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Preface,

Although in form and subject-matter this thesis may et first
sight appear to be historical, its standpoint is theological,
It is true that Chapters 2, 3 and 4 are submitted as an objective
study of Monasticism and of Medieval Gilds, respectively. But the
impetus to the study was to see whether these phenomena approximated
to the theological conception of Christian /(0/%1@\(/;;;,

Where the same figure of reference to a footnote appears
more than once on one page, it means that the same footnote applies
to each, |

Acts of Rarliement end other documents are quoted as a rule
with spelling modernised. Where the o0ld spelling is retained,
this is clearly indicated. Acts of Parliament are quoted from
'"The Statutes of the Realm' and seem singularly deficient in
punctuation, This deficiency hag been retained where the Acts
are quoted,

The thegis was almost in its finel form before 'The Common
Life in the Body of Christ', by L.S.Thornton, came to the writer's
notice. The viewpoint and agrument of this thesis were resched
entirely independently of this work. Beyond actual quotations
given, the writer ie not indebted to it - but nevertheless is

deeply impressed by it.
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“Individuoliom ond the Doctrine of Christion Korvao v/«
with speciel reference 'i*.e:; the Soclel Life of the Middle Ages®.
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Tntroduotion.

fghe troigon d¥olre of the Jaaweh. .L.s.eb in its
gomaigsion o procisim o the world the nessage
of tho persoua al God who a&iz’ifemwas every indiv:.duml
in Uis Word sy ®fuou'. and vwho willp t_‘éa b wa should
aloe treat ong suotlier in *{m HORY W the God
ey since Yo suboery into o lav:sﬁlng mx th usy io
alego the ground of ocuy followship wilh ome onothers

it i omly thyough The Gogpel of JFesus Christ
thot W@ know what tyue personaiity is, that true
PLYEO i.t;; and brus gommmily ove ong ond the gane
i:h:.na,i“

Without accepbing this doseription of the *voison dtetro
of the Church os in any way sdequabe, the writer of the abmre
ig guoted am approsching the erucial iseue of t}m gocinl and

&

&*eliggi@ua iife of the presond ages mamaly the isoue aﬁismes
gommmity. The issie is bhsclogloal in the widest song

It s cogeornad with conmupity op the commwnal ospect of human
‘life. The weloblonship bobtuween the individual and the spirit-
vel commmndons In the Piret place. and the secliald commnity,
in the sevgond plages ig fay From being olapified In the thought
oF tha prosent a80. oo far as our Vosoktamm civilisation,
with 1tp offdhootyg, bes besn the produet of spivitual ond
voliglons Tovecess it hes boen bnilt up on & theological hypo-
thesis of gpivitusl individualiom. Thig hypothenin, with its

{3) mwii DBruomers Commmiom, Capibolizn end Chrictionity,
DPs T8



hitherto accepted and unquestioned aasum@tiana, is now being .
called in guestion. Is it true psychologically as an adequate
conception of human nature snd the essentizal pa&sanaiity of man?
Is it true genetically? Is human society made up of the
association together of complete,; self~integrated Individuals,.
‘as the 19th century scientist conceived the universe tc Ee;mada
up of the association iag¢th§r of indivisible and unfusable
atoms? Is it true spiritually? Is this individualism, which
is the theclogical hypothesis of our Western civilisation, the
revelation of God in Christianity? Is this Ythe faith once
delivered to the saints¥? Is this the teaching of the Vew
Testament ? | B
In questioning the above mentioned hypothesis, the answer
to all thege questions is being given in the negative. The
hypothesis, of course, has only been briefly indicated. iﬁgt
the questioning of the hypothesis has been occasioned by the
experienced fact of the threatening decay and even collapse of
our *Western civilisation' from within. ‘
Emil Brunner, conbtinuing his line of thought, makes the

following statement:

“In shorty the Church mast above all take seriously

its oviginal task; Treally to create true commmunity,

a living fellowship =~ such fellowship in which every

individual feels that he is valued as a person and

in which there is true meeting between persons.

The Church of the Reformation was & Church of the

Word, and that was its grest miscion in history.

BPut it was not a commnity~church. XNo more so was

the pre-~Reformation Church, which was & church of the
cultus but not & living fellowship. But community,




coneretes local, %ratherly fgllawship. is the' real
essence of the Church., - Preaching alone is not’
sufficient to create thisg, while the Sacrament apart
from this fellowship becomes an incomprehensible .
mystery. At the present time, when words have most
netoriously lost their triue wolue znd the spoken and
written word is prostituted by prayaganda, the spoken
and written word of the Church too is inceredible and
ineffective if it is not sccompanied by manifold
efforts to create real aantras end cells of commmnity
life. But where the Church does this ~ as it has
begun to do here and there ~ it does more towards the
solution of great social problems than by all its
social manxfestes and grcclamatmans. however necessary
thege are also in their time and place". (1)
Ve nays therefore, be moved to asky 'Ig there some doctrige.
some fundamental doctrine, of the Christian Faith that the
Church of the Vest has not embodied in its life and practice,
and perhaps not ewenhin-its thought end teaching?t tis
spiritual individualism fallacious because it is incompleted??
We are inducedy also, to ask that guestion by a further
congideration. It hag been said "“Whenever the Church misses ouf
gome aspect of the Gospel, some terrible thing rises up
to toke its place.” (& _
This was exemplified, a few years agos in Scotland when the
Church of Scotland was neglecting the doctrine of the comminion
of saints, particularly the commmion with the 'saints departed?,
in the Tucharist. Spirituslisn flourished and grew and seemed
to moke amazing headway. VWhen the Church re~emphasised the
neglected doctrine, spiritualisc waned. |
It wey elso be noticed that when any essential aspect of
truth is omitted, the tevil thing which rises up to take its

lg Emil Brunner: Communism, Capitalism and Christimnity p.17.
Quotation untraced.




wecat gonbaing dn patvorted o the pavbloulae sopent thet
hnn boon neglecteds  IH ds Orom tho mateln of westemn
civilisation thot *Comamisn® bhos ardsen. Dees It contodns
in oevverbod fovss the oopooh of the (hedetiom Telth that
Westorn culture hos not subodied, or to vhleh It hus not oven
borno witness¥  Tb noy even be atked, *Iv the wise of Commne
foor the Judonont of God for suy pracdicel peglest of it esuonts
i) nspeet of Hig vovesled truth ond gogpel?t

It moy @s;!;s& be polnbed oub that the novements of Hosilen
and Fascisn gontained thic peme cuvious olounopd of togstharnoses
oy comamitys ir vhiioh, oo fo spoel, the dndivicunl looh bingelf
end baoomes thecush The movoment of $he .w%% hovneosoad o the
powers of ewil.  fgoin the evidones podubo dn the sone directio

Pake Bowi the subjective cspect. There nve cerbain
prowises wade 4o Cheiotions in the Wew Teplnuents The fruits
of the Spirit ore Tove: Joy and Panco. {1} Josus promised
pences {8} e Duquesthed Joys (3) and Xove wos the very spirid
of s 1ifs thed Mo gharved with His frionds. Arve Zance; Juy
v E:wazsﬁ anporionesd by the aversge chureh menbowr, or even the
averase sincars Chrlobinn: of toedey on the level of thedyr
evorydoy Xife? ¥ think nots Do gome fow theee gifis of the .
ﬁ;;:imfé- wmoy hove gobo znd dweldt with theny mosdt of ue have Znowr
them at ddmes. Pub on tho loyesl of everydsy 1ife and
siperiencos yoor ins yeor oubs the peowizos hovs just nst beon

rosliseds  The promises weve not given Juet o purbiculay

b A e A B L . 1&’? .

(1) Geldetiong 577 Romens M7 o e

2,&} John 14,25 ,«3@**’&%‘; Aot 10%;  Dphesions £34+1%etc.
(8} John 36M, 26%V, 165%ete.
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" people or at particular times; the gifts were to be universal
and constant within the Church. Other promises might be
| sinilarly traced and wcn;lé yield similar results.. (‘:éa,n we Boy
that to a considerable extent the goods promised in the New -
Testament have not been delivered in the religious experience
of the West? If 80, uay we again ask, 'Why?' And in reply,
return to our original questions 'Has some fundamentsl aspect
of the Christian Gospel been onitted from the presentation of
Christianity in Western civilisation? And has this element
‘being ounitteds, prevented these gifts of the Spirit being
conveyed from God to man? _ )
What is the ‘gospelt as presented by the Church in the
West? What is our messege of evangelisw? Is apy general-
isation at all possible, keeping in mind our wany differences?
ey we say that the eévangelical meswage is an individual YGet
right with God¥, though the method or means of attaining that
énd may vary with the different branches of the Church? Do
we not conceive our religion as a personal contact with God,
or dedication to God, or contract with God in consequence
of the forgiveness of our sins in Christ? Ié- not the object
of each and every branch of the Church in our Vestern world,
®individual éal?atimx“-m .«i:w:"'&'s‘g;ec:ti#%ﬁ of whg"bher it is to bve
attained by faith, oy workss or any othex means? If 80,
would it not follow that the development of individual -
personality, or of personals individual fﬁpiri«tuai attainment
was the *summm-bopumt of the Church, to which its members

are urged one way or asnother to approxiunte
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to 25 best they cam? The Gham'm therefore, would consist of
13}3;3 collection of individuals wkt;.a heve been baptised into
Christ and who together, within ’fbﬁ& sﬁyixituai fold of the Shuﬁck
;mntiﬁuef or develop the spiritual pilgrimdge of *ﬁheir:' s_;sauls?
How often are our congregat ieps just rmlleati-exia{ oy fortuitous
concourses of :i;a_&iviﬂnal’s; like the fortuitous concourse of
atoms of ias'b century science? How often does the church work
of pastors and office-bearers alikes consist largely in chasing
after lost or wandering sheep to keep the collection of ingl-:{vn
iduals together?  And how often is “epresding the gospelf
conceived as trying to win o fev more individusls into the
eollection? The whole evangelical effort for *‘ﬁmvergrim_s 'y
and the ‘personal challenge! attitude of one section of our
modern church life, is completely individualistic and spirit-
ually stomistic in its outlook. DBut aré othey '»s.eat:inng who
adopt & different outlook, or diff

individualistic in actual fact?

From the individualistic angles what is the attitude to t
spiritual nurture snd growth in grace of the people? Does it
pot develop into a kind of senctified moralism, vhethér justif-
ication is viewed as being obtained either by faith or worke?
Do people not think, in -@naﬁq&ﬁnﬂb of the Church's teaching,- -
thﬁt the object of wreligion is to meke wen moral = moral in the
widest sense of the tera? We preach upright conduct and
upright Lliving a;é: it thay were the objects for which religion
existed. The outlook becomes not only individuslistic but
moralistic. The independence and r&spensibility of -t;ha_
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fndividusl human soul is stressed. Ie righteousness the gna
and object of religion? Are we right in conceiving vight-. .
sousness as an individusl and persenél~quality and attainuent?
While righteousness is more than mere moral sttainuent, we may
notice that it is spoken of by Jesus as souefhing to be sought
afters (1)« John the Baptist came 'in the way of righteous-
ness'. (2)s Righteousness is regurded os a gift, (3) and
linked with the peace and joy thet are conferred by the Holy
Ghost. (4). That which is fruit or gift is mot correctly .
focused if it is made the end for which religion exists. The
Shorter Catechism comes nearer the truth when it states,

*lan*es chief end is to glariﬁy God and

to enjoy Him for ever.® (5). B
The counterpart of spiritual individuslism is found in other
spheres of modern life. Fcomomically it found systematic
expression in ﬁhé‘ﬁaaﬁhaater-ﬁdhaci of ‘Laisgsez~-foilre' which
propounded an economic doctyine of individualism and personal
freedom. If every man sought his owm ecovomic goods the
economic goeod of the commnity would inevitebly result. (6)
Politically it became enshrined in the policies and outlook of.
Liberalism. Psychologically it was assumed in the anelysis of
Freud and the psycho-analysts. Selentifically its cutlook
found & counterpart in the atomic theory, and in the scientific
spivit of the 19th century.
Mabthow, § aﬁ 455g'
| Matthew, f

Rouwans, o

- Romans, 1 41?

. Shartexr &t@uhiam; Quegtion 1.
Writings of Adam Smith and others.

'@ﬁﬁaww
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But mhﬂi of to-day? The sconomic theories of “loissez-

folre" ave thoroughly discredited; %he political stor of
libveralism hes set; the insulficiency of Preudian psychology -
is becoming wmore and move recognised, while the communal factor
in human 1ife snd consclovsness, ineluding the instincts of the
ﬁerat are being mﬂye'aﬁa more reckonsd with in Jung ond
especially in Trotterts, "Instincits of the Herd.® Seientific-
allys the atomic theory is shattered ond the ultimate nature of
matter is recognigsed to be much more Yfluid' than was at one
time supposed. Theologically, we still cling to an outworn
ipdividuelisms 1t is parbly becouse no other alternative is
cleaxrly vefore uss it is partly because we recognise that_in
it is & real element of truth, though it may not be the whole
truths it is partly because the essential relatiomship
vetween individusl personality and the corporate life; with
the spiritual experience of the redeemed community in ¢ommunion,
has never been clearly defined. The theologiecal controversy
between Augustine and Felegius, conceraning, swong other things,
the origin of the soul was never resolved, clarified and
erystalised into dogma owing to the incidence of %hé barbarian
invagions and the liguidation of the Romen Ewpire. The
doctrine of the Person of Christ was dompletely and exhaﬁst—
ively dealt with in the early centuries; bdut the doctrine of
the nature and person of man, with many of the issues which :
were brought forwsard by Augustide; have never yet been completel

and coaprehensively dealt with and resolved.
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And now a new diffienlty @am:?mnta us.  I4 1 a
Qifficulty vhich is seldom self-consciously reelised and is
therefore the more sericus. Wé have been brought up, nurbured
and trained iun a civilisation whose ethos is essentially {
individualistic, whose tostes, thought, ovtlook, stondards of
Cmeasureent and seeles of values ave basieally indﬁ:&yidu&iieﬁicﬁ.

| “The Churech of to-dey is juiged by whether she is sending

forth fiom her altars men and women of ncble charatter,

inspired by high ildealis, rendy and willing to spend and to

be spent in the unaelfish service of their fellowmen" »{1)

This individuslism, which has been the cliumnte of our _
intellectual, literary, scientific and spiritusl thought for
generations, has affected our langusge to such an extent that
it can scarcely deseribe any Yothex'; it has affected mental
concepts with which we ‘think, as well as the medium by which
- we mush of neceémeily aénirey those thoughts to others. The
mental categories, which are the counters or co .inagef of Eo_ur
thinking, eve so saturated ond tainted with this basic
wonadistic individualism that our thinking is thwarted and
foiled slmost before we start. Our very tools, our menta.l :
coneepts, are infected with the very thing we would investigate,
and they cannol e ﬁ&z*iliﬁam. fhe lapguege and mental concepts
vhich ve mst of necessity use,‘ hgﬁraﬁ usy» begounse thaxb_eg the
guestion, or assune 'h:'rm maﬂélms :%a‘;}:z even in the process of
-am‘s‘.lsﬁﬁsi'ﬁig )

We cannot measure the value of a hypothesis by the sume

measuring line the wvaliddity of vhich in that hypothesis is

(1) quotation untraced.
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being cellisd in questions The recognition of this difficulty,
howsvers mey avoid much ndsunderstonding or mig-concepbion.

Do we begin av isolated, indepondent individunls? In point
of :ﬁ“mt we begin o bobles Introduced into the tloue social unit
of the familys The greatey the inteprations spiritunlity end
hapaony of the home the better is the prospect for the develops
ment of our personnlities, The precter is the intepretion of
the howe inte he spiritusl, economic ond social commmity, the
greater will be the ﬁt&hmi‘w of ite internnl life and develop~
wente  Vhoere the develepuent and culture of the houe is wenk
the e:itmﬁnmmt of individusl personality is stunted, ond the
growing ondldy po In priunitive commnitics, becomes mope nnd
moye identifled with the 1ife of the tribey und coues to be
completely governed, dominated and controlied by that tribal
life of which he io ports ond which i poxt of hiws Personal-
ity is something thod koo o be attndnede  Individual spirit-
ual personeliby is not n gtarting point, but e vmmwimt advanced
stoge of spleritunl developwents  Its notuwal procose of devele
opent in n Chvistion coumemity 4s Trom the centye of o series
of concentric civeles, the invermnpt of which is the houe, then
the Churel or congregotion, then t!a§ goeinl gonaunity and the
widests prooably, the nation.

Whot wae the basie conception of method in Jesus' tenching
of the Kingdom of God? JAp Ysrael was & nation called out of
the enciont world to be o chosen people of God and o enter
into & covennnted relidion with Himy o Jesus onlled inbo belng
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the New Israel, as the people who were to be the Yleaven' of. .
the Kingdom of God upon the esrth. Israsl was called, in the
first instance, in their corporate capacity as a nation, not .
individually, We would submit that the interpretation of the
Gospel in individualistic terms misses out & very vital sspect
of Jesus preaching of *the gospel of the Kingdom of God's

This p&rtitmlér aspect of the Gospel in the early church
will be dealt with more fully in Chapter I of this thesis.
Meantime, how the traditional wiewpoint has influenced the
interpretation of the parables of Jesus may be briefly noticed.
The parable of the lost sheep is cited as illustrating God's
care for the i;n&ivmual human soul in its wandering and in its .
need = which is true. Bui the background is too often forgotte
that the shephexd's real work is t-ﬁe shepherding of the ninety-
nine, who are the flock as a whole, and that the flock, in the
first instance, is not built up as a collection of lost and
vescued sheep. Another case in point is the popular inter-
pretation of the parable of the Prodigal Son, which is not t\m
parables but one. It certainly shows God's care and forgive- .
ness for the penitent sinnexr, hut »f.haf. is not the pﬁpﬁm of the
parable. The publicans snd sinners had drawn near to Jesus;
the Fharisees and scribes murmured that Jesus had received
them. (1) The parable was part of Jesus' reply. The prodigal
was the personification of the publicans and sinners, collect~
ively: Gods, vhen they accepted the gospel of the Kingdom of
(1) Iuke 15.
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fgqﬁ‘fxbmnxﬁﬁuﬁrbrcaﬁivaﬁ;«ﬁ&xd@nudnuan&xwﬁlaammﬁﬁihemxlnghu-
-elder brother is ﬂm" personification m’-{tm -FPharisees and
scribess. who would not enter the 'XKingdom of Ged’ because the
publicans and simmers wsre sccepbing ity snd were welcomed. -
The parable stops where the father pleads: with the ‘elder
Yrother to come in. - Did he. .come in? . Ve are not told. Why?
Bocauss that was where the FPharisees stood..  Jesus awaited
their answer. . The parable was His pleading with them.  .Only
they could complete its We kmow they did not go: in. The
¢lder brother was the xeal prodigal - just as the Pharisees -
made themselyes the real auﬁénazﬁ-ﬁfthﬁﬂxingdcmrﬁfﬁﬁude.j{gii
#in. was the refusal of brotherhood, the denial: of the community
of him father's house. This was the sin of the Phariseéss
While the indiviﬂusl aspects of the parable are true, in essence
it is not individuslistic but corporate; 4t ls.addressed
pximarily;tnagxougaﬁandz#n~thﬂ.r&spanaaarpfhgranpi;;>Je8u$[w
\Ggfpnﬁa sngmggoﬁyAaﬁ‘hisfhéaféxw‘agaia&ﬁ»aﬂaﬁhefagruup;f: And
the fundamental. sin is the denial :a:ﬁ-;hmthe%haagh : ,

If there is some aspect of the Gospel omitted from our -
Western presentation -of Christisnitys what doctrine is it, and -
" how should it be formuilated? o

An issue so fundamental as this cannot- be concisely stated
nor briefly expressed. Ve have suggested that 4t ig in the’
sphere of the individualistic aspecta of the gospel that the '
deficiency occurs. .

*The - firsﬁ outstanding characteristic {of the gonpel):
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gays Troeltsch, “im sn unlimited, unqualafied.individnallam.

The standard of this individualism is wholly self~contained,

determined simply by itz own sense of that which will

further its concentration on Gods It is bound 6 go all

' lepgths in obedience to the demends of the Gospel. . Its
basis and its Juatificatzan lie in the fact that man is
called to fellowship with God, on as it is here expressed,
to be the child of God, and in the eternal value of the soul

- which this £ilial relation confers. The individual as &
child of (God may regsrd himself as infinltely precious, btut
he reaches this goal only through self-abnegation in
unconditional obedience to the Holy Will of God.

‘ It i clear thot an indiwvidualism of this kind is =
entirely radical, and that it tronscends all matural barriers

‘»and.&iffurances» through the idesl of the religious value of

the soul.™ (1)

This is taken as fair example of the individualistic
religieus ontlook of our age. ' ,

The differvent &aatrine5-af the faith are like the‘cﬁldu?s of
the spectrum into which twhite light® can be broken ups The
revelation of God, the truth of God is one and indivisible.

Only in ite completeness is it fully true, is it completely
satisfying, and does it answer to the uttermost of human need.
But in owvder that mankind may understand it, it must be broken
up and studied bit by bit in the several doctrines of the faith,
Just aa:uhiﬁellxght is broken up into the colours of the spedtrum
that we may more gcarefully sxomine its nature. o

Whens howevery these different elements of the spectrum _
are reunited, white light is restored. If ome colour is omitted,
white light will not result from the uniom of the others. When
we re~unite the doctrines of the Christian faith, including the -
doctrine of individualism ve just do not get Ywhite light?!. The

{2) Brast Troeltsch:  "The Social Tesching of the Christian
Churches®, I 50.
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dazzling br:..&lmnce of the Gospe‘l in ita completeness is. danied
us. It might be affirmed that the doctrine of indwidualiam
is fallacious; we yrefer to approach it from the angle that it
is incomplete. But being incomplete it has usurped a place it
ahculd not hold and thus has opened the door to all manner of
error. | N

An ellipse may be regarded as revoiving round two foci..
If one focus is withdrawn, the other may become central, with
the result that ihe path of the ellipse becomes the g ecial
case of the cirecle. The lowe of one focus has more far~
reaching effects than just its owm withdrswal. '

Coxrespondingly, if the experience of *"iﬁamﬁi'ty*_, if a
spiritual corporateness, &s an esvential element of the
Kingdom of God and means of its attainment, is removed, the
remaining element of individualism becomes central and the
v}mla_ pathy movement and progress of life is modified and
changed thereby. From one angle, individualism and spiritual
corporateness may be regarded as the twin foci of the gospel
of the Kingdom of God that Jesus preached and arocund which it
moved and had its being. | -

We mey aslso say that the Church which Jesus \.crea‘te&' had
also to revolve round two foci, namely, in this case, the .
e‘,;wcﬁqmmt and the sorvwvie «(1)  (The cxcic ) 74?“*; is here .
understoud as the external *order® of the Church, the Ordained

Hinistry and sacraments atc. =~ the Church in its visible,

{1} Compare Ch. I; p»



L A

‘external organi saﬁi&iu) " Throughout the sges the 555( 5 3&; v ;
aspect of the Church has been fully cultivated, developed and
preserved. . It is the submission of this thesis that the
aspect vhich is designefed by the term Kotvwyie has virtually
been 'lost in Lransitt. | -

- We seek, therefore, first to trace the meaning and
significance of sorvwy/« in ihe New Pestament: Ve seek to’
dlstingnish betweon thawﬁacﬁlar=ﬁuuuww;; x which in varying
degree is ﬁéaquaﬂtly.anequnﬁer¢&~in,tha»arﬁinary’lifé-#gé 
agsociation. of the world, snd the deeper, spivitusl, Christian
Korvwyie » which we swbmit was one of the early distinguishing
marks of the Church and one of the fundsmental eleuents of the
Kingdom of God. Yiorvwv,et Wwe regard as & word which was
tbaptised? into the Christian feith and the Qhristian‘life,
and its connotation thorsin is wasily deeper and move far-
reaching than in its pogon ox worldly setiing. We then yeﬁx
to show thow' and *when' this aspect. came to be omitted in the
presentation of the Christisn foith to the inhabitents of
Western Furope. (Chapter IX) The quection is imuedintely
asked, ™But did it remain omitted?™

In the Middle Ages there are two social and religious

movements which appear at firat sight, anﬁ~fxﬁm1&_dista§bay“_
to embody this element which we claim t0 have Yeen omitted, ~
nomely, the monasteries and the gilds. A considerable o |
detailed study has been necessnyys but has resulted in con-

clusions which confirm our initial hypothesis. There is mpo
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attempt to write or t::csc:e the history of the monasteries -o»-
-of-the-gilde as such, but mthgr 40 view and study their life

S @ﬁ?w}%mu ﬁ/a"f,ww B a «@’;’M i #ha &“Jﬂ P ‘gwmewﬂf wg@o T m.af,@»ﬂrwf

and de elapnent :Emm th{é #iewp int ar fﬁcﬁm A The queatmn”
before our minds throughout is this, "Do these ma?emepts
enbody in ﬁhg .;faqci‘al _.Mfe or practice of their sge, tl@:ﬂ |
:E‘und&mental pmm:&pxeﬁ Q:t Ghrizat-ian a(anwws; in the sense
that is describved in Chapter :E of this *blwsm aa belangmg
to the New Tagtament?“ The &nalysia of these twn mwemanta
is contained in Chapters II mﬁ ff%. ~ In the course ojf our
anslysis from this pa-mﬁ of view we submit that several |
interestipg discoveries have been made, which we have xiqt _
found recorded or noticed elsewhere. These are declt with
ags they occur in the text and do not affect the wain thread
of the thesis. In the concluding chapter, or *Conclusion?,
we sesk briefly to bxing; the issue forward to the m:eaent aays
and to suggest certain :irmnnrg.;tng 1linés of modern thought ’
which seen to be reaching forward to a new a&nthuaim |

It was our originmal purpose to trace this aspsct of
theology and doctrine through the Reformation controversies
and theology. Thereafter we hoped to follow the problem in
detail through the religious developments of the intervening
centuries down to the present day. We hoped to trace ity
as to some extent wé have tried to do in the Middle Agas;.‘
(2) through the theology snd explicit tesching of the Church,
and {b) through its realisation (eo.r‘ non-vealisation) in the

spiritual life of the Church snd the socisl 1life of the
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comuunity. - Then, reaching the present dayy we hoped to .
. analyse what chenges, wodifications, or tr&néfarmatiah§~@h§3
acseptance of this New Testament docirine ia:all its intensity
would entuil for our modemm Vestern civilisation and way of
life« All this is~ﬁhviaasly'fam”beyana the scope af a thesis
of this nature. To such a line of thought we can only
ganxribute certain steps upon the way. Thig we endeavour to
do. R
Some other points, however, wust be noticed. A doctrine
of this nature, unlike the doctrine, say, of ths Fevson of .
Christ, is best studied, not in the discourses of theologians,
ut in its practice in the lives of men. It iz not something
to be aceepted in thought, but something to be practiced in
life. It is therefors in the enrﬁorata,fanciai and religiocus
life of the people that the doctrine is to be traced, if it is
to be traced at all. It is an attitude to Life and to others,
rather than a YOredof. Consequently in our excmination of the
liddle Ages we have studied the social snd religious life of
the people rather then the controversies of the theologisns.
It is from the lifddle Ages that our modern worxld has
aprung. The seeds of that period beax their fruit to-day.
- The vestiges of the life of that period still influence our
outlook and lives to-dey. VWhatever changes the Rennissance
and the Reformation brought, whatever forces they releasedy -
they did not repudiate the past, nor could they cut theuselves
off from i%, rather they re-formed, &nd developed vhat in the
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Hiddle Ages had been started, or wvhichs fron the Hiddle Ages,
they had inherited.

It may be suggested thot this poarticulay sspect of
Christionity with which we ore concemed i‘ﬁ preserved in the
tmaiﬂw of the Uoatern Grthodox ﬁhuwh in its conception
of 'Sobornost'. This is probably true. i investigotion
corried out from the anpgle of *Sobornost? might be as rewnrding,
oy wore rewarding, than the one we have undertoken. The |
proctical necd to limit the scope end vange of our researxrchos
compelled us to omit ony investigation duto the tyradition of
the Wastern Orthodox Chureh in this respect or to its tyong-
mission throughout the oges. Howe Ythreod! of enguiry is
necensaYys  The conception of Yxory wvin ! wos availﬁbleg
it alsgo ocourred in the scriptures of the New DTestoment. It
peens to point in the required directions It is posvible
that the aspect of the faith towords whick we ave turning our
attontion wight be wore adequately expresced under o different
desipnation. Neverithelesy for an enquiry of this kind some
definite Tthread® had to be followed. 'Christian Aotvevrw. !
seened the best desiznation ovedlsbles os any tranolation of
ity or other ﬁﬁﬁﬂi‘iﬁ)ﬁiﬁﬁ} hecme zm‘aig;umn‘ ond chorged with
gecondory euotional ascociotiongs

Another point must also be noticed. If (as we seek to
ghow in Chapter I) KvivafVé'; ig an esge‘ntial element of
ultiuwate truth, then in so far s we %&pyﬁm@in&ﬁe to ul_tizmta

r
truth by any other path, Ketvww e will inevitably reappeay.
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Thiu nesounts Tor the DppoRwanon of KotV @vie  bime ond
pgedn in Chyistion higtory withoud spy trocenble teadition
beanpmitting ﬁ: o Put o thilc very moeount %o pppsoyanen
ic often teensitomys ov parbisl, or linited in itc ucope.
When the fHll ezpervience of truth beging te wones O PACSOS
the wervwwre  olgo tends o ¢ aporatos Decouse it hon not
beon conuciously built-in to the fubric of the doctrinod
Fronowori.  Thuu the power of xorvwv % s oppenred, Por
eanmpde s In evapgeiicedl 2oviveleo: oven vhile they precched
tindividuniiont, and it bns been LY meras of Koivey 4;;
thet tholy woat effective work hog boen done. Thie moy
appecr ab Fivet sight to compliecte the iooue, bubt, in
vollitys it dovo 0ot do gop it merely vuphumisen the foet
thoat & fupdeventsel dlocovery of Teuth e bound sloo to fmply
o fundasentel discovery of KofVwyee «  If ouy subnisoion
ip goryotts KotV wy zcg ig iteelf an copect of tha
ultlivedo tauthe
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- Soue bidef ga&asmamtién mist be given to what we ép;zqéive
to be the fundemental differences between individualism and
ghristian corvwysiy and how they ‘camss even in some msgm&cté;
to be albernatives to one another. e must also seek {:g V
inddcates if pousible, the welabionsuip between the individual
and the community in its chrdstian settings tha;b' iw how fhe
individuel and the xelvw i ave mutually i!e?;;ate& in the
sonception tnd practice of the christian faith. Obviously
voth alike contain eleients of truth, It is their inter-
relationghip that is the problem. Thig is in itself a vast
subject and coan omly here be dealt with in an intraduatory
nEnners _

To start with o geometric symbol.  Imagine a plane which
is the sphere of humanity. Above it is God. Individualism
- nmmeiveé each person connected individually with God by means
of a line stretching upwards. Their contact with God, a:f_
course, is achieved through the mediation of Christ with or
without the help of the Virgin liary end the Church as the case
way be. The “lines® meet in God and have an affinity one
with another through their common m«a&t&ngﬁﬂmw ‘their common
devotion, and their conmon asfza:imtiam. But each person is ’
connected with the Godhead by this individual *line' to his
souls |

The other viewpoint meeﬁ‘iv&# & nany=~sided ‘wrmﬁ;‘id with
its hagse on the plane of humanity and its apex reaching upwards
to contact with Gods  WFrom the base of the pyramid megnetic
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forces rédi‘a‘h’a. | i‘hmugh tmsa huxnanity .ia drawn m*tm vital
cantaet with ﬁhe pymmm in the firat imstanch that is with
the community of christians .in its spirima.l wwomteness:
and through that mrgomtenew wmch is mpmmnted by tha
pyrammd, they find thamaehaa “in 1iving centaet wi'bh Gﬂﬂm
The exparienae is w vi:v:tm zmd its *hmmfaming mwer so
int@naea 'blmt they ;Eeel aa :tf tha Wwar af Gad }aaﬁ come to
them alone and to them specially, and frequantly they do not
recognise the -aoxpomtenesa nf “the madium thrgaugh which it
has been transmitted. .Géntaﬁttwith the base of the pyramid
is the mesns by Which those of the plane of Yumanity f£ind
contact with Gode The w:ramid, whif&h :reiaresents t.ha Ko mag/wa;:
ig therefare the means and ehannel ﬁ}f ahri stian expmsim ’
or as might be saids Ghrzatian Kol vy m is the means and
weapon of evangelism. The illustration must not ve @reased
too far, for lzils:e all illustrations after a certain point it
bi'aa;ks dowms and tha personal relationship between God and
humanixﬁy con nezw;'ei' be adeqﬁately expressed by an methematical
amhal-» Ve use it to try to mak:a clear our wmeaning in respect
of one a.s;;aect of that relaﬁionshixx onlys

Qur Lord formed a tcommunity? of his étiagiples. It was
by means of such a ‘community? wethod, af*i‘.’e.-: the failure of
certain other methods, that J esus in the"third}yaat of His '
ministry saw iha vision of how Nis mission would be accomplished
As the centre of this ‘community's which was to be a spiritusl

commnity, He iustituted the sacrauent of comaunion. Ileeting




tngether around this centre, to the commnity of the disa:lples \%
‘the Holy Ghost was given.. It was given to them Tcorporately'.|

e D
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On this corporateness Jesus ,haa,; laid much strecs. . *Where ;wa
or i;hrea are gathered together in my name, there sm I in the
midat of them.® (1)  There is the ‘pregence of ehrist with thq
individual soul,. ‘but the presence of Christ in the Hcly Ghost
with the %commnitx ‘in his name* is of & richer and deeper
nature. The corporateness releases spiritual forces ‘which
are otherwise untopped. *If two of you ghall agree on earth
as touching eny thing that they shall asky it shall be done
for them of my Father which is in heavent. {2)

e e et B

- Other people are brought into contact with this spiritusl
fellowship; they are to some extent received into it and
infected with its spirit; through the fellowship, whose life
they have begun to share, they find themselves in living |
contact with Christ ond dedicate themselves to Him.. In other
wordss they join the community, taking the badge of disciple-
ghips not as an emot ional experience but as a considered
rational judgment or decision; once in the fellowship they
become infected with its spirit, and in its life gradually
learn what it means, and become changed mens fztndingr in ‘f&i_hg
end the tronsforming glory of the love of Christ which they
are now able to receive unto themselves. . The true individual-
ism of their xadam ‘wrsanaliﬁy out of the communion of the

i:tg Matihew 3.31 .
{2) HMatthew 1
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gorporute life is born, and grows towards the ‘ueamsure of
the stoture of the fulness of Christe®. In other wordss the
fellowshiy is bath the weans snd weapon of wamgamm and the
way of attainuent of twyue Christisn personality.

The procesy is not arbitrary. It is the consequence of
the fundamental nature of humenity.

A young Germoyr was asked ™ow do you becoue a Nazio®
*Oh*, replied his friend, “It is simple. You put on the budge
raise your ami, snd shout *Heil Hitlert' You Join the crowd
and you ave in it. Later you will leaxn vhat it means, and
whoet 1t will do to you. Bub you ke conmitted; it will meke
you & changed moni® | |

It is the sawe wechanimn snlisted for the powers of evil,
It is o weapon of evangelisa which the Church hon largely
migoed ond Vazidsn ond Communimn have found. In the vision
of Revelation thers are twelve gotes into the hesvenly
Sfer%az:ﬂem (1} ‘The gate that is open fo our sge and generation
is the gate of commnity and fellowship, The world is hungry
foy Pellowship os it hué seldow besn. The Church is not
offering the true desp fellowship that should be at the henrt
of the gospels nor ls she subodying it in that cenbtrol ploce
in her 1ife thot the gospel yut it. |

Thers is & vast difference Letween the mssociation
togethey of o nuubey of people who are individuclly united to
thyist, ond the cousunion together of the sme number of people

Revelation gal@edl,
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1 thedlr comason fellowehips and bond of love one with

anothior, find their 1ife in Chrdst, and thelr devotion end
gervice o Hin« The spiritusl intensitys power; effectlveness
or attodmasnt of o group, united henrt snd soul in love one Tor "
gnothey in worship ond croyer, i infinitely grenter than the
s dobtal of the individusl spiritusl velues of the wevbers of
the grmgw if veskoned seporately as dndividusls and added tow
sethers  {ihe nbove spitotement wey be questionad, hub wve are
accepbing it as axiomabtics Do prove it would dnvolve toe
lengthy o digvessions) The coxporatenesc involves o tremend-
ous spiritual plugs It ds that Ypluw' vhich infectss enlists
and tronoforms others. It iy the congeguence of Christion
fmwwwé; ¢ perhops it way be conlled the presence of the Holy
Spivit; or peshops it woy be deseribed az the dwelling place om
earth of the Holy Spirity who cowes in especisl mespure to the
Y0 ttimﬁ has been prepaved for Hime' The corporateness, of
gourses is not just an sxternsl ssseciation in worvhivps it is a
fellowghip togethey of thoge who 'were of one heayt ond of one
soulet (1) It is this deop common emobtion, this sameness of
outlock,; devotion and imagination that gove the preat cohwecive
foxce to the :mrwwé Beluontigto have ndticed thot the molacule
of hydroged, which conuiste of o obous of hydrogen hove o much
stronger binding force holding then dogether than the molecules
of wore complex subsionces containing & verieby of atonss The
penoon i85 supposed o be that the hydrogen otous arve identicsl
and oon veplace one anobther, with o singleness snd simplicisy

(1} asto 435,
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“gorresponding to those who are of ‘one heart and one soul* in
Christ. -
Where this 'at-one-ment' with one another and with Christ
is first sp inner reality in the spiritusl community or
‘commnion, it becomes a consuming fire, drawing others into
its vortex by an irresistibie attraction, expressing itself in
conduct, in service, snd in the transformation of the soeial
‘commnity itself. This is the leaven of the Kingdon of Gods
‘it is the pearl of great price which uen must give up every-
‘thing to obtain. o
This inner spiritual communions this humen a-cir;;omtépaas
‘in Chriet vhich is st the heart of the gospel, must not be
‘confused with its outward manifestations or attempts at
expression work. The spiritual reality of the true fgm,m_;w;,
may embody the Spirit of Chiist, but to make that incarndte
in & follen world may be beyond the wits of its members.
Hevertheless the requirement to do so is an impulse 'fhs;t."cagea
from God. Of such a category comes the sharing of goods in
Asts and similar experiments. We miss the significence if
ve think of the sharing of the goods as itself the important
thing. This only occurred, and had meanings because «itf‘wga
the expression of an inner spiritual reality that lay behind
it, and it was dome in order to further that antecedent
spiritusl reality or commnion. When it ceased to fulfil
this purpose and to be an expréession of an antecedent reslity,

it became walueless, ~ or Worss. The ‘end! is mot this, or
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any other, particular waterial expression, though some form. of
naterial éxpression'i#'ansabﬁnluta necessity to the Sﬁ;x:tﬁs
life. The Tend' is rather the fosterings preserving and
developing of the living communion itwelf, in which God is
glorified, through which the worid ig convinced that God has
sent the Christ, (1) end through which the souls of men are
gathered into the fold of Christ. The Yend' is the life of
the comsunion or community as such functioning to the glory
of God and to the enjoyment of His presance.

For individualism on the othex hand, the association of
 poul with soul is externsl. The soul is united to dhriat.and
geeks to 1@?& others in cbedience to the command of Christ. .. .
The Yend* has been the salvation of the individual soul.  There
fore Lo mapy the highest spirdtual 1life has sppeared to be that
they should seek with one snd and purpose their own soul's sal-
vation. The individualistic gospel has been preached with an
accent of $§ipitﬂa1 seliishness « "Save your own aoulﬁf, It
has often found expression in moralisu, externalism, and social.
gospels snd organisational activities, while within the heart is
often barren, legalistic and even rharisaical. The individual
good is the neasure of #ll things. The benefit to th§ individ~
ual is the critexion. Ve moy help one another in order to be .
heiped curselves as individuals, or to please God as individuals
oxr to acquire tmexritt with Cod for ourselves as individuals.

We submit that between the two outlicoks there is a great
gulf fixed, and thal the individualisgtic interpretation of the
gospel is the shallower.

(1) Johm 17°%
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A few further points may be nqtiae&, The one explicit -
_condition which Jesus put upon men receiving the forgiveness
of God was that they should forgive others. . On this He was
repestedly insistent. It appears in the Lord's prayer; it .
appears in His #ubsaéuenﬁ teaching; it appears in His drametic
reply to Feter's ub;}eeﬁinn and ¢riticism; it appears in the
gara.;hle of the unjust steward. When we consider it, it is a
somewhat curious condition. Ve -Qi‘ght: have expected individual
faith of personmal belief. But the condition is, "You must
forgive others®. It is also the spiritusl conditiom which
must be Fulfilled if the spirituel xorvwy/< of His Church is
to exist at alll The é{:{ﬁ ywé can exist without it, but
not the (orvwvie . Wam the spiritusl communion of the group
in loving communion with each other and with God,; the measuring
line of walue to Jesus? :

Does not the whole teaching and emphasis on 'love' in the
temching of Jesus end in the Gospel secording to St. John
point to the same general conclusion? |

*Whoso loseth his life for my sake ghall find it ...."(1)
What did Jesus mean by those words? Was He only speaking of
martyrdom? Is there not a sense in which the disciple of
Jesus may *lose himself' in the fellowship of the Christian
commyunity for Jesus sake, and in so doing mey find his true
personaility?

{1} Matthew 1099,
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P&raanalityn sven inatviduality in the~truest sense, is
~gomethinz to be attoined. It is nat samethzng‘with.which we
~start. Out af the 1iving‘ax@arienca cf the true Christian
- gomaunion parsnnality¢ or individuality, is attained. But
this is the natural product of the vital thistian crgahiﬁm;“
the Bcﬁy?gfvchriat; it is not itawteltﬁiogigai purpdée; nor
is it the criterion by wnich its value or effectiveness may
b measured: The end 1s the Glory of God which finds its
realisation in the eatablishment of theikingaam.at God npan
the earth and within which humanity should £ind its spiritual
home and salvation = $dbarnaaﬁ¢~/auvavé.'w eommunidn - with
Christ in the midat. B
There is still enother wiswpoint. Ea&h:individual'péraon
- isy or becomes, & member of the living Christian ﬂhiU&WQ;-.ﬂn
the seme way as pur several members are part of our bodies.
The humsn body is made up of its individual maﬁberé-buﬁ-y¢t 
hap a unity - and *life’ - over and above ilie meve sum of them
all. From their union with the body the wmembers draw their
own life and strength and usefulness. St. Paul, in using this
illustration, seems in the first placa concerned to combat
the disintegrating influence of thopes who would either aeparate
themselves from the Korvwvni, or who would regara enviously
others who, with diffevent functions, sexved therein. . The
background, however, is clear: the 'Body of Christ' is the
Christian commmnity, or Church, of which we are members, with

the 'community' and individual aspects thersof related to each
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other aa,fhaxgarﬁianlarﬁmambexg of a{humaﬁlbbdy,aneAxg;gtadl
to each other and to itgain&wellinﬁ 1i£a$,§rata_itsj?ﬁaa@?;_

If this type of illustration is traced biologically, -
we find that in simpler forms of life there is less different-
iation of function among several members and less integration
mf‘uniﬁy in £ha.$i£§ of the whole. As we ascend the scele of
ﬁn¢~animai kingdom we find two concurvent lines of develomment
which are closely interrelated. As we mount to higher forms
of life we find a growing differentiation of function, coupled
with an ineressing integration of the unity of the whole
orgenism. In man this process reaches its highest pitch of
development. The greatest possible differentiation of .
function among the several members of the body, is coupled
with the closest integration of these stue members in the unity
of the whole that has yet been achieved in the animal kingdom.
In the development of the hsalthy organism ineressing differ-
entiation of function im concurrent with an increasing inte-~
gration of unity. In the Christion experience of the Vest
we have had spiritually a vastly increasing differentiotion
ﬁf function on individualistic lines, without any.inapeasing
intagxatinﬁ of unity or Christian corporateness. The con~
waqﬁaﬂee~isua~api?ttua1 and moral disintegration in an ever
incrensing degree. | .

One of the problems of modexrn life ie¢ the integration
of personslity. Life with its many sctivities, interests,

" emotions and conflicting forces reguires to be unified and
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and integrated. It ia a trite saying that religion can do

this. In actual foct, it seldom does, oxcept in o partial .
aagree» Much of the prescnt discontent and dis~smtisfection
with life arises from thisg lack of true personal integration
within the persconality itsell, with & congequent lack of o
sense of security that Lfollows frem it. B

But the individual cannolt be self=integrated vntil or
unless he is slso integreted into the spiritual commnion of
the Body of Christ. This social and spiritual integration
with others is the necessory counterpart and condition of self-
integration. The Chureh, &8 é;u<3y?v;'s in iteedf cannot
affam~this-£e&law&h&y* only the Christian ﬁbIV@ng of the New
Testauwent can provide it.

In this also ia'fsecurity*\ﬁa be found. There is the
tgecurity' of association, which, on the lowest level, the
sheep gets in the heart of the flocks: there is the security
of mmtual helplfulness that is the necessary expression of

3 there is the security of love and faith which
come from others and from Christ, and in ﬁhe-aammmn.fallowship
of' our neighbour and Christ we Tind the perfect love that
casteth out fear, and the peace of heart when human conflicts

cease. But the external experience is the condition and

ground of the internal attoinmeént of the sawme goal of

integrations
Thus aye the individuel and the comimnity related. It
iss or should bes an ovgonle relationship, the source of the

spiritusl life of both being common. It ig not an external,
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ox fTormal armangm&ent oﬁ agﬁéémagt or contract. It is something
that~muﬁt“$e'axﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁaéﬁ in'liféi“iﬁ compunion and in the soul.
It is an attitude and a sentiment; ' it ia:aa;autlaak«ané;én
experience; it‘is the Way and the Life that lﬁads'ta liwing
fellowship in ﬁha Holy S@irit with the Truthe.

‘Lest the above should be in any w&;.miﬂun&erstcad 1et me
hasten to add thet it in neo way affects the doctrine of the
atonement, the ﬁhristian doetrine of so lvation or. an other
fundamental doctrine Qf the faithe It is concerned with the
fruit of Ghri;ﬁianiﬁy'&a'maﬁifeatﬂ& in the corporate lives of
-men; with ﬁh&'maanéwanﬁ'waaﬁﬂa of evangelism; and of t§a 
re&atian»hetweén'tﬁa individual and the aommmnian'viﬁhih the
fold of Christ. :

A final comnent may'b& made on the relatianship that is
¢anezve& between the Christian esmmuninn~an§;thq_nocial‘cgmmﬂ
_ unity, or even natiom, within which it lives. It is again
wagardeﬁ aa"th&*laavénwg In addition to its function of
aﬁtxacting'inta>itﬁ-awﬂ.fallﬁwsﬁiyﬁ'itfwmu1¢~§eﬁk\§a embody in
ﬁhe:liﬁéfbf tﬁéjﬁaciai aﬁmﬁanity'ﬁhaauvfunﬂamentai principles.
of human breﬁhaﬁh&aﬁ*whiﬁh had been learned in the worship and

devobion of ﬂhriﬁt. This would involve in the modern age far-
reaching raquxramantﬁ in an econowy that is fun&amﬁntaily
1ndzvidu&11$tla in its 1aunéatxan and in zts outlook. It would
rebuke. mudh ﬁhaﬁ wag tnlerated in the Industrial Revolubtion;
it-wuuld rebuk& ﬁhe bittarneaa #nd greed of so. much that

esnmanctes from.%rada ﬂnimnxsm, ;t might,asg.tha question whether




L O
the weuiduoyy legebee: of the mwﬁi‘mg profite of indusiyy
should mot be the Living comwunity vather than the chures
holdamsy the snployers or the enployaeds |
Sk gquestlons, e‘sgé;:i ﬁi;;”mmg &i’%‘ hidaen In the particuloy
ampoet of sox ‘iféfa:g%gt;ﬁm \w@;m:m:;&»;m whnsa é:a»cm‘é.j stoges we hove
g0t out bo pludy. |



Chapter 1.
P
KosVwvis  in the Vew Testeoment.

I The weoning of Molvwuse .

Before considering the origin and funetion of Ko vawé
in the Wew Testawent, it is necessary to consider what exactly
it i that come to be designated by this term. The word only
ogeurs in Acts and the Iﬁpis’bleé; never in the Gospels. This
may only mean, however, that the sense of vaww; rose to
seli-consciousnesns after Pentecost, and that its theological,
or philosophical, implications were only mode explicit in the
writings of St. Paule The fact that the writers of the Gosypels
did not wead back the more developed thought of St. Paul, (which
in part at least was no doubt before them) into their earlier
nerratives is an indirect testimony to the historicity of the
racordu. |

Kotvi v /; is used with a slightly varying significance,
but also with a deepening significance, throughout the New
Testoment. It would seen mas if it must teke its place with
those words which were taken by the early Christians from the
comuon speech = the /wawy/ = of the day and were baptised, =mo
to speak, into the Christian Church, there to serve in soue
distinctive sense, the cause of Christ. Outwith the New
Testanent the meaning of Korvwv f; ig that of a partnexship,
but sometimes in a very deep and intimate sense. Tor example
there is the proclamation of a (1) Prefect P. Oxy. ZIT 146825/
(4D 210=14) where reference is made to the different method of

(1) Moutton & Milligan: Vocabulary of the Greek New Testament,
Pe 350«
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sheitering m’bbars - 0L ﬂ:v )’“f A{awwviauv‘m‘s 7ty .
4
xé‘/;{;;:],&-—truv Vﬂ’@éef/govhu. og, cﬂf’ au Fzrﬂ/@y?"f;\‘ /Aey gg([

ceesevesoome do 80 because they are partners in thelr misdeeds

cthers without sharing in th'aae yeb vecooool
r ) . -
Koivwycw  and fee r.-s'/g wooonYe ;:matically SYNONYyLous s

except thint of the two verba (1) Kotvwvew "implies more
digtinctly the idea of & commnity with others. It is olwoys
unged of active parbticipation, whevs the result depends on the
co~opevation of the reéceiver as well as on the action of the
giver. Compare the touching inscription which a doetor puté

up Ho his wife, who has herself studied medicine. cagniit v

\ - A ) : “
559?11 1.9 (f[; f:«w /}?]; ﬂavés/g(j] cot 6!4:9“'&»‘:( yo i

tng with you aleonyg I shaved my lifel. -
V4 . . .
KotV er V7 oe {subtantive) like the verb is used especially

of the closest of all bhuman velationghipss that of the marrisge

contract, in the time of Augustine.
/

W Kowwy f< by itself means *ta relation between individunls
which involves common and mutual interest and porticip-
ation in & coumon objectt. Trested in sbstraction, the
word could not be more adequately defined.  Yone the less
every concrote instance of xorvwvra 3 80 understood, doasw
in fact drew its whole significance from the character of
the tcompion cbject! in which men so participate'. (2)

. . Ve

In the New Testauent the term Kowwevric and its corresp~
onding verb Keiveveirvy arve uged in slightly varying senses
and are differently translated in the Authorised Version.

_ 4 ‘ _ . . R
Korvw ¥ ree  dim wardously vendered as %distribution®,

(1) Moutton & Milligan: Vocabulary of the Greck New Tesboment,
Pe D80
(2) Thornton: The Cowaon Life in The Body of Christ, p. 74.



“H e
“eonbtribution?, ®fellowshiny, “communion®, while the verb is
rendered &g 4o be @ partalter’ or even Yto comunieatet.

It ic aw I St. Poul, mtorting from the content of

trortnershinty which gorv vwé inplied, uged it with ever
deepening meaning in the course of his epiritusl expositions.

As the corresponding verb has two senses: (1) Yo have a
ghare in', (£) tto give a share to'y so we ave prepared for e
two-fold meaning of woervew w‘; s {1) *fellowship™ as recognised
aid enjoyed, {2) *fellowchip! as manifested in agts vhich give
it expressions (1) ,

The ooy, ov fmwy + conception of fs’a:w,;em: gs simply
& busineps partnership, is speedily lost sight of in St. Paul
in ivs developing conuotution ag & mystic fellowship. Hven
viwere thoe 'he:m ig used in the sense of contribution it has the
iden thet the centribution ig itself en expression of the deep
-spivituel Yellowship whiehf‘é‘ﬂ bohind it.

Koy !s}“/!;- arose to full gelf-consciousness within the
Church in that experience of the discivles which is vecounted
in Acts o8 imwedlately Tolilowing Pentecosts  As an TSERNIIAL
feature of the Christlan experience its smergence uwng ao;maide:nt
with that experience itself. As Kittel pointu out,

t /{awuw; meons not the commmnity, the Fellowship
of Christians in & conecrete sense, vhich at this
stage bhad not yet separabed ituwelf legally as a cult
from the Jewleh commmnity, but thot which bad slready
pregsented itseif as o clrcle of real and living

felliowship, Nox grzc,ﬁa it wean just o fellowship of
goodss for Acts "’4 states that they had ALL things

{X) 5. Arvmitoge Robinson~Hopbings D.B. I pe 450



in commone This meons spivituclly the fellowship
of the brotherly relationship ome to another which
proves iteelf and works itself out in the life of
the community.% (1] '

The shering of meterial goods is theréfore not the essence
. . - - /
of the exporience; but is ginply an exprespion of Kowwwiy/ee

It ip the BXTROVINTD aspect of a spivituel reality, ond connot be
aivoreed fvom the myetle oy spiritund ex@eriﬂnce of which it is
the ex@resaion. Corrvespondingly, when Ste Poul uses the temn
in the limited sense of the contribution or the diétribuﬁien

of alins, he doeg not conceive of it just on the lovel of o
business partnership, but on the estabiished background of an
exporience of Christion fellowshiy of which this is on outward
and material expression.

"Hach act of Christion slusgiving was a witness to
the contral pvinciple of feilowship in the Christian
poclety. Iost conspicuously is this the cuse with
the great dollection for *the poor soints at ,
Jerusalen®! upon which Sts Paul expended so much
Joabour and anxiety. Te regords this o of suproue
Inportance, os the external pledge of the living
Tellowehip of the whole (hwistien Churchs The
(entiles had enjoyed followship with the spiritusl
blessings of the Jews: Ih wes bub right that they
ghould offey a return of fellowshinp such o8 was in
thoir pover. {Romens 15°9), The gtress which the
epostle loays upon this ¢ollection is only explained
wien we regord it as the esblen and Lhe insbtrunent
of the c¢orporate fellowship of the locally scoltered
Chriptian Society¥s {8}

This some theught is developed 'hy Kitiel vhen he sayss

Migtween Jewich and Gentile Christisng there consiste
agecording to Pavl ¢logely binding ties, in thot the
gentile Chylotians hove o chare in the spivitusl
possessions of the primitive community, (Romams 1557),.
and go are regiproeally: obliged to help them ocut with
material goods {Romons 1527). The living perticipatim

l}ii’.ittel; Pe 306 . ; o
2) I Araitoge Robincon.Hastings DeBe I, ps46le
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in one body iIn Chyist {ﬁmsmaxlfz‘}“‘z? in the fellow~
ahip of the puinbp ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁggx -wg}.* indo the thought of
aotive Hokp. {(Pomong 125 3,0 '
. . ) ' /
o spivituel boaohuround In the sewming of Aowwwyvrie

beyoryl ito uge in the Lindted sepee of ‘*eonbributiont, is

indicaded in the comion tvenpsiotion of Yfellowghip¥s  Yhoy

o

gontinued ebeadfogtdy »«  in fellowghin .Y deto 242 3o the
Fivol desceiption given ue of the novly bupbised converito after
Panbtoooot vlwen they pumbeyed alvendy obout J000. It ig hero
Lintted with the colebration of the ssoroment - with the brealking
of braead house Ly houoots It dends o the procticol olinng,
S0l thoy thet beliovoed fogother held oll things comxonbs Thio
uge of the texn to Ivdicete thet pervsonel fyiendehip ond hwon
Polloughily Into vhich faith in Chyick sdunits the converds is
. . 5 ™ . . - - 2
found adeo in I Jokm 1Y~ ¥Ehot ye oieo moy huve fellowehdn with
us¥s I% i nore then Just povsonsd frdendahiips it o theb
decpondng gpivituel felliowghip which muituel foith in Cheint
4
LEOBLete  Hle Dol uens Norv wvse  dn thin Sonsoe
Fittol sinbtos "Fellovship with JFeous (hriot leods
iammiswﬁg ovey eod doto feliovehipy with ous apother,
for which Toul gson gerwvwvsiae o Philenon ve 1%
supende to the clowe dde boedwoon Ihilomon ond hinsell
oo Kolvwyse 5 Bewily restricted hore ouly to the
o of Friendehip {ov povéusrchip) {i % Includdns o
gpivitunl tie ip & comaon feithb. 4
ra
Ste FONL ROBE Kowwysxe » howeveys In o very muoh deeper menoe
odeos and with o mooh more profound sigeificsnce then vhed hoo
futem  EnldQutod pboves
Yime howdn o pord dn Ghedet Which 1o fundomentoily

smd fplly ghoved dn the falth, lo pesliged ond
pvevionged in beightonsd fova in the sseranentfe (2}

i1} Eifhel: px @%&ix
H] REthols e G068
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/
Ste Poaul uses KotvwV /<  Lor that *commmunion' one with another
which is the human side of the sscrawent of the Lord's Bugpper.
It ipdiecates a deep spiritual fellowships ~ o communion of
sadnts -~ vealised in apd through the worship of the sacrement.
In the common experience of Sacramental worship thera is deepen-
ing of Tellowship one with another to which Paul applies the tern
4 .
Kotvwiy /et o  The experience indicated ig mot found in the mere
/ _
partaking, for wvhich he uses pereyerv y but is thet deeper
mystic pense of union or commnion one with snother.
Scholars have differed ag to whether «orvwverv sand
’ . _ , . ' oo . _ .
peTeyev  are synonyms ov indicate different conceptions.
Vegteott in his comwentary on the Tebrows states " xeoivw very
and pere Jewv present different ideas. (1)
Houlton and Milligan stote
“Eliicobbs contention that the difference drawn betveen
Ketvwvary  end per<X£lv Yeanmot be substantiated' iu
hoxme out by the evidence of ﬁha-insqri?tiana vhere
the words are practically synonymous". (2 . A
Trench does not inciude either word in his sbudy of Wew
Testanent Synonyns. (3)

Is the solution not to be found somevwhere between the two

4
extremnds? In the insceriptions and the current use of l<acv7
-
the words were practically synonyuous. PBut saiveverv was

adopted by the Christian faoith, beptised so to spesk inte its
4

distincetive vocebulary, while mereyeiv  woas not. The former

ig, therefore often used with & deepening significonce which

never camae o attach to the labbter. But thie doss not always

2) Moulton and Milligan p. S50

§$}-WE$t¢att: Hebrews p. H2.
3

Trench ~- Synonyms of the Mew Testament.



5.
obtain, for KolVvwy<ctv is not always used in its deepest
connotation. There are times, therefore, in New Testoment
usege where o distinction between the terus con scarcely be
drawvn; there are other times, vhen the theme touches deeper
ppivitual lavels, that Weatcotbts finding must be maintained
that the wvords are usesd to present differveut ideus. (1)

In its sacramental use communion one with enother cannot
be separated from commnion with Qhriaﬁ’w%iah ig the basis or
ground of the very existence of this hunan communion itself.

The canaeyt§an of Kouuuvté. in ite humen aspect to which
Paul now reaches out is something Very much deeper, more
comprehensive and more spiritual then the uge of the t&n% ag it
appears in the %WIV7K. inscriptions. T is & wKovwv/e  of
the body of Chyist, and of the bloed of Chyist.

At fivet sight one might Le tempted to interpraote the
*hody of Christf as refevring to the «:"?fm)l :/a"z/;c— = the true
Churchy the New Israel. Poul did weofer to the Chuvch as the
body of Chyrist ond even as the bride of Christ. The primaxy
thought is that of the one loaf of bresd, wiich, beinz broken,
all share in.

“Thus the loaf was nething less than *fellowship with
the Body of Christ.

This interpretation ig borne out vy the spostlets
next words. You ave (od¥s nev Isroel; Isrvoel sfter
the Spirit « . . to paviske of the Iucharistic Cup is
to be in Tellowshiyp with the Blood of Christ, and to
parbake of the Ducharistie Bread is to be in fellow- -
ﬁ?ﬁ.ip X7 it}i} %}.1@ Egdy {}f g}.lx'iﬁit 2w % = F ellQWﬂ}li}? in
the Wew Covenant waede by the desath of Chyist; fellow-
ship in the Body of (hrist, that living corporate

. 17=81
(1) af I Corinthisns 10 >
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curporate unity of whichy to his wview, Christ is ot

onco the Head, and in o despeyr fuller sente; the

Wnole"s bk o
But the union with Christ to vhich Paul wefers in this posssge -
ag teking place ot the smerament has & muoh further signifiocance.
The two eloments of the seeyament ~ tho bread and the wine ~
suggest ot once the ldeas of the Body and the Dlood. In facty
i our vegovds arp accurates such & reference originated wi‘bfhv
Jesus Himgelf. . But both sve one. Diffevent augpects they moy
Do Diffevent Pundemental ideas they ave unob.

Ia the shevament Paul rogorded himself ap In sowe w:'r
with the living Chydst, "hewing the Tellowship of his suffer- . .
ings, belong wods conformable mnbo His donbths ond Tnowing Him and
the povey of Dis resurvection®, (8)
The mature of the presence of Chriet in the shcrament is.

an agowlong conbroversy on which the Church Catholic itself is
divided. With the deballs of this question, or controversy,
we coennot denls; hubd vonld simply gbate that Paul regorded
imseld in the sacrawent as bBeing in communion wst only wit;z
the Church as the Boedy of Christ, but with the living person of
our Lord Himself, cmcified snd wisun. Christion woivwvy ;;
which begen on 2 hunan lovel through & common foith in Christ,
and love for the Soviour, viges through the offering of common
éz,-ac;}?:;!:mm‘&al worship inbo a new mystical worvwy te‘; vith the

wigen Chvisd Winevell.

Y -7 -5 - o
" To Twpe Tov  YPITToU tarries our
thoughts frow the incafhation [Philewss 27), thirough

the crucifixion (Coloasisns 18%), on o the heavenly

E,};; Jv ArmitegeoRobingon, Hastings DaBe I, De 462
#ur »

Philesew o



o
gioey of the Redeemer {Phileasen % The eup and
bread ove here (I Corinthiens 10 ) st;sﬂ sd Yo
eommunion of Chyisits blaod and %‘\oc‘{y"“ in His owvm
words (I Covinthiens 1159} “ihe vew covenant in my
blood%, = a communion on the basls of the c,oYeT&nt
entablished by the sacrifice of the Croon¥.
in this pessage (I Covinthions 10) Panl goes on “to ghow how
vital ta the church was the i‘ellowahip of the lord's
Tabla, thal W"“? ?emw' vielated by ationdsnce et
idol fe:.-wts“ _
These idol feasts weve a link with the past so far as the
Corinthiaon converis were concerned; but they are also & link
with The pagan yearning of hunanity for *union'! with the gods
thoy worshipped.
The Golden Stool of Achanti believed to hold the soul of
the natlox 1 vias virvitually on object of worships. When the wouen
of Ashantl sont o wadding gift to Princess I\fiary it took the
fovm of a fSilvexr Sbtool, the weplica of the other. Vhen it wus
honded ovey oxr transnispion, the spolkegwoman galds:
¥iiis sbool we give giadly, It does nct contain
oy poul gy the Golden Stesd dosss bul i% contnins
our lovo. ‘The gpirit of this love we hzwe ‘bound
$0 the shool with gilver Tettevs, just as we ave
agoupboned o nm& 9)33: ow spiviite to the base of
ony Goldon Shoolt. {o

A gense of union and sire for unien with thoe object of

wvorehip is here the eontral noba.

Thin yearning for union with the ohject of worship or
gomounion with the spixiituel world é@g‘e;{)ﬁly vorngated the mystexy
aults which began Lo abound in S%. Pavlts doy and developed
more Tully laser. It was a culturel axprossion of thie
elemental yeouming of paon religions. T ppoaking of the

1’ & {8} G.0« Mndlays Ixpositors' Greck Testement, p. 864.
&) The Golden Steol by Fawin Ve 2udih: pe 0.
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Yystery Religiong, Allom Menzise writesm: "Dy pavkeking of
these vites o man wos believed o-wcvooe 0 Tom a
ppacial union with the;diety,: in wWhose goture he
wag made 0 paxialkoMs ﬁ*} : :

Thig oniveresl yesrning of humsnity. hovever inartieuia‘ta
it ofben was: found Lts compileblons xealissbion and btrue
satisfoction in the commmion of the Body ond Plood of Chrish.
in theidol feagts, howevers there ves o comperablie communion
with dowonge Ste Peuld denies the veality of idols themselves)
tut finds in thelr ceremonies o background of evil spirits
with wvhom thoe worshippers at theez feasts attein o sort of
gpivitual fellowships It is as if Faul concalved a cevialn
spdpituel conflict bebween light and darkness,; good and evil,

Cheict and devils; <thad with this confiict of the spiritual

e
readn the soul of man wonld have o certeln KoIVwv /e e

- w [ X) ’ -
Tho sssenblal orug of thet Kotvwyre was in the

pacrificial feasbs either of Christ ox of Idols. DBut Jush
beegsuse participation in these Ffoasts resulied in this *followe
ghip", parbicipation in boltl heosme incompabtoblo. Through
the external worship of the poorawent on the gus hends or the
idolatrous feast on the other, someiiing of the sgoentied
nature and life of Chried on the one hand oy of dowons on the
other ' WRE convayed and dmparted to the wiorshipper; vhose
attitude st such & time was one of sensitive retepbivity.
Thia is Koivwy 1; in one of ite decpar but essenbiel espects.
The New Topbanent use of gorvwy /i raoches e wost

profound significance in its refevences to the Ioly Splzil.

(1) Menzies: Hiptomy of Beliglons pw 300+
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The *fellowship® of the Holy Spirit in the Benediction is
Koty awy iei; « The Triniteriasn Denediction only occurs
once (II Corinthians 153‘4)) but so profoundly did it express
spiritual truth that it hos passed into almost universal use
in Christendom. The fact that it is an elaboration of the
usual personal note and greeting with which Paul gigned hi»s ;
epistles, does not detyact in any way from its value. The
circunstances of the (hurch at Corinth were such as to call 1
forth this elaboration of Paul's usual greeting to give us
this jewel of Pauline thought and splvitusl insight. The
very ordeyr is remarkable. It is the groce of Christ which

lends us towards the love of God, and the love of God leads

iz

ug to thet commmnion with Hin through the Holy Spirit and
alego to that love of mon which is a holy fellowship fostered
by the Spirit. It is noteworthy that in Philemen 2172,

P SR -E O P

the same steps are followed, 'aqnselmiﬂn in Chriat', ‘comfort
in love' (which is of God)}, Yfellowship of the Spiritt,

leading on that community ox fellowship one for another which |
is begotten of love, 'having the sase love, being of one sccord, |
of one mindt. In his reference to II Corinthians 1324,

Jeo Avmitage Robinson writes

tThe final salutation vuns at first in its accustomed
foxm, *the grace of the Lord Jesus Christ'; but it
is expanded to meet the occasion and its needs: 'the
God of love' suggests the additiony 'the love of God';
and the true sense of membeyship which the One Spirit
gives to the One Body is prayed for in the words ‘the
fellowship of the Holy Spirit¥. It is clear, then,
that the genitive here is subjective and not object~
ive; ond this is conTimied by the parallel clauses.
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Yohe grasot which do fof the Jord Faguagts snldl ke
joveY wivich ig Yof God* oyo poroliel with tthe (1)
Followohip® vhich ig Yol Uhe Holy Spladb'™ .

s . ' X Ay Ay & k o
Koty wy re=  would seon to Ye oo clopely allied Yo the Stely
Spdrit ap Ylove' ip to dod. Ao Ste Jloument of Roue ptabeu:

Phe common gifh of the one ?;i%ﬁé‘% % ip vegewded ag
the bond of helobise vnityte V&1
the bunmd of Shpdipbian vndiyte

het chopdng of the Divine Life, whiich o ouggeotsd in the

i« A £y ,
myoborr of The cpermut fo convoeyed bthyoush the Korvwyiw

o the Hoky Spledt. o felloudhip vhich embroces not only Cod
bat olen WRNe

opilovehiy &g pot on aperepebe of individuolo. now

ig it ew ougonlune  Ip foob Lellevship is no
erporoie thing ol 83ds Ib du. pother, thet Primal
synthesls aud reloldonthip oud epprcheneion of oll
ddebinet oonevaly ﬁi@i&}g%ﬁﬁsx@g ig Their finsd
unobsigveble Gnonesste V9
. . /
Fhio deads ng Aivectly to the velotionghip betueon wolvo v
2 7/ 4
ol CriAyore o B8 Kervwvise  is ‘mo conorebo thing ob
. 7 e
oldlY, EKKA Y Thse corbuinly is. The Isndter hog ity wvorships

opmniootion, nintotyye cooromdnts and the diverpitdes of
£ibe which jin tholy cowpovetoness ke un the orgouiged
prdeituel Life of tho cowmpity of Chrisbiong. 6 is
unnenessory to tence the steges of the developing orgeniasvbion
RN ; K5 A 7 /:s; to indicote the diffovence bobweon thone fuwe
nowis oF aorly Sheistion 18fe ne dopiehed in the Tor Poole
st The ;f{ KA 5 @fé; iz the ondwond Lfowm. thy onbrovert
epprabs the wiglble lpcomotion of o mpivitusl weallby whone

dmer it oluend vhoos Life-piving BWlood-gbropss g

%&g Fo Awnddoge Dobinsonr Teobings DeBe Lo pe 800
2] Sweles Hictory of the Doctyine of thp Provcasion of
Ty Hoky Sodzxdbs we A8«

{8} Zord Borths  Epistilo to the Pomounn

it AdD e
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Koty wV/iee = & fellowghip theit is both divine and humeaxze

Both togethew, the iubrovewh agpect of its throbving life
’ - s,
in KewWwy e » oud ibs formal outward. visible expression

in g};u()i g0 1;, cousbitube the "Bedy of Chrisi® upon the eaxth.
| The two ore sspecebts of the one corpurate vealiby. Bither
plone will wither end becoms wnfruitful. True growbth true
w:i*imé%mg rogquires bolth. They nay be dist iﬁg&zishad but not
separated. The weskness of either is the lmpoverighment of
both. DBoth are comprehended within the one English tera
Uhureh®s Bub the Church ian ony btrue oy ideol sense must
gonbain in belanced hopnony these Two egsentisl elements of
ito Vew Tegltoument counbovparb.

The distinction beltween thege two aspects of the *Church?

ig further exenplified by the gifte of the Spivit vhich St.

Panl desoribes as being glvren o each,
J I4

OFf the cxsdyore he writes: U"iow there are diverpities
of gifts but the sume Spirit. To one is given «...
the word of wisdeomi to snother the word of knowledges
to another faith: to another the gifts of hesling;
o enother the working of mivaclegs to anobhear
provhecys to another discerning of spirits; to
pnother divers Kinds of tougues: Ho snother inter-
pretotion of tongues - all these the selfsome Spirit
divideth to overy man severally as he willt, {33 ,

2 s’
In tho cowporetencss of the ¢kuldyove  they ave united.
7 ST
vhersos the frulte of the Spivit In Ao/Vwvrie are Ylgve,
40V s pence, longsulfiering, ge)f.ﬁ:}enesm goodness,
foith, modkness, temperonce®.V*“/These also nre shared
by alla. The diffaronce in the meture of the gifts, or fruit,
correspondy to the dilferent assyects of the *Church! or eoyly

Christion commmity o wvhich they wore givers

4£f.

&) Looxnthigeaean
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LI Ingtances of Ke(Vwy/« in the Septussint.

6" ", . . the soul which chall have sinned « « .

and ghall have dealt falsely in the affairs of
his neighbour in the watier ai‘ & deposit ox
conceyning friendshiy

Love

o - 0

Wi, 810 "o bo ellied unto wisdom ip immortality « . .
end in tellking with her o good report”.
{Li%.t Tin Tollowship of wordsvt.)

IIT Mo, 46 #Givls who had entered the bridal chamber quite
latelys $9 enjoy the partnershin of marrioge,
exchanged pleagure for miseryl.

/7 v
Zupbances of KolVwycw  An the Sepluspint

IT Chrone 2&}55 YAfttervards Jehoshoyhat King of Judah entered
dnto an aillisnce with Abeziah King Of Israel,
Who did vexry wm&eﬁly“

JObDe 2’3’48 s o » I have not sinned nor commithbed
ungodliness, unor had fellowship with workers
of iniquity®.

prov. 1+t #Come with us, partoks in Dlood, and let us
unjustly hide the just man in the earth“.

Tge © Yo iz he that hath yphip with all the
Living?®
Wi, 659 "Weither will I go with consuning envy; for

such & uan shall have no fellowship with
wigdom®.

Sie 13t © v, . . he thot hath fellowship with a proud
man ghall be like unto him¥.



gi, 7587

IT e g:e“’ﬁ
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IV Ma. 7°

Ts, §Ld

60

0
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’
nstances of Aoty wyoes

w5

"o o « hove no fellowahip with one that is
mightior and richer thon thyselfs for how
agrae the kettle and the earthen pot together?
FTox If tho one be switben against the other it
shall bo broken'.

"Whot fellovghip hath the woll with the lawb?
g0 the sinner with the godlyl.

Upherefore bthe place itseldf thoat woas partaker
(cvvpeTeo ) wy } with then of the
adversity that happened to the nation, did
afterunrd communigate in the. baﬂafits soent
from the Lordf.

By o « BO }m ﬁl&ﬁ?led; was guiet, and took part
of thip 1if

taome of those whio were over the city therefore
abhoyriing eny approach 'Ls the city of piety,
vnhesitatingly gove in to Tthe king and expected
to derive some great honouyr 'frcm a future

xenncetion with hin'.

"Thug they could im;g 1o q_mmmnmatmn with
hig forceg®.

%0 priest wvomrihy of the priesthood, there
didet not pollube thy sacyred teeth, nor mnke
thy ¢ z;}gsa tite, vwhich had always edbraced the
cloan and Iawifals 2 paviaker of profanity.

in the Sepbtusgint

.. 3(‘3.&?."&2’3&; by worious and subtle artifices

demanded for devliruchbion « « « Hather the

hi&mlew r.ze}namzt of our kingdom with ths whole
nabion®,

YApain some friend ip ¢ gompenion ot teble, aznd
will a0t continue in the day of thy afflictionV.



w3

; .

8i. 4118 e nshomed » « « of unjust dealing before thy
paptner and friend¥. |

425 ¥, « « be thou not ashomed « » » of reckouing

with thy partpers and trovellers'.

o 314 Yy « » 'The Lord hath beon wibnosy between thee

and the wife of thy youth, against whom thou
hast denlt breacherouslys yet is dhe thy
companion, ond the wife of thy &-a’é-‘@n&n‘t‘*i.

Is. 3.2‘5 "Thy princes are rebelllious, gompapions of
thieves®.

Prov. EBQ& "He thot casts off father or mother and thinks
he sing not; the same is parteker with an
ungodly man%.

14 _ |
lial. & %, o » yet she was thy paripor and the wife

of thy covenant'.

, |
Instances of Xo/Vwi/<  in the New Testoment

25
Acts 24"“ *They continued steadfastly in the apostlets
doectrine and fellowshin®,

Rom. 1550 It hath pleased them . . o make o certain
cgontribution for the peoor saints which are ot
Jerusalem¥,

I Coxe. 1.9 "God is faithful, by vhom ye were called unto
the fellowehip of His Son, Jesus Chyrist oux

Lord LN

103'6 "The cup of blessing which wve blegs, is it
not the communion of the blood of Christ?
The bread which we brealk, is it not the
gomiunion of the Body of Chrigt?®



IT Cow, G+4

. H
Phil. L

ot

‘;5;2.{3'

Phm. 6

Tort bewg s dowbbiul.

ship of the Spivit, if

"Do ye nod 12?’1\(3,&3\3:1&3‘,}' yokad tog e’clm.. with o
zzn‘%zaa‘i Ioverss Lfovr what .x.f‘llmfg}lmﬁ  HET /&: J
hoth eighlegusness with wgrighteousness? and
vhoet comonnion ( Kervwvra 3 hath light with
dnrknesnat

Upraying o - » thad we would wecoivo tho gift,
ond take upon ug the fellowshinp of the
mam gtoring o the paints¥,

e s » and fowx your liboral 4

digkribution unte
Shomnt ,

TR A T 4

"The grace of the Lord Jesug %‘*19%, and the
love of God, and tho gomaunicn of the Holy
Ghost, be with you allb,

o« o they gove L0 mo
hendes of Zellowshin.

and Barmebas tha vight

o meke all uen see vhat lg the gellowandn ghin
of {he nyshery which from the bng,zming of
he wosdid hath been hid in God%.

Texbus Iocepbus has
Koiwwvuix « . The R, V. and all critical
vexts wead w/cgvp;@;as {aispenmation)
pupported by Be N, As Oy Do Ko Te Le

TRy your followship in the gospel from the
Fiopt doy unbii novte

uIt thove be therefore any consoiation in
hedsbs i 1Y cufort of loves i¥ any iellovs
any bowelsg &md mnercies o

"That I may Lpow him and the imw:r of hip
ragurroetion ead the fellowshin of his
guifeyingate

{Some map, omit the definite artigle heve,
tefie Sounherts W, ©. Tollouing N. A Ba)

Bihat tho emm*gmir*& bion of thy faith uay

AR LR O

“heeome effachualls

e Ao e P B AE A vl * T



Heb. 1340

I John 1°

16 !‘?

*But to do good and to gommnicote forget not:
for with such sacrifices God is well-pleasedWs

"Phet ye oleo uway hove fellowship with ue:
and truly our fellowship is with the Father
and with His Son, Jesus Christ¥.

YTE we say we hove fellowship with him and
walk in dorkness, we Lie, and do not the truths
but if we waelk in the light as he is in the
light, we have fellowship one with snother,
and the blood of Jesus Christ, his Son
cleonseth us from a2ll gsin%.

¢
Instonces of the wverbh - AKOlywyse = in

Roms 1249

2

15

Gal. 6°

Thil. 4+9

T Pim. 5o°

Heb. 214

T peter 437

II Jobhn v.ll

Xhe YNew Testoment.
"Digbributing to the necessity of the saints".
YFor if the Gentiles have been made portokers

of their spiritual thinge, their duty is also
to minister unto them in carnal things®.

Uiet him i;hat&i? taught share with him that
teacheth".

Yo church communicated with me ag concerning
= giving and receiving, but ye only“.

"Heither be paritaker of other men's sins'.

"Forasmuch then as the children are partakers
of flegh and blood, he also hingelf likewige
took part of the same®.

"But rejoice, inasmuch as ye are partaokers of
Chrigt's sufferings".

"For he that biddeth him God speed is portoker
of his evil deeds".

(1) Exp. Gt. Testament Translation.



Tphe 5+F

Phil. 4t%

Hev. 3.534

L
/
Ingtances of JUW{MV&V«SW ,

Hinve no fellawsh:‘gg with the un:{‘mitful wvorks
of darknescV.

“l\‘mtwmhstanding ye have well done that ye did
gonmunicate with my affliction®.

*Qome out of her, my people, that ye be not
portolkers of her sins.

| /
Jnstonces of Korvwyes  in the New Testoment

Uatt. 2559

Tuke 510

I Cor. lﬁlﬁ

10%0
II Coxe 1’?

g23
Phide vel?
I Pat@;; 51

i1 Poter -3..4

"If we had been in the days of our fathers,
we would not have been partskers with them in
the blood of the prophets".

Y. + . which were partners with Simon".

YAre not they which eat of the sacrifices
partakers of the altar?"

“I would not that ye should hpve fellowd

with devils®. { fotvdyos yuw;ua j

Y. « « 88 ye avre portskers of the sufferings,
go ghall ye be also of 'i:}m congolation".

“Whethexr any do enquire of Titus, he is my
parinexr and fellowhelper concerning you'.

"If thou count me therefore a partner, receive
him as myselfV.

fAind slso 2 ;ga;;t ey of the glory that shall
e reveanledh.

"e + « that by these ye awipght be partekers of
the divine nature®.
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Inetancen of TYYKOIYwVOS
SRR LU , .

. P o .

Rom. 1117 Thouy boing o Wild olive « . » with them
partokest of the root and fabness of the
olive treev.

I Core 923’ and this I do for the gosvelts gake, that

' I might be papbtzlier thereof with yout©.
Fhile :;L'e " « » yo are all partakers of wy grace'.
Reve 17 "I, Johm < » « your byrother and gomponion in

tribulation and in the kingdom and patience

of Jesus Christh.

Yords and Idouas agsos

4

od with Korywy /s

and_yelated words in the Septuamint
and the ew Toptanent.

parinership

{1} Pellowship Qgi T Chron. 9059
with evil:

Fob 54

gL

Frov e

Si. 15%

S

137

17
3

610

YAfher this did
Jehoshaphat « « join
himgelf to Ahaziah . who
did very wickedly".

VI have not sinmed «
nor had feliowship with
workers of iniquity®.

*Come with us, let us lay
wait for blood.

He that hoth fellowship
with & proud man shall be
like unto hin%.

"ave no fellovehiiy with
one that is mightier and
richer than thyself!,

ihat fellowkhip hath the
wolf with the lamb?"

*Sore friend is & coupon-
ion at table and will not
continue in the day of
thy affliction®.
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Teie Thy princes oye wéhellious,

componions of thievesh.

™ J}: _ . ' >

it Mot oomsmnion hath light
with dovinegs?!

e e
TL Goxe

I Tine § Hifeither be porbakey of

ethoy men's sing.

IT SToha we 11 e that biddeth him God
gpeed is parbalar of his
oril deocdot.

Byle gdd UHave no fellowchip with the
pufraitfel vorkzo of darik- ’
noest.

Rore 186¥ fGome out of her; oy poople

that ye be not partakers of
heyr oinc%.

Hnkt. 2597 #. o wo would not have been
pavsakors with then in the
blood of the propheto®.

% R )
T Cow. 10 “Are not they vhich ent of
the suepifices portakers of
the aliop?®

1070 BT would not that ye should
havre fellowship with devila®,
IV M. 50 pricnt, worthy of the
priesthood thou didst not
« o make thy appebite «
a pavrbaker of profanityh. (

: . I 10 . )

(2) "he shorving T Mia. B Uhe ploce itself thet wes
o sontribut- parbokor with them of the
ing of goods, advrerpity « » » did after-
meberisl op warde conmmnicete in the
spiritual: , bhanefite sent from the Lord¥,

TIT Mo, 2o+ iSome + « expected Bo derive

gomo grosot hoaony from o
fubure connection with him".
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gi. g0

si, 42°

Roxe 1586

II Cor. G%

L
Phil. 1°

Fhae ©

Hebe 1370

Route 12313

gal. 68

Phil., 4d°

414

*Again some friend is a
companion at table.".

"Be thou nol sghamed « .
of reckoning with they
partners and travellers®.

It hath pleased them « »
to make a certain contri-
bution for the poor sainte
which are at Jerusolem".

". « « take upon us the
fellowship of the minist-
ering to the sainta®.

"s » » and for your
liveral distribution t
unto them®.

"Tor your fellowship in
the gospel from the first
day until now".

"ot the commmunication of
thy faith may become
effectual®.

"o do good and to
comunicate, Torget not'.

"Distributing to the
necegaity of the saints'.

¥If the Gentiles have been
made partokers of their
spiritunl things, their
duty is vlso to minister
unto them in cearmal things".

g
"Let hinm that, taught
ghare with hin thoet
teacheth".

"fo church commmnicated
with we .be but ye only".

", +» ye have done well
that ye did communicate
with wy affliction'.



(3) rartnership }
off Uarrioges)

{4) Portnership
in the Gospel;

3

IT Cors 17

Phil. 17

ITI Mo. 4°

a1, o+t
g%

lige

Acts 2%
I Cox. 3,9'

gal. 2°

Tghe 3°
5

Phil. 1

Rome 15%‘:7

II Corx. 83

Phge 1Y%

*Ag ye are pariaskers of
the sufferinge €9 shall
yve be algy of the
conaolation®.

"% are all parﬁakers of
ny grage."

Girls who had entered
the bridal chawmber quite
lately to enjoy the -
pavtnership of marriage,
exchonged pleasure for
nigeyyt.

Y. . « yet she was thy
partner and the wife of
thy covenant".

®. « « Isther thﬁ blonme-
less consort of our
kincdom « «¥

"They continued » . in
the apostles! doctrine
and fellowship®.

"God is Taithiul by

whoil ye were called into
the fellowship of Hig Bon,
Jesus Christ our Loxrad".

"They gave to me and
Barnabas the right hands
of fellowship".

'Po make &ll men see
vhat is the fellowship
of the mystery . . *

or your fellowship in
the gospel from the first
day until now".

*If the gentiles have
been made partakers of
their spiritual thinga".

Uy « » Titus, he is my
partner « "

®If thou count me there-
fore & partner receive him
as myself",



GG

Rom. 117 *Thou . - partakest of
the root and fetness of
\ the olive tree%.

9= "is I do for the goepel's
galke, that I night be
parbaker thereof with you'.

I Core.

Phil. 17 Uy o » ye are all paxbe-
: akers of my gracol.

N €

(a) in tribulations I Ua. 5“0 "Therefore the place
iteelf that was portoker
with them of the adversity
that happened to the
nation, did afterwords
communicate in the
benefite sent from the
LordY,

that I mey know him and
the power of his resurre-
ction and the fellowship
of hig sufferings’.

Pril. 340

Heb. 214 forasmch then as the
¢hildren are partakers
of flesh and blood, he
aloo hingelf likewise
took part of the gome".
%‘Petar 4;3 tpat vejolces inssmuch s
i ye are partakers of
Christ's sufferings®.

Phil. 4% “Yo have well done thet
ye did comsmunicate with
my affliction™.

II Core l? *Ag ye are partakers of
the sufferings so ghall
ye algo be of the
consolation®.

Rev. 17

Y, Jolms « - your brother
and companion in trib-
ulation and in the king-
dom and patience of Jesus
Chrigths



(b) in faith: He. 9

. 9
(e} in consolationsII Cor. 1

(@) in Jesus 9
Christs I Core 1

16
ml

T John 13

Gwtf

Il Petex 1"

{e} in God the 3
Fatheys I John 1

"o him that is joined to
21l the living there 1s
hopat.

“that the communication
of thy faith may be
effectual’.

“As ya are partakers of
the sufferings, so shall
ye he algo of the con~
golakion™.

"God is faithful, by
whom ye were called into
the fellowship of Jesus
Christ our Loxd".

"The cup of blessing
which we blens, ig 1t not
the commmunion of the blood
of Christ? . The bread
wvhich we breck is it not
the commnion of the body
of Christo®

"That ye aleo moy have
fellowship with us, and
truly our fellowghip is
with the Father and with
his sony Jesus Christ'.

"If we say we hove felloww
ship with Him and walk in
darkness, we lie”.

" « « that by these ye |
might be portakers of the
divine nature®.

Ye « » truly our fellow-
ghip 1l with the Father
and with His Sony Jesus
Chriat".



5w

(f) in the Holy 14 I
Spirits I Cor. 13 "Phe grace of the Lord
Jesus Christ, ond the
love of God and tho
comiunion of the Holy
Ghost be with you all®,.

Fnil. ot WIf there e therefore
any conselation in Christ,
if any comfort of love,
if any fellowship ol the
Spivit, if any bovels
ond morcied « o W%
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IIT The Oxigin and Tunction of AoIV Wy £ .

/ i
While the word Aollwv/w does not oceur in the Gospels, |

i
b

it ig from the ninistry of Jegus thoat the fact or experience

later designated by that term took its rise.
Nevarbhaelegs just as the ministry of Jesus itself wos

prepared for in the hisboxy of Israel by the Spirit of God,
: s
s0 there was aloo an anticipation of this conceplt of Kos/Va/l/« e

This is mogl clearly exeumplitried in the commnity of the 'New
Coventnt? of which we learn from the Desad Seae Scrolls.
Vhatever the date of these scrolls may be, the community, of
which some of than tell, accknovledged se thelr founder the '
aotar of J‘unﬁiae', who dled about 65-63 B.C.. One of these
porolls is descvibed thus: ¥This book is none other then the

esugtomary law! or the 'rule'! of the

Commnity of the New Covensnt founded by

the Master of Justice. The Hebrew word

uged to indicate the Comumnity, yadadh,

only occurs once as & noun in the 0ld Teatment:
it signifies 'union', 'Commumion' whence .
tcommunityt, just like the Greek rnorvo viw

vhich offers the same meanings. Ve have :
already met it in the 'Habakkuk Commentary*s :
it occurs constantly in the Bules It is not

a word devoid of meaning; between brothers,

the nembers of the sect, there should exist a
deep spirit of communion; together they ought

to do battle for the Truth, fox the Good; they
ghould abandon theamselves wholly to the

Gommunidy « + « « «» It i not stated that the
adhevrents of the New Covenant lived properly
speaking in monasteriess but, to suy the leost,
they formed amongst themselves aaaembzies,

little mysticol nocletlon o« « o « ¥ (1)

(1) A. Dupont=Sommer: The Doad Sea Sorolls, (1952), p. 45.
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coning of the Hegpiohe. Ho hnd o propore & potion copobio of
vegedving Hing Yo had fo prepnre & pecple sapdbls of apnindle
ohing tho dwpeint of Bilp povsopelibys ond of opprociobing the

posantiond conbead of His vevelationy e hnd to lend then o o

aadficfond ebage of gplviitunl atbodnoent., undoekpbonding end
wision 40 wake this vpoopible. He Iwd oleoo i oyewbe & senpo
of oppecionoys AL this God had dones ond the ¥Hulnoss of tho
Sdnon vas sonets With 2l (hodp foulios the gevibos and
phavisoes wowe the oustodians ox fwugtees of thin opivitunl
nosiloge of €he netion. In - fadsnoonsy ithe Hesoich dhonid fivet
prosond Hingeld to them, and geel o uge thog, the gpivituci
leadews of Iowoed, fox s Divine toolk. o reiont theny
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