
"THE STRICTEST SECT" 

Recent developments among the Taylor pa r ty of Exclusive Bre th ren such as the ru le 
which forbids them to eat with unbel ievers or other chr is t ians a r e so u t ter ly con t ra ry 
to s c r ip tu r e that it is amazing that pe r sons can be so mi s l ed . By forbidding eating or 
socia l i n t e r cou r se with a p e r s o n because he does not subsc r ibe to the spec ia l teachings 
of the p a r t y , or is not in fellowship with t h e m , this sec t c la ims that they alone of al l 
the mil l ions of the Lord ' s people in the world a r e clean p e r s o n s . They re jec t al l 
o thers who love the Lord as unfit for Chr is t ian fellowship. This is pha r i ca ica l 
p resumpt ion of the m o s t e x t r e m e kind. In 1 Cor . 5: 10 the apost le makes it c lea r 
that be l i evers cannot r e f ra in f rom al l i n t e rcourse with unbe l i eve r s , for he s a y s , 
"then ye mus t needs go out of the wor ld" . The rule which forbids Chr is t ians of this 
sec t to eat with m e n of the world is the re fo re a flat denial of the apos t le ' s teaching. 
Nor is t he re any s c r i p t u r a l author i ty for the teaching that m e m b e r s of this sec t a r e 
doing wrong if they eat or have soc ia l i n t e rcour se with a godly be l i eve r , even though 
he may have left t he i r pa r ty because he cannot accept the i r spec ia l t each ings . 

Many, however , who have been a l a r m e d by this e x t r e m i s m , and have left the 
Taylor pa r ty on account of i t , have failed to d i sce rn that the root of this and other 
e r r o r s of this s ec t l ies deeper and goes f a r the r back into h i s to ry than the las t few 
y e a r s . The recogni t ion of one man as thei r un ive r sa l l e a d e r , whose authori ty was 
not even to be quest ioned by s c r i p t u r e is a d i rec t challenge to the Lord ' s command 
"nei ther be cal led l e a d e r s for One is your l e a d e r , the C h r i s t " . (The word may be 
t r ans l a t ed leader o r guide) Matthew 23: 8-10. This is popery in p r inc ip l e , and 
should never have been to l e r a t ed . A l a s , it was upheld often by men who had a r epu t ­
ation for sp i r i t ua l i t y , and any who r e s i s t e d were c rushed . F e a r r e s t r a i n e d any c r i t ­
i c i s m . The doct r ine of "author i ta t ive m i n i s t r y " a Romishdoctr ine was thus accepted . 

Coupled with a l l this t he re was sp i r i tua l p r i d e . The pa r ty boasted that it alone had 
a living m i n i s t r y , wh ich implied t h a t the Holy Spirit was not working in any outside the 
Taylor p a r t y and was tantamount to saying that the Lord had left the r e s t of His flock, 
number ing mil l ions of s a i n t s , without sp i r i tua l food. What an insult to Chr i s t , and 
what a ref lect ion on the Spir i t and the Word! 

But the root l ies deeper s t i l l , and the sa ints who have been taken in this s n a r e 
-will-act bs. del iver e_d_lill_they have judged exclus iv ism inits^ en t i re ty . I have no doubt 
that what we cal l the B r e t h r e n movement w a s , in its beginning, â  movement bT the Holy 
Spi r i t , but let us r e m e m b e r that no rev iva l in the Church 's h i s to ry has re ta ined its 
or ig ina l power and pu r i ty . 

At i ts commencement this movement was c h a r a c t e r i s e d by a des i r e to r e t u r n to the 
s impl ic i ty that maxked. the ea r ly Church. All be l ievers were b r e t h r e n , m e m b e r s of 
the one Body, and it was emphas ized that every godly saint who held the fundamentals 
of the faith was ent i t led to the fellowship of the Lord ' s table and to b reak b read . 

Satan used the Newton h e r e s y to sow d iscord among b r e t h r e n . Notwithstanding 
that Newton abjured his own teaching and left Bre th ren a l toge ther , and notwithstanding 
•that mos t of the sa in t s hard ly knew what it was al l about , a violent con t roversy a r o s e , 
and the movement spl i t into two s t r e a m s . Exclus iv ism began, and its h i s to ry is its 
condemnat ion. It is a lamentable tale of division and sub-d iv is ion , each division being 
accompanied by b i t t e rnes s and s t r i fe unworthy of s a in t s . Instead of shame and humbling, 
t he re was boas t ing . The loss of thousands of b re th ren was : hai led as v ic tory . The 
idea was p romulga ted that those who took a cer ta in ljne (in rea l i ty followed a ce r t a in man) 
were on the L o r d ' s s i d e . The Lord was said to be sifting the s a i n t s , and those who got 
through were the "fine f lour" . Nowhere has this p roud , s ec t a r i an sp i r i t been m o r e 
evident-than in the Taylor p a r t y . At long las t in the gove rnmen t of God the fruit of this 
sowing is being r e a p e d . All outside the re la t ive ly s m a l l c i r c l e of the Taylor par ty a r e 
r ega rded by them as v e s s e l s to d ishonour , to be shrunk f rom - not even to be eaten with. 
This is a p e r v e r s i o n of s c r i p t u r e , and l ies at the root of much of the e r r o r of Exc lus iv i sm. 
The pas sage in 2 Timothy 2 about v e s s e l s to dishonour c lear ly re fe r s to false t e a c h e r s , 
such as Hymenaeous and Ph i l e tus . The Taylor par ty have fallen into the e r r o r of applying 
these words to t rue be l i evers s imp ly because they do not belong to their s ec t . 



Let it be c l ea r ly unders tood that we a r e not condemning p e r s o n s : our object is to 
expose an e r r o r which has wrought much havoc among the people of God in the p a s t , and 
has recen t ly mani fes ted itself in this ex t reme fo rm. May it not be that God has allowed 
this evil fruit to r ipen that a l l concerned might judge the roo t , and in humble dependcnc 
on the Lord seek Jlis guidance. 

T . W. C. 


