Sunday, December 18, 2011—Grace Life School of Theology—Church History: A Tale of Two
Churches—Lesson 50 The Powerscourt Conferences

Edward Irving and the Pentecostal Gifts

e Inlessons 44 and 45 we discussed Edward Irving, an early leader within the British
Millenarian movement. Irving’s melodramatic sermons gained notoriety as crowds
packed into Caledonian Chapel in Hatton Garden, London in 1822. Irving spent the
summer of 1826 on leave of his parish duties to translate a millenarian treatise by a
Chilean Jesuit Manuel Lacunza titled, The Coming of Messiah in Glory and Majesty into
English. In January of 1827, just before the manuscript went to the printer, Irving added
a short postscript to his very long introduction describing the first Albury prophetic
conference. About twenty interested laymen and clergy were invited by the Honorable
Henry Drummond to spend the first week of Advent, 1826, at his Albury Park estate in an
extended discussion of prophetic truth. The same kind of meetings were repeated in 1827
and 1828. (Sandeen, 14-18)

e Edward Irving was the first millenarian voice in Scotland. He preached on the second
coming of Christ to a crowded congregation in Saint Cuthbert’s Church in 1828.
(Sandeen, 23-26)

e “During October 1831, much of London was excited and alarmed by an apparently
sudden recovery of the apostolic gift of tongues in Edward Irving’s church. Carlyle’s
attitude, though strongly antagonistic, reflects the varying reactions of Londoners.

o The “Gift of Tongues” had fairly broken out among the crazed and weakliest of
his wholly rather dim and weakly flock. . . Once or twice poor Eliza Miles (a
servant) came running home from some evening sermon there was, all in a
tremor of tears over these same “Tongues,” and a riot from the dissenting
majority opposing them. . . One night in one of our walks we did make a call, and
actually heard what they called the Tongues. It was in a neighboring room. . .
Mrs. Irving had retired thither with the devotees. Irving for our sake had stayed, .
.. when there burst forth a shrieky hysterical “Lall lall 1all!” . . . to which Irving,
with singular calmness said only, “There, hear you, there are the Tongues!”
(Sandeen, 26)

e “This outbreak of tongues in Irving’s congregation neither dismayed nor surprised the
leader. . . Irving, along with many other evangelicals, had been praying and preaching for
a restoration of the apostolic gifts—healing and tongues in particular. Many millenarians
felt that the Scriptures predicted a restitution of Pentecostal charisma in the last days, and
this hope for a revival of apostolic fervor found a more generalized expression in other
parts of the church as well.” (Sandeen, 26-27)

e “When a number of apparently miraculous healings and utterances in tongues occurred in
1830 in western Scotland, Irving was not alone in believing that the expected outpouring
of the Holy Spirit had begun. But although much interest was aroused, most of those
who sought to discover whether this was indeed the anticipated renewal of the gifts of the
Spirit went away disappointed, convinced that there was too much enthusiasm and too
little adherence to strict scriptural principles for this little group of Scots to be considered
the recipients of Pentecostal grace. Irving, however, was convinced and began to hold
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special meetings in which his small group of disciples prayed for the gift of tongues.
When the utterances came, Irving—who, to his chagrin, never received the gift—found
himself in the hands of charismatic prophets, though he did make a feeble effort to “try
the spirits.” Moreover, for several weeks he discouraged the utterances in his Sunday
services until he was warned by one of the prophets not to quench the Spirit.
Impressionable as ever and only too ready to believe that the Spirit of God spoke most
forcefully and immediately through the mystical and incomprehensible, Irving agreed
that God alone had a right to decide whether or not there would be an outburst of tongues
in the regular service.” (Sandeen, 27-28)

e On 26 October 1831 the London Times described the following scene in Irving’s Church:

o “Immediately after the Rev. Mr. Irving had finished his “oration” he rose and
informed his congregation that this Church was destined to be greater than the
Church of Corinth; that he would yield up his Church to no one except a woman
and a prophetess; . . . that she was now within these very walls, but that she never
spoke but when the gift of prophecy was on her; and that if she prophesied on the
present occasion he hoped that no one would be alarmed, but that every person
should listen to her with the most profound attention.

o No sooner had the Rev. Divine concluded this extraordinary announcement that
the ears of the congregation were assailed with the most discordant yells
proceeding from the prophetess, who only wanted the hint to be inspired with the
aforesaid gift, when she roared and bellowed in such a manner that the whole of
the congregation were thrown into a state of the greatest confusion. Some rushed
forward to have a nearer view of the frantic bedlamite, while not a few amused
themselves amidst shouts of laughter by indulging in the coarsest of jokes. Here
was to be seen ladies fainting—there ladies calling for help—while the more
sober-minded part of the congregated assembly made for the outer door with all
imaginable haste, anxious to escape the contagion of such a scene of sacrilege
and profanation. In this state of chaos and alarm Parson Irving stood up in his
pulpit, and with eyes fixed towards Heaven, as if in a state of mental aberration,
and seemingly unconscious of the scene which was acting around him, he looked,
or pretended to look, as if he were in deep converse with his God.” (quoted in
Sandeen, 28)

e “The notoriety of these events was detrimental to the cause of the millenarianism but was
fatal for Irving himself. He was able to hold the allegiance of influential friends like
Henry Drummond and willing workers like John Bayford and John Tudor, but most of
the evangelicals and millenarians abandoned him. When he was tried for heresy, he
found he could not count on friends even in Annan, his home presbytery. Defrocked by
the Scottish church, rejected by most of his former friends, not even given much honor
within the new Catholic Apostolic Church which he helped to found, Irving gradually lost
his strength, though not suffering from any disease that doctors of that day could identify.
He died while on a preaching tour of Scotland in 1834, in disgrace with all but a few in
the world. Irvingism, however, was not dead to the “angels” of the Catholic Apostolic
Church who were quite visible during the next decades. But even had there been no
Catholic Apostolic Church, opponents of millenarianism would have kept Irving’s
memory alive.” (Sandeen, 29)
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e “Edward Irving's impact upon the millenarian movement had been dramatic and brief.
After his death the Catholic Apostolic Church won some converts but, other than that,
played an insignificant role among millenarians and evangelicals. By contrast, the
Plymouth Brethren, who also withdrew from the established church in an effort to revive
apostolic Christianity, cooperated with other millenarians and eventually almost captured
the movement.” (Sandeen, 29-30)

Lady Powerscourt

e “Theodosia Anne Powerscourt, known by all as Lady Powerscourt, was the daughter of
the Honorable Hugh Howard of Bushy Park, County Wicklow. She was born in the year
1800. Her cousin, Francis Theodosia Bligh, was married to Richard Wingfield, the fifth
Viscount Powerscourt.” (Weremchuk, 113-115)

e “Powerscourt is one of the greatest gardens of Europe, and lies just south of Dublin. It
has a one-thousand-year history, and was originally church land. This land was the site
of a royal castle in the reign of Edward | (1272-1307) and was held by a Norman knight,
from whose name Powerscourt was derived.” (Weremchuk, 115)

e “Francis Powerscourt died in May 1820. During Francis's last illness her cousin
Theodosia Howard was converted to God in 1819. .. On June 29, 1822, Theodosia
married Richard Wingfield, and thus became Lady Powerscourt. . . But their earthly joy
and happiness were to be short, for Viscount Powerscourt died on August 9, 1823, just
over a year after their marriage.” (Weremchuk, 116)

e “Lady Powerscourt was interested in prophecy and she attended the prophetic meetings
first held in 1826 at Albury Park in Surrey, England, in the residence of the well-known
banker and member of Parliament, Henry Drummond. She was so impressed by these
meetings that she began to hold some of her own at Powerscourt House. Previously
every other Tuesday evening had been set aside for the study of prophecy at Powerscourt,
where all who were interested were invited to come, and where Lady Powerscourt
“proved” Darby with hard questions. Now she invited men from all over England,
Scotland, and Ireland to her house and entertained them for a week, during which time
meetings were held morning and evening, and everyone in the neighborhood was invited
to attend. Daly (Reverend, Robert Daly, rector of Powerscourt) presided over these
meetings, which turned into the annual Powerscourt conferences starting in 1831.”
(Weremchuk, 117)

¢ R.A. Huebner concurs with Max Weremchuk regarding Lady Powerscourt’s presence at
the Albury Conferences. Huebner writes, “It seems that Lady Powerscourt attended some
of these conferences and she had a small conference at Powerscourt in Ireland, in 1829
and 1830. In 1831, 1832, and 1833, there were larger conferences held at Powerscourt
and the designation “Powerscourt Conferences” has been used regarding these three more
public conferences. The happy thing about having the conferences at Powerscourt is that
it removed the Irvingite influence and domination.” (Huebner, 75)

e Before we consider what was discussed at these conferences we must touch upon the
nature of the relationship between JND and Lady Powerscourt. Weremchuk suggests at
the beginning of Chapter 3 of his biography of JND, that he had once been engaged to
Lady Powerscourt. (Weremchuk, 113)
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e “When she first met Mr. Darby is not at all certain, but it is very probable that it was
before the Powerscourt conferences which Darby attended. Two facts point to a meeting
earlier than the conferences. First, Daly was a close friend of Darby’s, and Daly was also
the man through whom Lady Powerscourt was led to the Lord; through this connection an
acquaintance was possible. Secondly, as was mentioned, the schoolhouse in which
Darby held his services while still in the established church in all probability belonged to
the Powerscourt estate; this connection could also have served as a point of contact. In
any case we do know that they did meet each other, and they fell in love and became
engaged.” (Weremchuk, 133)

e “The story goes that when the Brethren in Dublin heard of Darby’s engagement they
prayed that the Lord might dissolve it and hinder a marriage; they felt that the Lord was
using Darby mightily for His work and they feared that a wife would only hinder him in
his service. When Darby heard of this reaction, he no longer felt at liberty to go on with
the engagement.” (Weremchuk, 133)

e Huebner quotes the following from G.H. Lang’s The Disciple, Volume | regarding JND’s
engagement to Lady Powerscourt:

o “It was understood that J.N. Darby had thoughts of marrying her. His family,
though not titled, moved in the same social circle, his father being John Darby of
Markley, Sussex, the Leap Castle, King’s County, Ireland. I am informed that
this castle was destroyed in the 1922 disturbances. My father, who knew J.N.
Darby well, told me that he did not carry through with this desire because his
brethren advised him that it was more needful that he should travel among the
assemblies.” (quoted in Huebner, 75)

o Weremchuk implies that Lady Powerscourt took the initiative in ending the engagement.
Though it broke her heart, “Lady Powerscourt believed she saw the way in which the
Lord would be more honored, and she went this way at a very high prince to herself. She
died at the age of thirty-six on December 30, 1836. It is said she died of grief and a
broken heart.” (Weremchuk, 134)

The Powerscourt Conferences

e The First Powerscourt Conference: Oct. 4-7, 1831—the first of the three more public
meetings began in 1831. This fact is noted by the editors of IND’s Letters with the
following citation, “The first Powerscourt meeting was held on October 4th to 7th, 1831.”
(Letters, 1:4)

e “Early autumn conferences were held beginning in 1831 at the county Wicklow home of
Lady Powerscourt, presided over by the rector of Powerscourt, Robert Daly. Thirty-five
clergymen, fifteen laymen and twenty ladies attended the 1831 conference, which was
conducted in the same format as those at Albury.” (Sandeen, 34-35)

e “In 1831 those gathered at Powerscourt discussed the interpretation of the 1,260 days, the

corrupt state of contemporary Christendom, the imminent return of Christ, and clues by
which the Antichrist might be identified.” (Sandeen, 35)
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e The Second Powerscourt Conference: Sept. 24-28, 1832—the second Powerscourt
meeting was held from Sept. 24 to 28, 1832. As in 1831, “the Rev. Robert Daly,
Anglican Rector of Powerscourt, presided.” (Letters, 1:5)

e  “Mrs. Madden, the biographer of R. Daly, who presided at the 1832 meeting, wrote that
he was quite upset by the subject of the Irvingite gifts; and that “The Plymouth Brethren
also gave expression to their peculiar views on religious subjects.” (quoted in Huebner,
76)

e JND stated the following regarding this meeting:

o “There was, of course, variety of view in so large an assemblage, but scarce
anything which did not positively add to the information of all - subject, of
course, to the correction which interchange of views ever brings, where there is
unity in the general scope. There was but one individual who introduced anything
which could have given pain to any on these subjects; and that was a reference to
the reception of "the gifts" and the principles connected with it. Little, however,
was said upon it; and while the principles were calmly inquired into by a few, it
did not, I think, affect the meeting, otherwise than to direct the earnest desires
and prayers of many, for the more abundant presence of that Holy Ghost, by
which alone, error can be brought to light, and the believer guided into all truth.
On the whole, this part of the meeting was, perhaps, the most practically
profitable, from the elucidation of the doctrine of the Holy Spirit casually drawn
out by it; and the presiding presence of the Holy Spirit most marked, by a careful
observer; and several defective and erroneous views prevalent (to the writer's
knowledge) in England, met by what appeared to be scriptural light.

o The belief in the coming of a personal Antichrist was common, and that amongst
many who, at a former meeting, had not received it at all; in this there was a very
distinct and avowed change of opinion on the part of some. The discussion of the
subject of Antichrist led to an extensive development of scripture, and to much
very profitable detection of the spirit by which he might work in the nations;
though no definite conclusion was come to upon this; while the recognition of his
actings amongst the Jews, in Jerusalem, was more definitely recognised by those
more conversant with the subject.” (Letters, 1:5)

e Huebner points out “it is likely that the introduction of the subject of the Irvingite gifts
gave an opportunity to JND and those like-minded to give ‘expression of their peculiar
views on religious subjects,’ as said by Mrs. Madden.” (Huebner, 76)

e A brief sketch of what was taken up each day was given by JND.

o “Monday Evening, Six o'clock, September 24th, 1832. - An examination into the
guotations given in the New Testament from the Old, with their connections and
explanations, viz.: - Matt. 1: 23, Is. 7: 14; Matt. 2: 15, Hosea 11: 1; Matt. 2: 18,
Jer. 31: 15; Matt. 11: 10, 14, Mal. 3: 1, 4: 5; Matt. 21: 16, Heb. 2: 6, Ps. 8: 2;
Matt. 24: 15, Dan. 9: 27; Matt. 27: 9, Zech. 11: 12, 13; Eph. 4: 8, Ps. 68: 18; Heb.
2: 13, Isa. 8: 18; Heb. 8: 8, Jer. 31: 31-34; Heb. 10: 16, Jer. 31: 33; Luke 1: 73,
Gen. 22: 16; John 10: 34, Ps. 82: 6; John 19: 37, Zech. 12: 10; Acts 2: 17, Isa. 44:
3, Joel 2: 25; Acts 15: 16, Amos 9: 11, 12; Rom. 9: 25, Hosea 2: 23, 1: 10; Rom.
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10: 5, 6, Lev. 18: 5, Deut. 30: 13; 1 Cor. 9: 9, 1 Tim. 5: 18, Deut. 25: 4; 1 Cor.
15: 55, Hosea 13: 14; Gal. 4: 27, Isa. 54: 1; 2 Pet. 3: 13, Isa. 65: 17, 66: 22.

o Tuesday. - The Prophetical character of each book in the Bible; including the
three great feasts of the Jews, the blessings pronounced on Jacob's sons, the
Parables in the Gospel, and the Epistles to the Seven Churches in Revelation.

o Wednesday. - Should we expect a personal Antichrist? If so, to whom will he be
revealed? Are there to be one or two great evil powers in the world at that time?
Is there any uniform sense for the word Saint in the Prophetic, or New Testament
scripture? By what covenant did the Jews, and shall the Jews, hold the land?

o Thursday. - An inquiry into, and a connection between Daniel and the
Apocalypse.

o Friday. - What light does scripture throw on present events, and their moral
character? What is next to be looked for and expected? Is there a prospect of a
revival of Apostolic churches before the coming of Christ? What the duties
arising out of present events? To what time, and to what class of persons do 1
Tim. 4; 2 Tim. 3; Jude; Matt. 24: 23, 24; and 2 Peter 3 refer?}” (Letters, 1:5-6)

e After making an abbreviated presentation of Darby’s notes presented above, Sandeen
offers the following analysis:

o “In the first place, the note of despair over the present condition of the church,
common enough millenarians had become, in the hands of Darby and his
followers, a strong if not violent attack upon the established church. In closing
the second conference, the Reverend Robert Daly, evidently deeply disturbed by
what he had heard, delivered a plea for understanding, forgiveness, and unity,
noting that ‘there have been great differences of opinion upon what appear to be
fundamental points of doctrine. . . | see before us the prospect of divisions in the
church.”

o “Secondly, Darby and almost all the Plymouth Brethren advocated a futurist
rather than historicist interpretation of the book of Revelation. This issue would
have been discussed at Powerscourt on 27 September 1832, when the topic
announced was “An Inquiry into, and connection between Daniel and the
Apocalypse.” Daniel and Revelation contain independent but related
chronologies of future events—this point was assumed by all millenarians. But
how much do the two prophecies overlap? . . . The historicist party, . . . judged
that much of Daniel was recapitulated in the book of Revelation and that the two
accounts could and should be used to interpret each other. They believed that the
events described in the Apocalypse were being fulfilled in the European history.
Henry Drummond went so far as to state that all of the first fifteen chapters of
Revelation had already been fulfilled and that in 1827 European history was
hovering somewhere between the twelfth and seventeenth verses of Revelation
16. The futurists believed that none of the events predicted in Revelation
(following the first three introductory chapters) had yet occurred and that they
would not occur until the end of this dispensation. Associated with this rejection
of the historicist harmonizing of Daniel and Revelation was the futurists’ attack
upon the year-day theory, so vital to the dating of the 1,260 years to 1798. At the
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first Powerscourt conference the announced topic for Wednesday was ‘proof if
1260 days means days or years’ . . . futurism did not become a real threat to the
historicists and an attractive alternative prophetic position until accepted by
believers. This occurred when Darby, Newton, and the Plymouth Brethren
adopted futurism.” (Sandeen, 36-38)

e The Third Powerscourt Conference: Sept. 23-28— It appears that John Synge of
Glanmore Castle presided, not Robert Daly. That it was not R. Daly is no surprise
considering both his distress at things that were expressed at the 1832 conference, over
which he had presided, and it appears that before the 1833 conference Lady Powerscourt
had withdrawn from the Church of England.” (Huebner, 77)

e H. Craik recorded the following regarding the topics discussed at these meetings:

o “Monday, 23 September—Arrived at Powerscourt, from Glanmore about 1, and
met thoughts for the breaking of bread. Felt united to Lady Powerscourt, who
seems a dear, humble saint. In the evening, we considered the difference
between the Everlasting Covenant and the Covenant of the Lord.

o Tuesday, 24 September, 1833—Is the visible Christian church founded on the
basis of the Jewish? What is the nature of the ministry and ordinances of the
former? Are the promises to either, or both conditional?

o Wednesday, 25 September, 1833—the analogy between the close of this
dispensation and the former. What is Mystic Babylon? Is the call out of her to be
a Divine call at a set period, or is it a perpetual call?

o Thursday, 26 September, 1833—What is the connection between the present and
future dispensation?

o Friday, 27 September, 1833—The Temptations of Satan.

o Saturday, 28 September, 1833—Heard brother Muller expound in the morning,
after which we had the Lord’s Supper at Lady Powerscourt’s. Took leave, and
came to Dublin, where the Lord, through Brother B., provided a lodging for us at
his sister’s in Bagot Street.” (Tayler, 168-169)

e Sandeen states the following regarding the third Powerscourt Conference:

o “Darby used the third Powerscourt conference in September 1833 to continue his
attack upon the apostasy of the churches and to stress the need for all true
believers to gather in the name of the Lord alone. In a sense this was the first
assembly of the new sect, but it was also the first occasion of disagreement
between Darby and Newton. Darby introduced into discussions at Powerscourt
the ideas of a secret rapture of the church and of a parenthesis in prophetic
fulfillment between the sixty-ninth and seventieth weeks of Daniel. These two
concepts constituted the basic tenants of the system of theology since referred to
as dispensationalism.” (Sandeen, 38)
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e It would seem, then, that after 1833 the meetings again were not as public. This may
have been due, among other things, to a change in location. R.F. Coad stated that:

o “Lady Powerscourt was not able to use Powerscourt Castle after 1833
(apparently because her stepson, the heir to the title, had come of age), but she
held later conferences in Dublin until her death in 1836, and these seem to have
been largely controlled by the Brethren.” (quoted in Huebner, 78)

e Inaddition, it seems that B.W. Newton hosted a rival meeting in Plymouth in 1834.
Newton held that there were intermediate events before Christ could come. JND records
the fact that Newton was not at their meetings in 1834 and 1835.

o “l have what | believe to be a correct statement of the meetings Mr. Newton
attended. He did not attend 1834, 1835, but he was at 1836; that is, | believe, the
last Irish meeting. He did not attend London or Liverpool, that is, the two last
English.” (Collected Writings, 20:13)

e See the Appendix for the details of other meetings that were held after the 1833
Powerscourt Meeting.

Concluding Thoughts

e “In summary, we observe that the Powerscourt meetings were an instrument whereby the
teachings recovered through JND were disseminated.” (Huebner, 78)

e The futurism advocated at the Powerscourt Conferences represented a clear departure
from the historicism advocated at the earlier Albury Conferences. This difference was a
serious source of dissent among millenarians during the first generation of the movement.
Despite their differences both groups still held to the following basic points of the
Millenarian Creed:

o Belief that acceptance of the divine authority of Scripture required that the
believer expect a literal rather than a spiritual fulfillment of prophecy.

o Belief that the gospel was not intended nor was it going to accomplish the
salvation of the world, but that, instead, the world was growing increasingly
corrupt and rushing toward imminent judgment.

o Belief that Christ would literally return to this earth and the Jews be restored to
Palestine before the commencement of the millennial age.

o Belief that this whole panorama of coming glory and judgment was explicitly
foretold in the prophecies where one could, if taught by the Spirit, discover the
truth and be ready for the coming of the bridegroom. (Sandeen, 39)

e “Almost every British millenarian of the early nineteenth century would have given ready
consent to these statements. The point must be emphasized, for the opponents of
millenarianism continually used the stick of diversity to beat the millenarians.” (Sandeen,
39)
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8 section 5: J. N. Darby’s Apprehension of Truth

Appendix

This appendix was extracted from a PDF
copy of R. A. Huebner’s indispensible
book titled, John Nelson Darby:
Precious Truths Revived and Defended,
Volume One, 1826-1845. As Huebner
explains below, this expanded
information was not available to him in
1991 when the first edition of this work
was published.

This appendix contains notes from the
early prophetic conferences of which the
Plymouth Brethren were a part. Please
see Huebner’s explanation of the
abbreviations on the right hand column
of this page in order to accurately
understand which meeting each set of
notes is from.

Hard copies of this information can be
purchased in pamphlet form Bible Truth
Publishers in Addison, IL. Interested
parties should visit their website.
http://bibletruthpublishers.com/

Bryan C. Ross
12/22/11
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Watnenday. Proof If 1260 days mean dys of yeas, comecad
Wit whih, de seah of Daniel and Revelation, wheher & be
leerd or symbolical?

Tours@y. las greatand ceridbie cond it x decoming of (hase.
Who the power tug heals &) Agm s whaom! Siges by which @il
power o be known? Proof whether saines o suffer in &7

Friday. What wobe e suge of fie wardd and ste of e Church
ar coming of (hris? What case o ®unk from Scripme

dese we or we oy e law days? Ths © nclude wheter
Fzekid 's temgie 5 w0 fe befor or after e Millemnizm.

1S2. PHEL

Monday Brenng, Se. 24 An examinacion given m e New
Testmness from e (Id wetamen, Wi el connetion and
explanaon.

Max. 123 Ba 7'M Joda 1034 - Pa 2.6
2:15- Hoa. Lkl 1937 - Zech. 1210
18- Jer.3LIS Ace 207 [Ba &3
oML 3T & 45 [aa2238

?THD. 26} M.32.4 15:06 - Amos 911,12

Max. 2116 Rows 9.25 - [Bx. 28

2415 Do 9.0 [Deus. 32483
279 Zech IR213 1CH.9.9) Dex. 254

Eg. 45 Ps. 6318 I Tims. 5218}

Hed. .13 ba 218 ECor. 1555 - Hos, 13:14
8.3 Jer.31:31,34 Gl 427- 1sa 541
06 333 2P 383 (6517

Luke 73 &c- Gea. 22: 16 (622

Tussday. The prophecical character of aach ook In e Bidle,
Inchadng e dyee feas of e Jows, Be Hesings of e Jews,
de Hesmgs ponoaced on Jaood's sons; e Panaties In the
Gospels; and @e Hpiwis ©0 @e sewn churches I e
Revelanoos!

Walneodyy, Shoudd we expect a personal Ancichris, if 50, ©
wham will he e revealad? Are fuere w b one of tWO grex evil
powers in e workd 2 ®ac time? 15 fere any uaiform seme for
Se ‘asainas™ in e propRetic New Testamens Scopoure! By wha
comnan: &)t @e Jews, and shall fie Jews, hold de Land?

Thursdy. An Iy im0, and a connevion bermeen, Danid and
me Revelmons.

Fraday. Whae lighs does Scripoare Srow OR presem evems and
thelr moval chamcter? What is mext w be koked v and
expeced b derea prodpect of arewwal of Apomolic (Rurches
befwre e coming of (hris? Whx de duis wrking ax of
present evenss? Towha ame and dass of paople do 2 Tim 3,1
Tim. 4; Jude, Maz. 323, 24, anc 2 Peer 3 refar??

IS8, PHEL
Monday, Sepe. 23, Whug che nugure of fe covenane of de Lnd
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and whi e everlasting covemng! Are they Mencical or diverse!

Tuesday. Is the wWshle Chuach foundel on e basks of de
Jewh? Wi te nxwe of @e minkary ad ordimasces of e
Sormer! The promises o e iher or bak condi seal!

Watnesday, Whatamlogy berwesn ete rmumeion of Seprese
and e am dipension” Mysic Bavyion wha? The call out of
Rera dwze call ata s penod, or 2 continzons call?
Thorsday. The commexion of the presess walh @ fhxwe
depesagion? Do de same Scripayes aimk of apgl kacon ©
B!

Friday., Whar has been e differess character of Sasm's
tempaations i differens ages! Whae row? What liely o bel Is
oux condict oo be regulatad acordingy”

B EPDL

Montay, Sepe. 15, Canche Church acooens for ber present state,
1o that e d of unlelieves being mied W Wik fe chiden
of God, ®ese s am found as Indvideals among badies of
pofessing Chris ans, and joined i COmmenion 2otas the people
of God, but upan ofier and differens grownds?

Tuesday. Of whae fupire evenss bave we pradictiom i e Book
of Pams?

Watnesday. When was s warld gven wp o S the God of
@i workd? Wher has Gat's Gvelling place been in & since?
W @e @spenmacion of e Prisstiood of (hrist, o 15 graces,
Zifs and Rope of fawe glory, as propased wothe eadty (hrssan
(huxk, at & fondeim amoeg ®e Jows, deanticd Wit dux
porsessat by e Gem fle Chris an (hierch afeer @ rejection of
kna?

Thorsday. Whi & @ moult oo which 2 comparison of e 27,
7°, and & chapears of Damid, wa e 13° ol 17 of
Reveloions leads, a5 o the scheme of Saean's working, and Ns
fumure plans?

Friday. Wha does Scripure say will e the frs movemen of
(hrist wwads fe ca® - whi fle Possy and Commequesnt
repection of Se professing (harch? How far ax minissers of e
Word respoasidle or ox procia iming His speedy coming, oF o
warning of fe Judgmenss w precade &7

IS EPDA

Monday, Sepr. 7. Whax will be e Rimory of e remonant afer
e mom of ®e Jews? Whx will be te meamure of de
resvaton of e aart in e Mill csnian?

Twesday. Does the Soripere (Eph. 2:6) mean dug our present
PoRinon 5 on de Fater's thyone! Where and whi will be e

faifilmens of verse 70 If tuis & owr position, whatseparaion from
@e workd, and dexh of e flah wouldd fakbfuiness w itinvodve?
ks life In e Bellever In ropomion ©o dexd in pooportion o Hife?

Walnesday. Doeseach dispensa ion end i postisy oy -- or IS
@e dipensacion Tevived In 3 remmane, de rejeaxim of whick
conmemates @e posasy? What & fe Eximcoon mtendad In
1Car. 12:4, 5, 67 Are tese three necessary o manifes (hri's
commands, are munkere ies ordained of Him o odd? k e
pomise of e Comdoreer inciuded in divesites of gifes, or
dversines of opena ies?

WWW.GRACELIFEBIBLECHURCH.COM



Thurs@y. What chanactenstis of @e closing soene of ©s
drpersanon o we discem 1o ®e hork @ paxs of Soripaze )
What gypes of ®e fune glooy of krad In @ sacrifices and
feass?

Fritay. Can we discover Sxan's desi s 1o e (harch x ame,
fram a seady of aur owe heants, or o owr ows hears from B
workings ine (huxh, orbath from his xoempes 3 gains: (hase,
e papheciss concerning e Anciclrist, and de cries of due
oppressal under Rim.

What s e case of de (hurch's sarow! Can she be 2 nghs
stage of noc sorrowid ! Whar will end her sarrowfil days.

156, 5.GD 1

Monday, Ewatsg Sept. 5. Wankman what of e night? 15 there
anyhing golng on i @e (hurch which calls for dhsenvanon?
How firbave we advanced inoo S 24" or 28" of Mashew”? Have
we esaered on e periloes times? Any siga of Ge morning!

Tessday. Wh comnst and whar msemblance may be obsarvad
I design, wolkings, and end, Petween e D spe asanions revealad
In Scripoure? How many may dere be? k duere sy discmonion
meended berween Jacdd's and Moses' blessing on krael? Any
Berween “Ihy Maker & fy Hubhand " e Jew, and “the Bride
e lamd's wi?" Ay baween the Spirk beated on te
Aposties after e resarramion, and fe Spark sem down after fe
Ascerson? Any berw een jadgmenton Se workd at de coming of
Chrisz, and che padgmen of e wickat dead?

Wednesday. Is Scapoare ever guaad in @e New Tesmamen: a5
accammodanion raber San fulfiimens; or, If folfiimene, & uch
ever patial? When b Scripaye w be miken pirmually, when
Hoeraily? Wha & the purpox of e Sermon an e Mount? How
are we 1o undersand e Lord's Prayer, and sxch passages as,
Resiw noc el “Swear nx xal"; &c. Dl amy of he Sanes
inthe New Temamen: hold plces Srbidden by ®e spirk of the
Gosge ! Does change of crosmezmoe ter communds? What &
®e o iaport of e lord's odes “Som of God™ “Som of
Abraam,” “Son of David," “San of Man?"

Teersday. What may be @e typical Risory of Nebuchadne zar,
Belhpzar, and Darees, 1o Daniel, beanng ondhe Law days! Has
®e (haych fallen Inwith Sxan's designs, and in what way! Can
this be aced dwracgh fe Episties o die seven Churches or
elewhere In Sopae? Can we raconcile how Se ome of
Chriz's coming will be 2 tme of secwrky, and ye a ame of
peplexn? Doss de domingion of fe N, or o e
Ancichrist? {sic]. Whick of dese powers perth i the Haly
Mouscun (Dan. 11)7 Whx & @ shalong of the powers of due
Reavens?

Fritay. How dothe fudful from an Aposuay differ in character
and wesumoay fom e openng of 2 Dipessation? Wha
difference will fuare be in the suffering and relief of de Jewsh
and Spirimzal eomaans? Did (hrist expenence e suffering of
bo? DNE Aporasy mumifest lesef agaims: Him: did love fall in
s ame of suspicion?

How 15 mky 1o be presemved comisendy with fudfulness
wwards duode whom we esteem as baeduren, bt believe oo be In
eroa?
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Monday Ewmng, Juze 4. How may brathren mees for proti!
The wake, © s end, of prayer in e Spirk, subdiedess of
mind, bracherty lowe, (hnstun farbearance?

Twesday Mornng. THE HOLY SPRIT. Hs person and
characeer, Hi seveml operanoms, prewous o e coming of
Chrim, during His presence om eaw®, afer the Pemecost, and
dring ®e Millenmpam. Wha e @ stinction bet wee n “Deing born
of tue Spirk,” and "bapeizad with e Spir?™ What s means by
HE coowmcing "the world of sin, of dghtequsness, and of
Jadgnenm?™ What severally by fe “guickening,™ “imdwelling, "
m"‘ﬂq.'m‘um{'dkmke Al hese
e presens porsession of he (huxd?
Watsesday. THE CHURCH. The dstinctive characser of e
depensxion hecween Se fire and second coming of (hris,
Orristian priesthoad; Christlan Mimist oy, Bow and oo wha exsen
5 £ tobe recogaied The autorky of the church, and wherein
odged Has she amy, and what power of kegslxion? Whx
Scripeere axboory for che distimction between dhe true and
poofessing Church? Whis & e mmomiof e candesnck? Wha
& the Soripoze testimony 2500 fe state of e charch x e close
of Se dispesaaion? Wt measere of e ariging blessing of the
dispensarion may a fat il remnanc bope w racove ! Wasld sxh
be warraed in ppivng © demselves Mal, 36, 7. How may
woch moet ef fectiwely wimess for the Load?

Thursday. PROPHHETY. Wha dothe Soripoures reveal & o te
fooure prospeces of de Jew and Gemtile In e presem
dispensanion’ What smeant by 1) olxouue v N e dovoa (fe
wordd oo came) Heh 257 Wha & the Scripoures declwe
ocooceming e Exd, fe Natoas, Jernsalem on erd, and
Jerxalem abone,’ during de Millennian? What che exnension
=t @rxye of Messih's tingdom (like 1:3 comp wih
1 Cor. 1524 and Rev. 204, 6! Whix & te chaacter of e
power erked wie Son Joba 52429, mclusive), and in wha
dpesrions mmifeed?
Friday. The means of xeuning wxothe mind of God? Whi te
rule of life befor and after de fall, and wnder ®e sewral
! Whiz o Believes now? The constmunon of man
210 1 Thess. 5.3, body soud and spirk? Whix e Imward man
(Rom. T W e winess of e Spire wid o Sprs (Rom,
£ Chrisslan experience - what &5 place in e Chrician Ufe, k5
ute and abuse? What 15 the exsene of Sanm's power, and how
Umged Can we discoverRis working distinct fom Se warking
of he flesh) Whx & e dutincoive charaxer of feresy”? ' What
o condax towas thode In emror, noc wiEdlly, b dunegh
confusion of mund or defeaxne taching The charactsr and
exten of the Believer's subjection o ®e ‘N gher powers' - Ns
&y & w mis, boences, ac ) & peceion a right way of reme &y
The sowrce of division ampag Sose who love the Lord - Wha
do we barn from e word a5 10 Se meams of wakn?

159, RH.L.E.
Moaday. Ewenteg, Jure 3. The vaze of Scapare bnowiadge -
Bow may we discern x which s of ®e Sprk 's ceaching, from
tha which &5 merely Inte Slacozal ama e ne?
Tuestay. 1s &e power in e (hurch of God de same now as o
®e days of e Aposdes”? - if nax; what i e difexace, and
wherfre? - and wha the consagoen: dury of e Satnes?
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Are der distinct gifes (according oo the Soripoure sense of he
term) in te (hurck 2ow! - do Rey necessarfly accompany e
mdwelling of e Spirk? - how may any @ft, or power, which
we have of due Spiag, De ascertainad, and direceet w God's
glory? Whie do we learn fim Scaprere shoodd be e prayer of
e Saims, comcerning ;e Holy Spire, as w ki gifes, power or
indwelling? (rad's dealing with s peopile in communion, and in
disc pline- i £ e Fatier or e Son? -- wha inseremencal Ry,
maywe ik, does God use I Ascipline - may COmmEmon exis
wihous disting consckousness of &)

Weadnesday . The (O ne-aree, e Vine, fie Hig-tree, Ixerpeccion
of Rom, 11:17, in referemce o aur detimct sunding m
dpensacion The import of de Scripowre terms, mysery,
APORASY, TE TR,

What we the =ixions I whick @e woxl recoguizes e
Chrissian, and which may be main ined to Gad's glory? - Wha
B s duoy, as o duve In which @e word does moc recogRize
Rim?

15 e Bopor, or power, of s wostd, any pax of the endowment
of ®e Same, accordng w0 @e word?

Toersday. The specidl Imparance, as &e day drawed nigh, of
Ziving heed o de proghecc woud - wha light does £ affood us
as w e sage of (hnsendom x the coming of ®e Lord? -~ the
SpIre 1o which we shauid ever come © £, The Apocalypee, &5
MICOTE, And Imserpe e kn- 15 el on 1 ®e dook of Damel.
FRIDAY. The bride, fie Lambd's wite,

Messih'skingdom, @e means of Bsesublshment, & duqoion.
Wil e sunting of e salms on eaxh, mche miBennium, differ
essencully, or ondy In croomstance, fom @e stmding of de
saes on aaxk wow?

The fizing posoare of e saints & the preseat time.

=4
Friday. Jdy %" 1841 Morming, 11 o'clck; Afermanm, 4. The
Reavesly calling. Heb 3:1-4 1140, e
The mon of e sames wih Jesus risen and ascendad, Joha 14,
Ept. 119w 2:10, Cal, 3:3.17, e,

Saszrday. Marming, 11 o'dock; AfRomoon, 4.

How far does Scripozre show 2 fafd remnase 2 de close of
eah dupenaxion, |n whom the Lord bas proved s grace and
fabfulness, and whatdury have we inthis respect! The Aok
and Mekhbeder Prisshoods. The church's commection with
cownane, Prisshood, and Medixion.,

Monday. Momming, 11; Afemoor, 4. The mumd of (has.
1Ca. 2

The charaxer of e pplication by the Spire oo te (hureh in e
New Tesumen or OM Tessamen Scapaes . Are any or il such
Qo ons 00 Rawe 2 more 28 and lerd aconplishmen in de
amer &ay?

Tessday. Maming, 11; ARenoor, 4.

Disc il e among e Satnes; God's pupose and object In &, Se
Fratations of £; mode of exercise, ewc. k's farce, how fr ket in
e Rands of e remnane, how far dependancon the Unamimiky of
Se body which ought w0 exercke £ The sacand Coming of fe
Lord. Rev. 22:10.20
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