that sweet

state of things.
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but intoxicating incense of human flattery. It wag different with
Mr. })m-hy, who had often been compared to that Apostle by his
particular admirers, both on account of his lofty intellect and of
his having brought again into light the Pauline truths. And in
fact he had been for the believers connected with the present half-
Jewish Christendom what Paul was for so many of his Jewish and
Gentile contemporarie
This was the man that God had raised as the greatest witness of
the divine traths laid down in God’s Word during those perilous
ys.”  Aud as the Lord had of old led Israel hike

a flock by the hands of Moses and Aaron through the perils of the
wilderness up to the very borders of the promised land, so ITe had
likewise formore than fifty years been using this foremost champion
of Ilis truth to conduct through him and other teachers, taught
and established by him, ITis own flock under the supreme gunidance
of the Iloly Spirit and the IToly Scriptures, throughout the perils
and more dangerous wilderness, up to the fulfillment

times and “last d

of a greater
of our glorious heavenly hope.

Moses of old, after a faithful service of forty years, having

failed just before reaching the goal because he did not sanctify

son recalled

it was not

God before the eyes of the people, was for that re
ere the people entered Canaan. In a like manner
granted to this aged servant of the Lord to sce the realization of
his frequently expressed hope—not to diein the wilderness. Ie
had expected to enter the heavenly Canaan in a changed body
together with the whole Church, « the House of the living God ”
(which church he had faithfully served for more than forty years)
at the mighty call of his heavenly Iead and ours, in a moment, at
the sound of the last trumpet.

Just like Moses he also failed, but his failure in its consequences
had heen‘ fraught with far more disaster to the people of God than

the failure of Moses had been. : p
Our God is a jealous God and Ie will not give Iis honor to any
ttribute paltry in great men, is a great and
It belongs to Him because He is God, the
pd blessing. Ile has a holy right to be
Therefore. in

man. Jealousy, this af
holy attribute of God.
T 11 honor is due to ITim
; Ti . for a 8
J]f[,?'loi‘:cf,x;:rl:;;znoglx-,ncf(? and wisdom, God has taken care ?n His
V\;ﬂ d to remind us that even the best and the greatest of Iis ser-

b Abraham, Moses, Elijah, John or Paul were men of like
o xl:qkfvibll lt;'lnrse])ve.ss and were liable to fall into the same faults,
passio
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views. The foremost of them was Mr. J. Butler Stoney. This
brother was much beloved among brethren on account of his pleas-
ing manners, his spiritual gifts, and his obliging disposition. But,
besides many amiable qualities the same brother had a dangerous
foible.

Tnstead of bringing out of his treasure things new and old, he had,
as it appears, an almost irresistible disposition of always saying
something new and interesting, and of taking up a certain side of the
truth, often called “ the higher life,” which he pressed and brought
to the foregronnd, at the expense of other even more important
christian doctrine. He began in 1867, I think, a small monthly mag-
azine under the title of : «Voice to the faithful,” which very likely
was meant to remind of the voice of one calling in the wilderness
(but which in fact reminded one very little of it). This magazine
sought by its tone and contents to give such a prominent place to
the legitimate heavenly longings and strivings of the new man,
that through its perusal the inexperienced reader’s feelings became
little by little bent on attaining perfection by its own efforts, and
was taken up to such spiritual heights that he began looking down
upon other less spiritual christians,” who he thought stood on an
inferior plane of spirituality. So one soon came to different schools,
planes and classes, which as experience teaches us, is the most direct
road to the most dangerous of all spiritual diseases—spiritual pride.
It is very possible, nay probable, Mr. J. Butler Stoney was hardly
conscious himself of the effects of his interesting but dangerous
articles, both in this magazine and in another quarterly published
later by him, and entitled “ Food for the Flock.” He yielded to
his whim of always saying and writing something new and inter-
esting, and as Mr. Darby once remarked about him : “ He did not
know what he was doing.” And as such a novel way of writing
and speaking always finds adherents, who would not remain behind
others in the understanding of such deep teachings, delivered like
oracles, there was soon formed a J. Butler Stoney’s school, the re-
sult of which was at last the “ New Lump ” doctrine, which Mr.
Jull and his partizans had learnt, and put together out of the above
two publications of Mr. J. B. Stoney.

Mr.. J. B. Stoney, however, could not keep quiet. Out of Infant
Baptism as beld by Mr. Darby he made up a so called “ Household
Baptism,” that is, he said to every head of a christian family, as he
eXPre.seed it to me: “ Give me your entire household, believers and
unbelievers, a_dnlts and children, male and female servants that I
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may christen them.” T replied to him, that if this were true and
right, and at the same time universally carried out, it would be
necessary to erase the 16th verse of the 16th chapter of Mark’s
gospel.  This verse would then no longer be true, but it would have

to be changed into, ¢ Who is baptized and believes shall be saved Y
instead of “Who believes and is baptized shall be saved.” Of
- course, he could not answer me anything to the point.

I will relate here that when Mr. Stoney tried to convert me to
Infant Baptism through the means of an artificial construction of
sophistry, I replied to him : there are four words whichwould knock
down your artificial fabric. Ile asked what these four words were,
and I answered : Tt is not written !” “Never in my life have I
seen such a man,” exclaimed Mr. B. Stoney, “who wants the Word of
God for everything ! ” T asked him whether it was probable God
should expect from the simple and the unlearned among His child-
ren that they should know anything to be Ilis will, which they
would have to guess through an artificial construction of logical
conclusions (so called). If it were Iis will that infants should be
baptized, would he not have said it in Iis Word. The many props
you need to keep your system upright, only show that it must be a
tottering fabric, for otherwise you should have need of no other
props than the three words : “Ttis written.” Thercupon he re-
plied to me by another long chain of artificial conclasions, continu-
ing without awaiting my answer and hastily adding: Are you
floored now ? Where is my taper ? Good night.

The conversation had commenced about Mr. B. Stoney’s fayorite
topic, “The life of the new man,” but had soon drifted into ¥nl’ant
Baptism, and as his last effort seeking to frighten me, he said : T
have myself heard Mr. Darby say that, “anybody who cannot
nnderst;\nd Infant Baptism must be either a 7ogue or a fool.” A
sister who was present asked him then, whether it was the old man
or the new man in Mr. Darby who had made use of those’ yords :
Mr. Stoney agreed that it must have been ¢ the old man” in PIr.
Darby which had uttered those \vords.' However, as our f)b]ect
here is not the refutation of false docn.‘me, bu.t tl{e exhibition of
facts, I must go on with my sad narrative, which is all the more

“e'(.‘)[‘d:f‘lll'lf:l:siﬁzl.d Baptism which Mr. J. B. Stoney had (ltfveloped
out &:: Infant Baptism s00n led to:other new doctrines, which werd

sound (since not founded on God’s Word), but.\vlnch
:Oto‘l)xzilyb‘llx‘el very foundations of the gospel, and of the scriptural
ou
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truth about the church. In order to give you, beloved brothers and
sisters, a slight conception of the new doctrines, current now among
the followers of that partyin England, (and probably already on the
continent also), it will be sufficient to give you a few racts from
a magazine published by our brother John L. Kraushaar, entitled
«The Occasional Magazine.” It reads as follows

«Even such as openly reject Christ ought to be
belong to the household; and all willing to submit to baptism, y
even drunkards, for indeed the Holy Spirit dwells and works
side the circle of the Baptized, and all outside that circle are on
the devil’s grounds.”

An aged and honored brother had baptized a servant-girl of 12 or
13 years of age, and other baptisms of wnconverted aduits followed.
I wrote to the lady who had to do with the girl’s baptism. My
questions and the answers I received were as follows :

Question —On what ground has baptism been conferred on that
girl ?

_Answer.—Because I, the mistress, as head of the household, am
responsible to God. I do not believe in the so-called “Infant Bap-
tism,” but I baptize my child as a member of my household, to
which this servant-girl equally belongs.

Question.—What is, according to your meaning, that
ent relationship (that is, after her baptism) to the Lord Jes
Church of God, and to the world ?

Answer.—The Scriptures tell me, that she is now in the Church,
outside of the world, and is subject to the Lordship of Christ. (No
Scripture quoted). -

Question—What is your duty and responsibility in regard to
other servants, in case theyshould enter your service without having
been baptized ?

Answer.—1I would not have in my household any unconverted
servant who should refuse to be taught by me about Christ and no
one has a right to be thus taught unless he is baptized. Baptism
is the way through which God takes us into His school (Matt., xxviii,
18, 19). “Make disciples all nations, baptize them,” and then follows
“b.em_ahing them.” And never has there been a better rule for ad-
mission to a school, for it makes nothing of the scholar and every-
thing of the teacher.

“Desiring',” continues Brother Kraushaar, “to know the views of
a few hbormg. brothers, at the time of that baptism, I begged them
to giveme their opinion of it. Two of them confessed the fullest
fellowship with it. Of one of them I asked the following question:

aptized, if they

in-

sirl’s pres-
18, to the
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Question.—Seeing that in the first times those standing inside
were called ‘Saints,” and ‘Brethren,” and those found outside ‘Un-
righteous,” and ‘Unbelievers,” how would you now call that girl
after her baptism ? 5

Answer.—You ask me how I should call her ? Neither a sister
nor a saint; nor would I treat her as forming part of the body of
Christ until the Tloly Spirit plainly shows that she forms part of it.
But I would teach her the truth of God in regard to her need of
salvation, and 1 believe the entire incapacity of the old man, as ex-
hibited in Baptism, would be of service to me. Briefly, Baptism
would give her all the privileges of the House, because she is in it,
but none of the privileges of the Body, because she does not belong

to it.
To my new question, in what respect the privileges of the IHouse
were different from those of the Body, no direct answer was vouch-
safed tome. The following was said in regard to an ¢ unbeliever,’
if he was christened :

¢ His place is this, that he has put on Christ. Ie has been bap-
tized unto Christ, as the Children of Israel were unto Moses (1 Cor.,
x). The question is : Will he fall in the wilderness, as many of
them did 2

¢ Further, such a one is illumined ; he tastes the heavenly gift, is
partaker of the Holy Spirit. In baptism he has been sanctified
through the blood ef the covenant; for we know baptism is a type
of death.””

“These are,” continues Mr. Kraushaar, “a few of the privileges
that those that baptized that girl think they have loaned her, privi-
leges shared of course by the countless multitude of aZl the bap-

tized.”

Another of these teachers of Christianity says:
lieve in the operation of the Spirit in the soul, and that without it
there is no salvation, and I seek to stir them to reflect whether they,
through their faith, get salvation (us supra); b'nb I cannot de,d.a':e
the people to be <unbelievers.” God does not give the Holy Spirit
to unbelievers, and I find no ground for doubting that some one
finds himself in position to receive the Holy Ghogt when he has be-
d where the question ‘whether he has had life’ does not come

“T certainly be-

lieve

for consideration.” o
l“ In the xix chapter of Acts, I find a few who were disciples and

ed the Holy Ghost until they were bap-

i 7 had not ‘receiv:
eliyer b bt that any body receives the Holy

tized.” Scripture does not say,
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Spirit, because of his having experienced the working of the Ioly
Spirit, but because he has believed.”

Mr. Kraushaar continues: “I cannot hel :
rible responsibility of those who make christians of their unconver-
ted servants, through an outward profession, as the Holy Spirit has
connected the glorying of God with that name. But, if anybody
suffers as a christian let him not be ashamed of it, but let him
glorify God, in this name.

«Eyery outward profession must either be genuine or false. If
genuine there is no difficulty. If false there must be one or the
other of those two cases. Either the professor has been deceived,
or he is a deceiver or an hypoerite. Alas! who can count the
names of the deceived dying and going into hell? Who does not
shed tears on thinking of them ? Having been taught they had
been made christians through baptism, and they are within the
Church of God, they easily believe what they wish to be true, in
order to quiet their consciences. What do these understand abont
the distinction made by men between the ¢ Zouse * and the ¢ body.”

“Such a poor girl had heen present at a Bible class, when this
manufacture of christians through baptism wastaught. An elderly
sister very much grieved about the girl’s state of soul, having
spoken to her on that subject, the girl said to her : T am rod a
christian as you are. Mr. — — has told us in the Bible :
¢ Every one who is christened is a christian. Therefore, you need
not feel anxious about me.’ e

‘.‘ Alas'! these poor souls believe what is told them, and they
quiet the.u troubled consciences with that flatteri And
they go into eternity with that lie in their right ha

I have quoteq, beloved brethren, these few extracts out of Mr.
Kmnshaafs writings, in order to give you, at least, some conc p-
:Kxf]a:ttg: il'(t:n; and height to whi.ch this apparently small weed
and its dal})glesrzu::tgrowﬁ u'p, o m'or.der A Street,
o wholﬁ?:f: elébefore it is too late. A little leaven
comaX bkl T Rt ofp (Galat. v. 9). But I must hasten to

n my sad relation, so discouraging for all

of us, as I am afraid of wearying you. g
amM.r. Darby began tofind himsel( in a very uncomfortable position

mong these various currents and under currents, I

highly gifted and possessed too . e e was (oo
108 to teject the extray 4 eep an insight in the Word of God
SRl adhorin it ggxlh:nd unsound tendency of B. Stoney
t party supported his Infant Baptism,

p thinking of the ter-

slass
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ek S i e S LR 118 On o
ST w;ﬂ]er. oI ] L] T Itt‘zlly and to his cld.fneml Dr.
Kolly ;f e '1],‘0,,@ = ﬂtlfi colo.el The pn])hc.refutnunn ?ny Mr.
et e ‘Of L (,m lonlml ‘\cnnda]o‘us tract in defence of ?nfﬁnt
e M‘,. & Knlsu not helped 11\:1k|x1g )!.!'4 Darby more friendly
& - W. Kelly. Mr. Darby’s old friend, Dr. Cronin very

decl(?ed on the subject of Scriptural Baptism, moved by the Pedo-
baptists’ propaganda, commenced with his charact warmth
and decision presenting Seriptural Baptism, in perhaps too strong
a light, as he saw the danger threatening the Church of God from
the unscriptural doctrines of Mr. Darby’s overzealous followers.

Thus Mr. Darby found himself, so to say, between two fires.
On one side Mr. J. B. Stoney with his extrav gant doctrine of the
“higher christian life,” which finally ended in the “ New Lump
Doctrine,” and on the other side Dr. Cronin, in his equally decided
opposition to Pedobaptism. Both sides took every day a more de-
cided stand against each other. The Friday evening meeting held
for many years in Dr. Cronin’s house, and which Mr. Darby, when
not absent from London, was in the habit of attending, was visited
by Mr. Kelly, after his removal to London, whenever Mr, Darby hap-
pened to be on the Continent, which was often the case, and there-
fore, Mr. Kelly took little by little Mr. Darby’s place in Dr. Cronin’s
house. At Mr. Darby’s on the contrary there was every Tuesday
evening a reading meeting taking place whenever Mr. Darby was
in London, and which was almost exclusively attended by the par-
tizans of Infant Baptism, and of Mr. J. B. Stoney.

Thus both lines of doctrine diverged more and more widely from

Dr. Cronin baptized adults at his own house, and
Nevertheless,

one another.
Mr. Darby christened babies from house to house.
as Dr. Cronin’s gifts and place in the wider circle of the church
were only insignificant in comparison with Mr. Darby’s, th'e former
found himself, like Mr. Darby, through continual occupation with
Baptism (though with less danger than the ]m:tcr brother), at the
head of a party, and the wisdom or the propriety of weekly bap-
tismal ii ions may well be questioned 5 g

Tt was different with Mr. Kelly, who on account of his high gifts

was conceded among brethren in England, a place only second to

Mr. Darby’s. Mr. Kelly had (with the exception of the necessary

case above mentioned) wisely held himself aloof from all strifes

about baptism, and the happy. result was, that everywhere.the doqr

was open to him for the exercise of the gifts confided to him. His
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E CAUSES OF THE LATE DIVISION
. NEATBY,

A BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE IMMEDIAT
1N ENGLAND, DRAWN FROM A LETTER OF DR.
OF HAMPSTEAD, LONDON (XN. W.)

Haverstock Room, October 23d, 1885.
To the Saints at Toronto, gathered solely to the name of the Lord
Jesus:

Dear Brethren—In answer to your brotherly letter of 18th ult.,
one of us has selected a few of the printcrl papers, which he thinks
best suited to give you the facts as to the sorrowful and shameful
division which has taken place in England. We can only in a letter
like the present touch upou facts which you will learn in detail
from the “Epitome,” and the “ Expose.” . . . . . . The real cause
of our trouble was the condition into which, alas! we had gradually
sunk. This we name first of all, iu faithfulness to the truth and to
God. May He give us all to be before Him in the spirit of the 9th
of Daniel. E

For years before our late brother Dr. E. Cronin went to Ryde,
party spirit, ministerial jealousies and worldliness, had wrought
general declension. We have no doubt that all that has happened
since has been chastening from our God to lead us to repentance.
He would not have the precious place He had given us around His
Son the Lord Jesus Christ turned into an arena of strife as to who
should be the greatest among those whom He had called to feed
the flock of God which He had purchased with the blood of His
own Son. He would not have spiritual apathy and a low and
?vorl.dly walk coupled with high professions of heavenly truth. It
is gols ha‘:d which is upon us.

me five or 8ix years ago, troubles long existing at Ryde, Isle
:]‘;EV:E:;,“EBSRD:,E :ulmi::ted ina divisionl. The largez part of
e vilg Neithera‘::; e others, they said, refused to judge
sma]lerpa;—t Qstnthe e inspired general confidence, but the
i Sl gl;a:est. gr:l::; ll))yt:: mu]'orfity) ;ontinued
£ o 3 rethren refused to com-
e u;;:,;;:; LR m.e."."mll: ;s I;vedll 1‘(‘nown tl,n,a,t after the
2 P y yde “rotten,” and said he

would on no account go there, Mr. Kelly was as strong in his

judgment, and i
vicg:;.t’ and many godly and nstructed ones shared their con-
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Yet months passed, nay, some two years, as nearly as we re-
member, and nothing was done. No meeting for humiliation or
prayer. No corporate owning of the Lord as to this matter. No
mourning before Him for the dishonor done to Him. Spiritual
paralysis in the mass—party activity in the few.

At length came Dr. Cronin’s act, condemned from first to last
by all men of weight among us.  All sober brethren, whatever
side they subsequently took, were united in blaming the Doctor.
But every fair person will own that from the first the matter was
taken up in party spirit. There have been similar mistakes and
faults committed before Notubly the case of Newton Abbott
(Devonshire) where there was a second table set up in party spirit.
That table was owned by Mr. McAdam. TIn spite of his support,
however, brethren never owned it. Yet no one thought of de-
claring Mr. McAdam out of fellowship.  When, however, Dr.
Cronin’s case was brought for counsideration, some brethren asked
that we might have a meeting for humiliation and prayer with re-
gard to so trying and sad a case. This wasat once and peremptorily
refused by the party which really was bent on division. Mr. Mc-
Adam himself, who had forme y so grievously erred, was the first
publicly to pronounce the word *divis m,” and this almost at the
commencement of the trouble.

Kennington, the meeting with which Dr. Cronin was connected,
agreed unanimously, and believing themselves under the guidance
of the Holy Ghost, that Dr. Cronin should be solemnly rebuked be-
fore all, throughout London. This was considered by all fair men
to be an adequate discipline in such a case, seeing that the meet}ng
he had helped to set up had never been owned by any meeting
whatever. It was not thought enough, however, by the party bent
on division. The decision of Kennington was refused, and refused
by the very party which has since insisted that the decision of
Park Street being an assembly one, is binding upon all. ;

You will find, in the papers referred to on the cover of‘ this pam-
phlet, of the desire for division in the party there mentioned —a
party active in very many places ;md' n'olmbly at Ramsgnte. (Kent).
This party did its best to cause a division in }879, and it wo‘uld
have succeeded but for Mr. Darby, who required that the hf"sb
Park Street notice should be withdrawn, and that the.ﬁxml notice

: Kennington declaring Dr. Cronin out of fellowslup sllmuld be
o d. %c should be remarked that, this last notice from
;’Icsﬁfl’;:g'm (was only the work of a doubiful majority, and not,
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like the former—the serious work of the whole assembly). T
details of the Ramsgate division, which was the work 7 M
g he work of the s
party as prodnced the first Park Street notice, you will gatl P
the papers referred to. We would ask your ool el
pap f your special attenti
the evidence in some of them that there was a party dis s
This desire is sharply rebuked by Mr. Darb ~’\‘\1l‘(w.(l 2
]\!r, Jull* It had wrought sad havoc even belore )[1: (IH;.I\‘ 5
his party seceded from brethren and took a position S Leud
they did inAugus‘t,lSTQ, This is the party which SrEE
ledged in Park Street in the spring of ]SSJ. to the ‘V1?~ -"u-_kn.n\»,
those who would not leave brethren with lhe’ othe 3 LI-\(: o
d:clslhon which aceredited this factious company that i I»m the
submission is now claimed all the world ov: fer gl oevioning
We beg you to ponder wi
T we vi B
(1), Pk § p “f” the fullm_\mg considerations :
treet was only a twenty-sixth par
always been held B . y-sixth part of London. Tt has
yBIjesTne t that even in the matter of receivi s
away of individuals one part of Lond s 21 putting
B o e “‘, :\ onI cannot act without the
§ a ronte: g a A
50220 2 e ation. If all 'mrccd““}y ated a local gathering
at the same time. T | agreed, the action was taken by all
Ly . The only time previously tl R e
= in independency (without proposi .] Bl &y mooting had
in the case of the first Park Strect d L.l R iionitoitherest) was
But nowonce again i iaverac ;L. f“:m/lon, which came to naught.
thought that their action would 1' Hll i ot chas they
ouf’ meetings in London to tak JRE 7 ton thoy expeoted the
ll.opu':g i e daision hﬁ up the action each one for itself,
::d.:l' Tieeting l'epresenﬁn: :ltih t,h;:ylfearcd could not be c:n'-’
rried by takin g the whole of TLond i
5 G b 3 London, might be
iarkbsuesb were dv:clarsd to l?et: me’le'k ance. the nl’ecti;gs 2y
e brother not 1 Eaiians BStreet ;
Josally, con : b et only. More than
lenged when they altempcednected with that gathering was chal-
specifically limi to speak, and ti d
ly limited to Park > the action taken was
g:‘“d 1o be accepted by th Street. When the notice was supl
. % e meeti 2 i Z
ore) it was publicly stated eeting (for it was drawn up long
and that it was onl that it bound Kl
i only put on the Lo no one but Park Street,
i others.” Thi mdon papers “for EerS
s i is, t00, with the for the informa-
Meetin liave their motices ul}derscandmg that other
put upon the paper whether

they were in accor %¢ with the views of Par]
in
Yy th the views
i ‘dang i i Park Street or no

separate.

8 are found in the
held Precedin,
both "in the Park sty :t ch::)te.r, page 24th, in the note.
Temained the original Blgl:ndy. in London and by the meet-

st
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; (2) A}] the meetings in London, with the exception of William
Street, @id take up. the matter each for itself, reading the corr
spondence' n.nd sifting the question. Nor A sixare me;linf/ accept
ed the d‘ec.zswn of Park Street. All sent notices of their own ex-
cept William Street. Here at Haverstock Room four meetings
were held, and the questio o
that a decision was arrived at. The majority rejected Abbot’s
Hill and owned Guilford Hall (most acting through fear of being
¢ cut off”), but no one even suggestedt that we were bound by the
decision of Park Street. L
(3). Matthew xviii,, 18, which is constantly quoted, supposes
the assembly to act in the sphere of its own responsibility to the
Lord, and to be truly subject to Him to guide by the Spirit. But
in no way was Park Street called to decide about a question at
Ramsgate, without the gatherings in the neighborhood, and with-
out the other parts of the “one assembly,” which they themselves
had always maintained London to be.f
As to subjection to Christ, more than one of us were present at
Park Street, and we are quite sure that all was decided by leaders
beforehand, and that there was no such thought as seeking the
Lord to give His mind to or by the assembly ; but only the de-
termination to cover with the forms of an assembly judgment a
decision irrevocably formed beforehand. Moreover, two godly and
senior brethren belonging to Park Street publicly objected in the
meeting to the object proposed, and two others said also publicly
that they had not yet been able to come to a judgment. These
brethren represented many in the gathering who were of the same
mind. But these objectors were ignored. No meeting for prayer,
not any delay to wait on the Lord to give them one mind and one

gued before it was even pretended

g ’s Hill. : :

+ﬁﬂiﬁ:gl::1° :)\' some that when any assembly has decided any question, ;m
other assemblies are bound by that decision, and that Park sm-le:] having de-
cided the question of Abbot’s Hill and Guilford Hall, mo nssembly oun riise
the question without *sinning against the Holy (Yot Park Straot was
fthelf guilty of the very thing thus condemned s sin, in raising e (esiion OF
Abbots Hill arzen the Hazelville meeting lind deoided it. ' DI Bufk Stec
¢ gin against the Holy Ghost?” And a decision wh is the fruit of that sin is
aosl‘;ilndging that to go into the same question is to
What confusion ! what violence to Seripture un

£ 1t is well known that Mr. Grant’s tract condemns the

don for having return ty which, for party D
e 4, and yet uni

O e 9’""”;':.‘:‘?;:?33‘:—} moment about every otier assembly mtter
was being carried out 8¢ SR ol il hung issues so serious for te BAre
why was it 7t dono 80 sor il the gathered saints on earth ?— (Note of
name, s0 he

compiler).

Park Street p:\rl_l)' in
uni urposes alono
od to the formob Wty ¥ tion in tho city (London)
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judgment ! The majority said in effect to the minority, T have

no need of thee.” o

(4). Ifitis claimed that this pnrt_v. decision thus ijorcwl was
binding, what about the previous (and in ﬂ}ﬂt case unanimous) de-
cision of Kennington in regard to Dr. Crf)mn.'\\'lnc]! Hm‘er'tllult:'.«
was refused? And what about the meetings in London which, in-
vited to take up the matters for themselves, came to the op u)‘l-( e
judgment to that of Park Street 2 It is surely n_\on\'ll'uu\' to claim
absolute and universal authority for such a degision.

But (5) the Assembly must be subject to the Word. We have
appealed to the Word as deciding unmistakably against Guilford
Hall. We still appeal to it, and we beg you earnestly to weigh
their actions in the light of the Word.

Onr position locally is this: We protested against the cutting off
of Abbot’s Hill on grounds utterly inadequate according to
Scripture* We protested still more against the owning of
the independent and secctarian table at Guilford Iall, for there
was really no excuse for such a course. But we waited till
““London” had in some way decided, and we committed the matter
to the Lord By and by a piper was sent to us and. other local
meetings in London (from Clarendon Room) which, if we had ac-
cepted it, would have committed us to the cutting off of all our
}xrethrep in London who could not accept the party action of own-
ing Guilford Hall. We said we could not agree to that — that it
was in fact making a “new test of fellowship.” Thereupon a large
part of the meeting left us. A fortnight later they set up a new
ta_ble l\gre, which table was owned by the Park Strect party to the
disowning of the table which remained what it had always been—
the local expression of the Church of God. 5
WH ‘yl'ou, beloved brethren, will weigh all this in the light of the

ord and in the fear of God, we doubt not that you will come to
a judgment which shall be according to God, and for His glory

:gig;:&b;is-ing. To Him, and to the Word of His grace, we

Yours affectionately in Christ, -
Signed : F.W. ESH, T,
i 55

J. G.
G.W. E. W.D.
For themselves and otherst g t}:l;relji. in the name of
the Lord Jesus at anerslo(ﬁ: Hill, London (England).
*In
s the next clngar the details of those grounds will be given in the words

our er J.
g ier, U A YOXPOSEGE, Who was personally present at all the Dark
More than fifty.
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IV.

GROUNDS UPON WHICH ABBOT'S HILL WAS DISFELLOWSHIPPED
AND GUILFORD HALL ACCEPT AS THE TRUE REPRESEN-
TATIVE OF THE CHURCI OF GOD AT RAMSGA’

(T'ranslated from the German of J. A. vox Poseck).

The grounds for which the Park Street meeting would no longer
recognize the saints gathered in Abbot’s Hill as an assembly of
God, were, as far as I know, the following :

(@). Because on the 24th of August, 1879, they did not break
bread.* I think I have shown that Mr. Darby himself was not able

* On Lord’s day morning (August 24th, 1879), there stood in the street before
the door of the Ramsgate Room, for the purpose of breaking bread as usnal,
from twenty to twenty-five brothers or sisters belonging to the assembly at
Ramsgate including some few visitors from the neighborhood. They found
the door locked. The brother who was charged with the opening of the door
belonged to Mr. Jull's party, (and was at that time with that party breaking
bread at Almorah Villa in the house of a sister). Thus the door remained
locked ; those who were thus left standing out went back to their respective
homes, and there was consequently no breaking of bread. Mr. Pettman (a local
leader who had remained in the Assembly after Mr. Jull and party had left it
the Friday before) was gone to a place distant about thirty miles, where his
family then was visiting, and where he had promised to preach the Gospel in
the evening, and as there is 1o afternoon train from Ramsgate to that place, he
had to pass the whole Sunday there. Dr. H. Smith (another local leader) had
gone to another place in the neighborhood to visit a patient. He thought it
was all over with the assembly in Ramsgate, and that he would find there no-
body ready to break bread with him except his wife. This shows in what state
of helpless confusion several in Ramsgate found themselves at that critical mo-
ment. I believe that both the above named brothers were very wrong to absent
themselves from their post on that important morning. Both ought to have

ined at on every i i But. ble and
as their absence on that morning may seem, yet I am unable to see how that
absence could touch the character of the assembly at Ramsgate as an assembly
of God., Is brother Pettman the assembly, or Dr. Smith ? Who were the assem-
bly on that Sunday morning 7 Without donbt those twenty or twenty-five, who
stood on the sidewalk before the closed door, and who wished to announce the
death of their Lord and Savionr through the brenking of bread in remembrance
of Him ; from which they were I d by n material obst the closed

! iritual obstacle—a closed heart. g
o sp“(‘)f the Word of God, I ask, which authorizes us to say,

th:tv ?E:en;i::;el:};‘zaﬁbous Hill, Ramsgate, ceased on that morning to be an
Sasemily, baonse:on. that moring it failed to break bread? Such a yiew
i el ns it is cruel and heartless. -

s g;::‘:?)?la::::::i:;;ﬂof tho Park Stroct assembly (April 260, 1881), in

i : s Hill was ad previously
met ab Guilford By W/IC, "of Mr. Jull—I asked publicly Mr. J. N. Darby :
the proprietor was & "0l ) assombly censes to bo such, when it omits for

Whether he belioved (0™ Doy yopliod : Yo, it conses to bo such,
one Sundny to break DESKCT o rond.” "I answered: *But Mr. Darby, Mr.
when it deldberately OIS 07 eg in tho printed Ramsgato correspondence,
':;“t%ﬂd his ffg’;ﬂ‘:sig’; 05 1 Soripture in justification of such a view.” ‘I
0.1 ere 18 N« o
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Street meeting, came from Guilford .Hnll and not fl rom A]y})f?l,‘s
Hill? The brother asking that question Was a well known evan-
gelist from Barnet, a meeting near TLondon, but no‘c lmlungmg{ to
Tondon. Mr. Darby, answering him, «Do you not'belong i, Bar-
et 2?—eut him short and imposed silence. I was an eye-witness
myself, and yet some have not blush.ed to pretend that there was
£all freedom of speech in those meetings. ;
To come back to our point (c), that is, the confession of Mr. Jull
and Guilford Hall, I can as eye and ear witness, only testify that
both Mr. Jull and the brethren of Abbot’s ITill appeared in Park
Street to be repentant while they confessed their faults. (The
brethren of Abbo’s Hill had not been summoned nor invited by
Park Street, and they appeared there simply like other brethren
who were present there). Mr. Jull said that : < the first step that
he and his friends had taken having been wrong, consequently all
the subsequent steps were likewise wrong, and that he and
friends were ashamed on that account ;  he further added that “the
censure of Park Street was not in the least too hard.” Bricefly the
whole demeanor of Mr. Jull made upon most, if not on all pre-
sent at that evening, theimpression of the confession of a man who
Tepents.
Was then all that real or apparent? Let the following facts
furnish the answer. Y
No sooner had Mr. Jull and the other brethren (on both sides)
ref.ufned to Ramsgate, than a few brethren of Abbot’s Hill called
on him for the purpose of reunion and reconciliation. What did
Mr. Julldo? TInstead of receiving these brethren in the spirit of
love anti gentleness as any body who had witnessed his very humble
confession would have been led to expect, he put himself on his
dignity, and lm_pnsed conditions which no godly christian counld ac-
m‘y uﬁi :;Z;‘::ﬂt?snb;e;h;en of Abbot’s Hill to confess individ-
'-hgr tablsa e azd uz:lg{z'llse, their ‘!‘ ,c)ourse > wicked, and
L ‘:0:1;?:3‘:::1‘2:;:‘1::: ilr' Jull proposed conditions he
ould accept. And when others

asked him whether the; i
Pl e Teé were no hope of reunion, he replied :

his

*By the bye we must
sumes to be T orget that Mr. Jull, in all he says and writes, as-
writing to Mr. 8. Oliphant, hosays: Tho oy i i in Guilford Hall " for
10 expross my opinion which is m“"'_“;t;;n Guilford Hall leave me full
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sion had been in the Park Street m‘eve?i?( .‘"‘U'"C o
. ¢ 7 1gs, as the fact, that he now
denies lmvm_(_(. ever confessed and admitted anything beyond haste
and error of judgment. e further denies, having ever acted in
independency, and maintains that the first Park Sl}'eoc decision of
the 19th April, 1879, was right, and that “ London” (under Mr.
Darby’s guidance) did wrong to reject it, and that further Park
Street did wrong to declare that they took back their first decision.
Mr. Jull further maintains that “TLondon” has done wrong to
accept Kennington’s notice, that was no longer considered as in
fellowship there. ITe maintains, that if he and those of the same
mind with him had remained where they were (that is in Guilford
Hall on the 22d of August, 1879), things would be in the same con-
dition as they are now.
Ience it clearly follows, that Mr. Jull’s views and sentiments are
exactly the same they were in August, 1879, and therefore, it is
after what has been said above, the true value

not difficult to judg
of his confession in the Park Street assembly meeting.

I believe T have shown that the grounds, on which Park Street
has recognized Guilford Hall as an assembly of God, are fully
without foundation, and in consequence rotten and entirely inde-
fensible.  And yet supposing these grounds had been defensible, T

cannot help asking :

What business had a meeting situated like Park Street at seventy
‘hty miles from Ramsgate to meddle in the affairs of this
meeting, and to take the direction of them ?  What would become
of .the order and the peace of the Church of God, if other assemblies
followed Park Street’s example. Where is the least ground for
Word of God? And if such a
Word of God, then it is nothing
pan presumption.  What would

such a course to be found in the
course cannot be justified by the
clse but an ungodly, rebellious hum "hat woul
have been the consequences if, for insbnnc?, Lll&{ﬂss'(‘lllb]}l’ in Ph}hppx,
(which was, as we may well assume, not inferior in splr.mmlhcyd@
Park Street), had felt itself called to restore the orderbln“t 1.etb is-
orderly church of Corinth, the state of which was not be e; th:i:
that of the assembly at Ramsgate, and to take the decision 0!

disputes in its own hand ? :

And even, if some wanted, as 1ﬁ ;
15th chapter of Acts, in order to ”;cmbly :
larity of position Dbetween the one as

v Das been tried, to fall upon‘th.e
a parallel, or at least, a simi-
Tondon, and that of
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. semblies in Judzwa, and the other pro-
Jerusalem in ‘;egf.:i wv:ll:;a;nsiness had Park Street, which was
vinces of Pales! ;xﬂ’x art of London, to decide, alone, the disputes
?ﬂ‘)'thewe":y-(s)u hflnot Park Street to have asked the advice of
::ﬁ:‘::f;z;mblieg and have deliberated on such important step

i irit of brotherly fellowship.
m(;:eptvlzn'}d have thught Park Street should have been the last

‘meeting to put itself forward in that matter on ac ount of thenearly
Jatal fanlt it had committed by its more .‘]m" foolish dec
scarcely two years before. That declaration has been defined by
Mr. Darby as “an act of independency,” and he added, he would
leave Park Street, unless Park Street should agree to his own writ-
ten declaration. Other assemblies invited Park Street to a common
judgment of the question, no answer was vouchsafed to them.

iration

APPENDIX.
A notice of an assembly judgment was publicly read at Park Street, and the
Tondon gatherings in fellowship with it, stating, that the Saints at Guilford
Hall, Ramsgate, hiad twice set up a table in independency which could not be
recognized ; but that they had owned and confessed their failures on botls thos
occasions.  Subsequently brethren wrote on behalf of Guilford IHall denying
that they had ever acted on such an evil principle as independency.  They had
therefore nerer acknowledged to it in any way.

Those who before the Lord falsely stated that the Saints had confessed the
!‘;:lumtheyh‘;debnrgeqthem with, dare not say they were led by the Holy
‘n:::::ﬁesnchnn?nm_a mistake, but they dare require all the gather.
:-:wwl :::“0“'51{19 with those at Guilford Hall, though they have not

:If ose failures in any way, or they will not have them in their
God is not th i
i ““ﬂm:e::k:v;f?n;n. but has allowed the mistake to ocenr;
A Po}b'lm!‘ is to those who consider that assembly judg-
ing evil good to deceive by a fai i
evil o light ang ¥ & fair name, is of ancient date but bringing
.m,,',’gmmm“’h ily expecting Saints’ of God to be associated with it,
acting quite new, and looks like grieyi y ; Ghost b;
fon, thpm“ﬂsl)'- Now, we read ofl.l\eh in of i HeL .lh rL
or £ it iy of ignorance and o )
For e later, on tho contmr. w2 & Sacrifice is graci Pt e 1A
er réads tho foregos 5 an awful sentence of judgment is pr
called {0 this grave matter (T 1 U2 8ccountable for having h
ot imomnt now, (LeV. 3. 27, 98). Tt has come to his knowledge : ho
ord ints haye i 3
The London. mnhin!euonm;m";‘d that independency is an cvil principle.
ord il siats ropestenty i L0%k Streot have unitodly testifiod thit (b
companies will Liave none gt g 2t Pribciple. Nevertheless, the Park
e sints at Guilfora Hull, v, Sl table, unless they are identific
10 e ¥idions; but Low shall ¥ gy o L2V Published as evil. T griove
14, m“'ﬂe. mch-wqmﬁaﬁog’i“e;ﬁm as ““the Lord’s table,” wlk
2 .

e ired? (Exod. xx
o dons manifest s ligl,»
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