Is there such a thing as a single ‘Christianity’? Give reasons in support of your answer.
The contemporary Western Christian outlook on Christian demographics is characterised by an expectation of a continual depression in the Christian population in Europe and North America (Sherwood, 2018) but a growth in the Christian populations of the Global South. In the words of Kenyan Scholar John Mbiti: “the centres of the church's universality [are] no longer in Geneva, Rome, Athens, Paris, London, New York, but Kinshasa, Buenos Aires, Addis Ababa and Manila.” (Mbiti, 1995). These Christians of the South are greatly varied in their beliefs to the European forms of Christianity: Protestantism, Orthodoxy, Catholicism. Although there are many Catholics and Protestants, they are highly fideistic and reactionary with a focus on mysticism. With the centre of Christendom moving south-easterly, the coming disparity of influence between the many ‘Free Churches’ and the theology of the West may result in another split; perhaps Protestantism’s own Reformation. This begs the question whether this emerging form of Christianity would be Christian at all. Would this new form agree theologically with, for example, Roman Catholics or Episcopalians? The West tells itself that for Christianity to survive, it must align itself with the liberal politics of its youth and do away with ‘unscientific’ mysticism. (Staples, 2000). However, this could not be further from the truth. The ‘mega-churches’ of fundamentalist churches around the world are evidence that this is purely insular thinking that prioritises the West. These rapidly growing Free Churches and New Religious Movements (NRMs) differ wildly in the theological paradigms of Old Churches. Even amongst the churches of the west there are great differences in belief. Therefore, many may ask ‘if there are so many inconsistencies between Christian sects, is there one Christianity’? Unequivocally, yes: there is still a single Christianity.

The first argument for this is the acceptance of a few key principles of faith and belief. In nearly all contemporary forms of Christianity there is a few defining features that they all share. These are outlined in the Nicene and Apostles’ Creeds. The Apostles’ Creed was supposedly written by the Apostles of Jesus themselves, but the term of ‘Apostles’ Creed is not documented until 390AD (Rogers, 1985). Because of its presence in the early western Roman church, it is a basis for much of the teachings in Catholicism and subsequently Protestantism. The Apostles’ Creed is an integral part of Baptism in Western Christianity, with only minor differences in wording during the interrogations of faith before a Baptism. It is also used in Anglican Matins services. However, The Apostles’ Creed is not recognised by the Eastern Orthodox Church so it cannot be used to link the east and west. The Nicene Creed, on the other hand, is the sole authoritative ecumenical statement of Christianity accepted by the Catholic Church, the Eastern and Oriental Orthodox Churches, and most of the Protestant Churches. The Nicene Creed was developed originally following the First Council of Nicaea (Now Iznik in North-West Turkey) in 325AD. The First Council of Nicaea was held in direct opposition to the heretical movement of Arianism and its contents clarifies correct orthodox belief on the consubstantial Christology of Jesus as both essentially man and divine. The First Council of Constantinople in 328AD clarified the original creed through omission and moving of segments, creating the finalised creed that is used in all major Christian forms to this day. This creed can be therefore held as a unifying creed to the followers of Christianity and a definition of Christianity as a single body that, despite complexities and vast array of individual Churches, shares a single Christianity. 

The Nicene and Apostles’ creeds’ ecumenical universality can be analogised. For example, if one agrees with the premise that a cup is a concave vessel designed to hold liquid for drinking, then no matter the variations of individual cups a concave vessel designed for holding liquid for drinking is undoubtedly and objectively a cup. In this analogy, the defining factor of a cup being ‘a concave vessel designed to hold liquid for drinking‘ is the universally agreed upon statements of belief detailed in the Apostles’ and Nicene creeds. The ‘cup’ itself is the ‘Body of Christ’, the Christian congregation that is open to vast interpretation and differing characteristics: a cup can be short, tall, square, round, opaque or transparent but ultimately it is labelled by the universally agreed upon criteria it fits to. The same is true for Christianity 

One may argue that there are and have existed many instances of ‘Christians’ to whom their beliefs are considered ‘Christian’ by their followers and others but do not fit within the declarations of the faith in the ecumenical creeds. For example, modern day Mormons refer to their religion as ‘The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints’ (Wolfson, 2018) yet do not follow Nicene views of the trinity as wholly one. An earlier example is Arianism which has survived (albeit as heresy) for many years and draws some parallels with Mormonism in its views of the Trinity as separate. This argument is true, but the presence of a ‘Christianity’ is necessary for there to be ‘Christianities’. For there to be multiple Christianities, there must first have to be a definition of a ‘Christianity’. Merriam-Webster defines Christianity as “the religion derived from Jesus Christ, based on the Bible as sacred scripture, and professed by Eastern, Roman Catholic, and Protestant bodies” (Merriam-Webster, n.d.). The definition of ‘Christianity’ itself requires that one’s religious beliefs be derived from the teachings of Jesus and sacred scripture, professed by the three forms of Christianity, an example of this is obviously the Nicene Creed. It is professed by the Orthodox, Catholic, and Protestant bodies as well as derived from the teachings of Jesus Christ, His apostles, and the Bible. Therefore, a ‘Christianity’ that is not bound to the ecumenical creeds is not a Christianity and thus there are no ’multiple Christianities’; as the creeds are a binding factor in faith that unite the Church. Without that universal and ecumenical definition of Christianity (or the definition of the ‘cup’), it is not Christianity (…or a cup). 

Additionally, simply claiming that a single belief is Christianity through subjective opinion-based labelling rather than an objective criterion is unsustainable. If every belief is a single Christianity, then there are no guidelines for what a Christianity is, so every belief is subject to be a ‘Christianity’ and the meaning of the word becomes meaningless. Using the same line of reasoning, one could claim that chicken eggs are all too different in size and colour to be chicken eggs so therefore there isn’t a thing as a ‘chicken egg’ but rather a series of “Protein Ovoids” that could include duck eggs as well as frog spawn if I so desired. The definition of a ‘chicken egg’ being a “Protein Ovoid” from a female hen is necessary for the language to have any semantical worth.

There are also a vast multitude of scriptural basis to a single, ecumenical, catholic, and orthodox church, for example: ‘so we, who are many, are one body in Christ, and individually members one of another.’ (Romans 12:5), ‘not for the nation only, but in order that He might also gather together into one the children of God who are scattered abroad.’ (John 11:52). If the definition of Christianity is “based on the bible” then, yet again, both through scriptural evidence and semantic reasoning there is, and can only be, a single, catholic Christianity. This is undeniable to a Christian because the most important figure of Jesus Christ himself proclaimed Peter alone to be the inheritor of the Church in Matthew 16:13-19. Despite not all self-proclaimed Christians necessarily accepting the Bible (i.e. the Ebionites in the very first few years of Christianity whom rejected Paul the Apostle as an apostate (Maccoby, 1986)), all must, by rite of calling themselves a Christ-ian, accept the word of Christ. And Matthew 16:13-19 as well as John 11:52 clearly show Jesus’ intention and proclamation of a single church. Many may interpret Matthew 16:13-19 as validation of the Roman Catholic Church as being the one church through apostolic succession but a potential alternative reading is the ‘rock’ (Peter, Petros) is the example of an orthodox Christian of which the Church should be based on. The fact Jesus names Peter as the ‘rock’ upon the church will be built does not necessarily denote the legitimacy of the Roman Catholic Church as the one true church via apostolic succession. This would give credence to the there being such a thing as a single ‘Christianity’ as opposed to the Roman Catholic Church being the true Christianity and the other Christian forms as heretical non-Christians. All Christians in emulating the blessedness of St Peter and the truth of God’s word (the creeds) are the basis upon which the whole church is to be built and “the gates of Hades will not overcome it [the Church]” (Matthew 16:17). This view of the whole Christian Church being not of a literal apostolic succession from Peter as the Bishop of Rome but of the succession of the model of ‘the Good Christian’ from the apostles as ministered by Jesus. In his book God and the Universe of Faiths, John Hick best describes it as “Christian essence is not to be found in beliefs about God...but in living as the disciples who in his name feed the hungry, heal the sick and create justice in the world” (Hick, 1973).

John Hick alternatively points towards the Sermon on the Mount, as opposed to the creeds, as the basis for Christianity. This is due to his belief that it is not the beliefs about God that binds Christians with other Christians, but in following the example of Jesus and the apostles. Hick chooses the Sermon on the Mount as the basis of Christian ministry because of its focus on acting in ways that are of the Christian faith. For instance, “You have heard that it was said, ‘Eye for eye, and tooth for tooth.’  But I tell you, do not resist an evil person. If anyone slaps you on the right cheek, turn to them the other cheek also” (Matthew 5:38-40) this teaching of Jesus informs Christians of the importance of meekness and forgiveness; therefore a ‘Christian’ is one who is meek and forgiving. This reasoning would apply to all of Jesus’ sayings on the Sermon of the Mount.
[bookmark: _GoBack]
Because of the reasons stated above, it is abundantly clear that there exists and can only exist one single Christianity and that there being multiple ‘Christianities’ is paradoxical and a nonsense statement. This was proven through an ‘argumentum ad absurdum’ of the labelling of individual Christianities based on self-proclamation of followers and the subjective nature on defining a belief on mere association with Christ. As opposed to confinement within a universally accepted creed of core tenants (the Nicene and Apostles’ Creed). Also, a singular Christianity based on the teachings of Jesus in response to differing orthodoxy beliefs on the Bible between the many sects. It was proven that Jesus and his apostles intended for there to be a singular, catholic Christian Church not multiple Christianities. Therefore, there cannot be ‘multiple Christianities’ as there is only one orthodox Christianity as stated in Romans 12:5, John 11:52 and Matthew 16:13-19 (amongst others). It can also be argued that there can only be one Christianity by analysing the accepted definition of Christianity as “the religion derived from Jesus Christ, based on the Bible as sacred scripture, and professed by Eastern, Roman Catholic, and Protestant bodies”. If the creeds of Nicaea and the apostles is derived from the Bible and the teachings of Jesus Christ Himself, and that they are catholic, universal, orthodox and ecumenical, then the followers of the ecumenical creeds are truly Christian regardless of liturgical, scriptural, or Christological differences. Despite the many differences between the different Christian bodies and the potential emerging bodies of the Global South as well as the countless Free Churches, they are united in a single Christianity. As necessary by scripture and credal definition.
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