
The 
Fundamentals 

A Testimony 

Volume VI 

Compliments of 
Two Christian Laymen 



The Fundamentals 

A Testimony to the Truth 

"To the Law and to tht Testimonyt, 
Isaiah 8:ZO 

Volume VI . 

Compliments of 
Two Christian Laymen 

TESTIMONY PUBLISHING COMPANY 
. (Not Inc .) 

808 La Salle Ave., Chicago, Ill. , U. S. A. 



FORE WO.RD 

\Ve reJ01ce that we are able to place another volu1ne of 
"The Fundamentals" in the hands of English-speaking Prot ­
estant pastors, evangelists, missionar ies, theological profe ss­
ors, theolog ical students, Y. M. C. A. secretaries, Y. W. C. A. 
secretaries, Sunday school superintendent s, religious editor s, 
and lay-work ers throughout the ear th. May it be as abu n­
dantly blessed as its predecessors hav e been by the grace of 
God, unto the strengtheni ng of saints, unto the defense of th e 
truth agains t the insidiou s att acks of th e present day , and 
unto the conve rsion of sinners . · 

It goes forth acco1npanied by the prayers of many thou­
sand Chris tians, who , in hearty answe r to suggestions mad e 
in preceding volumes, hav e formed a Circle of Prayer and ar e 
upholding before the throne of grace the work of "The Fun­
damentals" and of the Committee to which the two Chri stian 
laymen have entrusted th e editing and publi shing of these 
books. VI e very earnestly reque st other f ai thf ul believers to 
j oin this circle of pra yer in order that in answ er to believing 
and un ited pr ayer, the truth n1ay "run and be glorified" and a 
world-wide revival of true religion be started . (Ja1nes S :16, 
last clau~e.) 

\Ve hope that many others will yet join our circle of pray er. 
and th us strengthen our hand s in faith, and we ask all th e 
friends of "The Fundamentals" for a special prayer that He 
vvho ans wers prayer may so lead and guide in the undertakin g 
that lasting results may be brought to pass unto His glory . 

. All editorial correspondence should be addressed to "Th e 
Fundamentals ," I23 Huntington Place, Mt. Au bu1~n, Cincin­
nati, Ohio, U. S. A. 

All business correspond ence should be addressed to "Test1'.­
mony Publishing Com.pany," 808 LaSall e Ave nue, Chicago, 
Ill. , U. S. A. 

(See Publish ers• Notice, Page 128.) 
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CHAPTER I 

TI-IE TES .T'IMO,NY OF FOREIGN MISSIQ ,NS TO THE 
SUPERINTENDING PROVIDENCE OF GOD 

BY THE LATE ARTHUR T •. PIERSON 

> God i.s i.n creation ,; cosmos would s·till b1e c'h.aos with God 
left out. He is also in events ; the whole of mission history 
is a mystery until read as His story. 

We are now to look at the proofs of a Superintending 
Providence of God in foreign missions . The word ''providence'' 
litera lly means forevision, . and hence, f oreaction prepa­
ration for what is foreseen expressi11g a divine, invisib le 
ru le of this world, including care, control, guidance, as exer­
cise,d over bo·th the an .imate and . inani .mate 1Cr1eation. In its 
largest scope it involves foreknowledge and foreordination. 
preservation and administration, exercised in al] places and at 
all times. · • 

I 

For our present purpose the word ''providence'' may be 

' 

limited to the divine activity in the entire control of persons 
· and events. This sphere of action and administration, or 
superintendence, embraces three departments : first, the nat­
ural or material creation; second, the spirit ual or immaterial . 
-new creation; and third, the .intermediate history in which 
He adapts and adjusts the one to the other, so that even the 
marred and hostile elements, introduced by sin, are made tribu­
tary to the final triumph of redemption. Man's degeneration 
.is corrected in regeneration ; the natural made subservient to 
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the sup en1atura l, and ,even the ,vrath of 111a11 ·to the love · a11d 
grace of God. · 

MANIFEST A'TIOl~S OF GOD 

Thus, int 1er1nediate between the mystery of cr ,eation and 
• 

the mys,tery of the nevv ,crea tion . lies the n1yste ry of history, . 
linkin g tl1e other two. We are .now briefl y to trace the w,ork­
ing o·f the Creato1~ and Ru ler of both the matter worlds , ,and 
time vvorlds, co11tr0Jling th e blind fo1·c1es of natu1·e an,d the in­
tel .li,gen ·t forces of huma11 11ature, so as to ma1<:e all events and 
age.ncies se1·ve His ends as Redeemer_ . 

In c1·,eation God sp,ecial'ly mani fests His eternity, pow er 
and wi.sclom; in h.i.,story., His sovereignty and. maje s~yt just ice 
and righteo .usness; in redempti 1011, His l1oliness and benevo-
1,e·nce,. and, n1ost of all, grace or the vol,untary exerc ise of H is 
love , Tl1ese posi·t·i,ons being granted, w,e may 1expect to find, 
especially i11 1nission history, proofs of God's Superintendi11g 
P 'rovidence, ,of His tl1ree-fo 'ld admin ist ration as Lawgiver, 
King, and Judge; in His legislative capacity, . commanding and 

• 

couriseli11g; in I-Iis executive capac ity,,governing and dire ct i11g; 
in His judicia .l capacity, rewarding and puni shing . Space 
allows, only a general glance 1a.s, of a. Iands ,cape frorr, ,a. m.oun-
tain top. 

GOD'S ENTERPRI ,S·E 
• 

The work of 111issions is pre -emine11tly God's enterp1~ise­
ha s on it the seal of His autho ,ri·ty. He calls it His own ' 'vi.sit­
ing of the , nation s to tal<e out of them a people for His name.'" 
Tl1us, the whole cour se of mis ,sions becomes , God' ,s ma1·cl1 
thr ,o·ttgh the ages,. He has1 His vanguard, tl1e forerunners that 
prepare His way, making ready for, and heralding, His ap­
p,roach. He has His bodygita1,d, the immed·iate, attendants that 
signalize His actual advance, bear His b,anners, and execute 
His will; and He has His rearguard the resulta11t moveme ·nts 
consequent upon, and complementary to, the r1est. 

In other word ,s,, God' s S11perintending Providence in mis­
sion.s is seen from three p1oints of view :, 

-
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1. In the divine preparations fo.r world-wide evangeliza -­
tion. 

2. 
3. 

In tl1e div i11e co-operation in miss.ionary act i,,ity . 
In the div·ine benediction up·on all fa .ithf11l servic.e .. 

GOD1S PREP AR..\TION S • 

Each of these embrace s many particulars which demand 
more than a rapid glance. God's preparations reached through 
millenniums. But wit hin the century just closed we see Him 
moving, opening , doors and shap ing events, causing the re­
n1.01val of obs.tacle .s and ·the .st1bsid1enc1e 01f barri ers, rai.sing up 
and thrus ting forth worlcers, and furnishing new facilities; 
and con spicuous ly in promoting Bible translation and diffusion. 

,. 

GOD'S. CO-OPERA .TION 

His . co-operation is seen in the unity and continuity of the 
work, in the marked fitness bet,vee11 the ,;vo1rkers and the work, 
'the n,ew .fielcl.s and thie· new faci]itie s. Sta rtl ing 1C1orrespo 1nd­
ences in mission l1istory reveal His omnip1resence and faith­
fulness, such as synchroni sms anc1 st11ccessions among His 
chosen servants ., p1ara ll1el and conver ,ging line,s of .lab1or, and 
connecting links of service. . All tl1ese, and much moreJ show, 
b1ehind the lives and 1deeds of the workmen, a Higher Power 
that wrought in th.1em bo1tl1 to will a.nd t.o wo1·l<. 

GOD'S BENEDICTION 
-

Mission histo ,ry shows also clear traces of the Ji,dge. 
H 'i·n1drances and hi·nder ers. at t.ime·s remov 1ed ~y sudden 1·etribt1-
tive judgmen ·ts; 11ations that would no·t serve I=Iis endls d1e­
clining and even perishing; and cl1urcl1es, curse :d witl1 spiritual 
apathy and l.etha .rgy, d1ecaying. On th ,e other ha.nd., His ap­
pro ,val has be,en as marked i·n compensations fo 1·r self-denial and 
in ·rewards , for service ; in making marty1· blood tl1e seed 0 1f 
new churches, a11d in lifting to a higher level the individual 

• 

and ,church life tl1:at has be 1en most unselfishly jealou s and ze,al-
ous of His kingdom. .· 
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Pagan philosophers regarded the milky way as an old, dis­
used path of the sun, upon which He had left _ some faint im­
pr1ess,ion of His g1oriou.s presence in th,e golden stardust fro1n 
H is footsteps. To him who pra ,yerf ttlly watches missi 1on his­
tory it is Go,d' s Via Lactea; He has passed tl1at way, and m.ade 
the place of His feet gloriou ,s., 

Brevity for b1i 1cls 1nore than the 1cita ,tion of ins,tanc 1es suf-
• 

.ficient to demonstrate and illustrate these positions. The evi-
dence 0 1£ ,divine co,-wo 1rkin ,g, will 0 1f course : be 1C,l1earest where 
there is closest adherence · to Hisl declared metl1ods of wo ,rk-

, 
ing. .i\s to I I 

. DI\ 1INE PREPARATION FOR MI ,SS!ONS 

what events and ,vhat messe ,ngers have been His chosen fore­
runners ? The first half of the eighteenth century seemed 
more likely to be the mother of iniquity and idolatry tl1an to 
rock the cradle of world-wide mission s. Deism .in the pulpit 
and practical atheisn1 in the pew naturally begot apathy, if. not 
antipathy, toward Gospel diffusion. A hundred and fifty years 
.ago, in the body of the Chttrch, disease \Vas _dominant and death 

. 

seemed imn1inent. Infidelity and irreligion stalked about, Go1d 
denying and God 1def yin,g. In camp , and court, at ·the ba,r and 
·on tl1e bench, in the h,ome and in the Cht1rch, there wa .s a 
p1l,agu.e o,f heres ,y and .a moral Iepros,y. 

• 

THRE E GREAT FORCES 
, 

. How 'then can1e a century of 1nodern missions ! Three 
great f'orces God marsha] 'Jed to co-0 1pe1·ate: the obscure Mora­
vians, the despised Methodists, and a little group of interces~ 
sors seatte ,red over Britain and America. There had been a 
-consecrated band in Saxo 1ny for about a hundred years, whose 
hearts' · altars had caught fire at Ht1ss''s stake, and fed that fire 
from Spener's pietism, and Zinzendorf's zeal. Their great 
law ,vas 1abor for souls, a1I at it and always at it. God ha,d 
alreacl;~ ma·de Herr nhttt th,e cr1adle of mission ,s and h,a,1d t11ere 

• 

• 
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revived the aprOS,tolic cl1urch. Tl1ree p 1rinciples underlay the 
wl1ole, life of 'the: U11ite,d Brethren: Each di.sciple is,, firs,t, ·to 
find his work in witnes .s for God; second, his home wher 'e the 

· widest door opens and the greatest need calls ; and third, his 
cross in SELF-DENIAL for !Chri .st. As Cottnt Zinzendorf 
said: ' 1'Th ,e whol1e earth is the Lord's; me11's souls are all 

• 

• 

His; I am debtor to all." 
• 

A ,SYMPH0 1NY OF PRAISE 

The 1v!oravians providentially molded Jol1n Wesley; and 
the Holy Club of Lincoln College, Oxford, touched by this 
in,fluence, took 0 1n a distinctively missionary character. Their 

• 

·motto had bee11, ''Holin 1ess to the Lo .,rd ;''
1 

but h1~line,ss became . 
wedde ,d to service, and evangelism beca1ne th e watchword of 
the Methodists. Just then, in America, and by ,a strange 
·Co.inc,idence, .. Tonathan Edwar .ds was unconsciou sly jo ,ining 
John \Vesley in p1reparing the Way for 1nodern missio 1ns. In 
1747, ·exactly 300 years after tl1e United Brethren organized 
as followers of Huss, at Lititz in Boh,emia, Ed\ivards sent forth 
·his bugle-blast ,from Northam ,pton, New Engl ,and, callin ,g 1Godts 
peioprle to a visible union of pr ,ayer f o,r a speedy and wor,td­
wide effusion of the Spirit. That bugle-blast found echo in 
Northampton in old E11gland, and William Carey resolved to 
orga11ize n1ission 1e:ff1ort witl1 what , t"e~'5t1lts we all kn 10W, An ,d, 
just as the French Revolution let hell loose, a new missiona ,ry 
society in Britain was leading the awakened Church to assault 
l1e1l at its very gates. ,Sound it out and let the wl1ole eartl1 
hear : Modern mi'ssions came of a symphony of prayer; and 
.at the m 1ost unlikely hour o,f modern histor)r, God's intercessors 
in England, Scotland, Saxony, and A1nerica repaired the 
broken altar of supplication, and called down the heavenly 
·fire. That was God's way of preparation. 

T 'he ''montl1ly concert'' made that prayer ·-spirit widespread­
ing and permanent. · The humble Baptists, in widow Wallis's 
parlor at Kettering, madie th :eir co1v1enant 1of missions; and regi-

• 

• 
• 
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1nents began to fo,r1n and take up tl1e li11e of n1arch, until, be­
fore the e1gl1teenth centu1 .. y was , a ,quarter through its course, 
the whole Church was joinine- the missionary army. Sydney 
Smith sneere ,d ,at the ''conse ,cr ,ated co,bb,.lers '' and tried to 1··0 ,1tt 

them from thei ·r nest; but the motto ,of a 1despised few beca1ne 
the rallying cry of the \Yhole Cl1urch of God. 

DIVINE CO-OPERATION IN MISSIONS 

We turn now t.o .look at the l1istory of tl1e ce·ntury as a 
missionary movement. Nothing is more rem.arl<:able than tl1e 
rapid opening of doors in every quarter. At the ·beginni11g 
of the century t 'he ente1·prise 01f missions , seen1.ed, to wo,r[dly 
wise and prudent n1en, h,ope11ess and vi ,siona1~y. Cannib,alis1n 
i11 tl1e Islands o,f the S,ea, f etish,ism in, the D 1ark Conti,n,ent, ex­
ciusivism in China and Japan, the rigid caste system in I11d.ia, 
intol er ance in p,apal lands, and ignorance, idolatry, st.tperstition, 

Ii - • • • 

· depravity, everywhere, 1n m·ost cases con sp1r1ng together, 
reared bef 'ore the 1Chur ,cl1 impassable ,valls, with gates of steel .. 
Most countries shut out Christian missions by organized op­
positio ,n, so that to attempt to bear the good tidings was to dare 
death for Christ's sa.ke., The ,only welcome awaiting God.'s 
messengers was th .at of cannibal ovens, mercile ss prisons, 01 ... 

martyr gra v,es. 
ODSTACLES REM ,Q'VED 

• 

As the litt]e band advanced, on every han d tl1e walls of op­
p1os.i·tio11 fell, and the iro·n gate s o,pened 0 1£ their own ac 1c,ord. 
I11dia, Siam, ~u1·ma,, China, Japan, Tu .rke,y, Africa, M 1exico, 
South America, the Papal States and Korea were successively 
and successfully entere ,d. Within five years, from 1853 to 
1858, new facilities were given to the entrance and occupa­
tion of seven diffe ·rent countries, tog,ethe:r e'mbracing ha.If tl1e 
wot·'ld's po,pul ,ation ! Th ,ere was al.,so, a remarkable subsidence 
of obstacles, like to the sinking ,of the land below the sea level 
to let in. its flood, as when the ido1s of Oahu were abolished 
just befo ,re the first band of mjssiona1·.ies landed at the 

• 
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liawaiian shore s, or as when war strangely prep,a.red tl1e way 
jus·t a.s Robert W. McAll went to Paris to se·t up l1is first sallc. · 

MISS IONARIES CALLED AND PL .. ~CED 

At the satne time God was 1·aising up, in u11prece1dent,ed 
ntttnbers, men and women, so 111.arvelously fitted for tl1e exact 
worl, a11d fields as to sl101w un1nistakable fores 1ight and pt11·­

pose. The biographies of leading missionaries read like chap­
ters v here propl1ecy lights up history. Think of William 
Carey's inborn adaptation as tra11slator in India, of Livi11g­
sto11e's career as mi ssionary exp lorer and general in Africa, 
of Catherine Booth's capacity as mother of t he Salvation 
Army, of Jerry McAuiey's preparation for rescue worl, in 
New York · City, of Alexander D 1uff's fitness for educat ional · 
,~,ark in India, of Adoniram J udso11's schooling for the build­
ing of an apostolic €hurch in Burma, of Jol1n Williams' unco11-
sciotIB training £or evangelist in the So,uth Seas. Then mar1c 
the unity and cont·inuity of labor- one worker succeeding an~ 
other at crises unf oreseen by man, as when Gordon left for 
the Sudan on the day wl1en Liv ingsto11ets death was first 
lcnown in Lo11do1n, or P1ilkington arrived in Uganda tl1e very 
year when Mackay's death was to leave a great gap to be 
filled . Then study the theology of inventions and "ratch tl1e 
ft1rnishing of new facilities for the work as it advanced. He 

, '\Vho kept back the four greatest inventions of reformation 
ti1nes the mariner's compass, steam engine, printing press 
and paper until His Church put on her new gar1nent s, waited 
to unveil nature's deeper secrets) which should malce all men 
neighbo rs, unt il the reformed cl1urch was mob ilized as an 
army of con 1quest ! 

• 
• 

DIVINE INTERFERENCE 

At times this Superintending Providence of God has in­
spired awe by unmjstakably judicial st,rokes of judgment, as 
when in Turkey in 1839, in tl1e crisis of missions, Sultan 

• 
• 
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Mahmud suddenly died, , land his edict of expulsion had no ex­
ecutiv e to carry it out, and his successor Abdul Medjid sig­
nalized th<! succession by the issuing of a new charter of 
liberty; or, as when in Siam, twelve years la·ter, at anotl1er 
.such crisis, God by death dethroned C.ha·um Klow, the reek­
Jess and malicious foe of missions, and set on the vaca11t 
throne Maha -Mong-Kut, the one man in the empire taught 
by a missionary and prepared to be the friend and patron of 
missions, as also his son and succe sso r, Chuialangkorn ! 

• 

• 
'THE BLOO.D1 OF THE MARTYRS 1 

Tl1ese are but parts of His ways. The pages of tl1e cen-. 
tury ·'s history are here and there written in bloo1d, bttt even 
the blood has a golden luster. Martyrs there have been, like 
John Williams, and Coleridge Patteson, and James Hanning­
to1n, A .llen Gardi .n.er, and Abraha1n .Lincoln ., an ,d David Liv­
i11gstone, the Gordons of Erron1a nga and the Gordon of Khar­
toum, tl1e convert of Lebanon, and tl1e court pages at Uganda ; 
but every one of these . deatl1s has been like seed which falls 
into , tl1e grottnd to die that it may bring forth frui ·t. Tl1e 
churches of Pol,yne.sia. and Mela11esi,a, of Syria and Africa, of 
India and China, stand rooted in these martyr graves as the 
oak stand .sl i11 the grave : of the acorn, or· the whe .at 'h.arvest in 
the farrows of the sown seed. It is part of God's plan that 
thus the consecrated 'heralds of the cross shal l fill t1p ·tl1at 
which is behind of the sufferings of Christ in their flesh for 
H is h1ody's sal{e ,;vhicl1 is ·the Cl1urch. , . 

T IIE . DIVINE :BENEDICTION OF MISSIONS 

The sa.me Superintend ing Providence is seen in the resi.tlts 
of 11'lissions. Two brief' sentences fitly outline the whole situ­
ation as to the dire 1tt results in the fo ,rejgn field: First, native­
churches have been raised up with the tJtree features of .a 
,co1np1ete church life; .self-support, self-g :ov·ernme ·nt, and se'lf'­
propagation; and secon 1d, the richest fruits ,of Christianity, . 
both in the individual a11d in the com1nunity, have been f 'our1d 

• 

• -
• • 

• 
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growing and ripening whe1·ever there has been faithful Gospel 
effiort. Then, as to the r 1e fle'X action of ' mislsions on the ,cl111rc.h 
at h,ome, two other brief . sayings a·re S'imilarly exhaustive: 
first, Thomas Chalmers' remark that ''foreign missions act on 
home missions, not by exhaustion, but by fermentation ;'' and 
seco ,nd, Alexander Duff;s sag·e saying, that ''the ·church tl1at 

· is no longer evangelistic, will cease to be evangelical.'' 
The whole l1undred years of mis5ions is a historic con1-

mentary on the ,se four co1mprel1ens,ive statements. Gocl's 
Word has never returned to , Hin1 void. , Like the rain from 
heaven, it has come down, not to go back u11til it has made tl1e 
~arth to bring forth and bud, yielding not only bread for the · 
eater, but S1eed for the sower, providing for salvation of souls 
and expansion of service. Eve ·ry\vhere . God's one everlasting 
sign has beell wrought; instead of the thorn has come up tl1e fir 
tree, and instead of the brier, the myrtle t1"ee the soil of so­
ciety exhibiting a total change in its products, as in the Fiji ' 
gro ·up, wher 1e a t'l1ousand cl1urcl1es displace heathen fa.nes land 
cannibal ovens, or as among the Karens, where on opposing 
hills the Schway Mote TOu Pagoda confronts the Kho Th .ah 
Byu Memorial Hall, typical of tl1e o]d and the new. Alo11g 
the valley of the Euphrates churches have been planted by the 
score; with native pas ·tors supported by self-de ,nying tithes of 
their members. Everywhere the seed o·f the Word of God be-
• 
tng sown, it has sp1rtlng up in a h,arv 1est of renewed souls 
which in tttrn have become themselves the g·ood seed of the · 

. kingdom, to become also the germs of a new harvest. 

CHURCHES AT HOME . 
• 

On the other hand, God has dist,inc't,ly sl1own approval of 
missionary zeal and enthusiasm in the church at home whicl1 

• 

has ·supplied the missionaries. Spiritual prosperity and prog-
ress may be gauged so absolute ly by· the meas·ure of missio,na1~y 
activity, th.at the spirit of missio,ns is now recognized as the 
spirit of Christ. The Scripture proverb is. p1ro,ven true: ''There 

• 

.. 
• 
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is that scattereth and yet i11creas,eth, a11d there is that witn-
holdeth more tl1an is meet, but it tendeth to poverty ;''' and 
Christ's paradox is illustrat ,ed: ' 1iThe life t'hat is save ,d is lost, 
and the life tl1at is lost is saved;'' Bishop Phillips Broolcs 
1compared the church that apologizes ! f 01.. doing no ,thing to 1 

spread tl1e good n,ews on the ,ground of its pove ,rty and f 1eeble­
ness, t,o 'the parricide ,~h,o, a:rraigned in c,oµrt for his fathe ,r's 
murder, pleads f 01 · mercy on account o,f 'his orph lanhood ! Th ie 
hundred years have demonstrated that ''religion is :a com ... 
· modity of which the more we export the more we have re­
maining.''* The logic of even ts proves that the sure st way to 
ke,ep the church pure in faith and life, is to push missions with 

. 

intel 'ligen ,ce and holy zeal. 
• 

l\1ISSIONARY CHARACTERS 

\/Vhat a distinct s,,eal o.f God upon mission. work is seen in 
the Jiigltt ideals of c,har1acter fottnd in the missionari ,es them­
selves! If the workman leaves his impres ,s, on his work, it is 
no less true that the work leaves its 1nark on the workn 1an. 
Even those wl10 assail missions, applaud the missionaries; 
they may doubt the policy of sending 'the be ,st me11 and wo,men 
abroad to die by f eve1r 0 1r violence, ,or ,;vaste thei1· ,sweet11e,ss 
10n t.he desert air; b'ut ev,en they d10 not do,ubt that the type 
of char ,a,cter ,, dev,e1oped by mission work, is tl1e highest known 
'to hu,manityi; In this field have ripened into beauty and, fra-
grance the fairest fl10\vers and fruits of Christian li fe ; an 1d il­
lustrated~ as nowI1ere else, unselfisl1 devotion t10 1Christ, un­
swerving loyalty to the Word, and unsparing sacrifice for men. 
Was it n,ot 'f heodore Parker who said, that it was no w,aste to 
have spent all the money missions had cost, if they gave us 
one Judson? ' On the mission field at·e to be f 1ound, if any­
wher ,e, the t,rue succ1ession o,f the apostles ,, tl1e n,ew acc1essio,n 

_ *Mr. Cro,~ins.bield ob;eeted in the S,enate of Massachu ·setts to the 
incor ,poirat ,io11 of the A. B,. C. F. M. tha t 'it v.i,.~s ,desig11ed to ''e,xport re­
ligion. whereas th ere was none to spare from an1011g ourselves.'' Tl1is 
is Mr. White's repJ·y. 

I 

• 

• 
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to tl1e goodly fellowship of the prophets, an 1d tl1e perpetual 
procession of the noble ar1ny of martyrs. · 

Surely all this is the standing proof of the Superintending 
Providence of God. I-Ie who gave the 1narching orders gave 
at tl1e same time the promise of His perpetual presence on the 
march ; and He has, kept His word : ''Lo; I am ,rvith you all 
the days, even unto the end of the age.'' At ever-y step faith 
has seen tl1e Invisible Captain of the Lord's host , and, in all . 
victories, behind the sword of Gideon, the sword of the Lord . 

• 

• 

In the Acts of the Apostles , ,vithin the compass of twenty 
ve1,.ses1

, fifteen t·imes Go1d is put boldly forward as the one 
.Actor in ,all. ev,ents . P 1aul and Bar11ab,as rehe larse :d, in the 
ears of tl1e churcl1 at Antiocl1 a·nd afterward a.t Jerusalem, not 
what tliey had done for the Lord, but all that He had aone 
with then1,, and how He had opened the door of faith unto the 
G.e1itile·s;· ,vhat rnirracles and wond1ers God had' wrou,g.ht a1nong 
the Gentiles· by them. And, in the same spirit, Peter, before 
the cot1ncil, empI1asizes 110w God had made His choice of him 
~s the very mouth . whereby the Gentiles s11ou1d hear the word 
of the Gospel and believe ; how He had given them the Holy 
Ghost and put no difference between Jew ancl. Gentile,. purify­
ing their hearts by faith; and .how He who knew all hearts 
had thus home them witness. Then James ., in . the · same 
strain, refers to the way in which God had visited the Gen­
tiles to take out of them a people for His name; and con­
·c1udes by two qt1otation.s from t.he 0 1ld Test .ament whicn fitly 
s·um up t'he wl10,le n1atter: 1''The Lord who d,oeth all these 

r th ings. ,i ''Known unto God are all Jiis wo·rk,s from the be-

• 

ginning of the wor1d.'' (Acts . 14:27 to 15:18.) 
'lt'he meaning of such repeated p,hraseology cannot be mis­

taken. God is thus presented as the one Agent or Actor, even 
conspicuous apostles, ]ike Pat1I and Peter, being only His in-

• 

struments. · No equal numb ,er .o,f verses in the W 1ord "'f God 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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contain such emphatic and repeated lesso·ns on man's in­
sufficiency and nothingness, and God's all-sufficie·ncy and .al­
mightiness. God was working upon man throi1gl1 man, 
choosing man to be I-Iis mouthpiec 1e; with I-Iis key unlocking 
shut doors; Himself visiting tl1e nations, taking out a people 
for His name, turni11g sinners into saints, purifying hearts a11d 
bearing them witness ; He alon.e did all these wondrous thii1gs, 
according to His knowledge and plan of what He would do 
from the beginning. These are not the acts of the apostlo s, 
but the acts of God through the apostle s. In the same s.pirit 
the praying saint of Bristol na1nes his journal: ~'The Lord's 
Dealings with George Mii11er.'' 

GOD S RESERVES 

There is thus indeed, a Superint _ending Providence of God 
in foreign missio ,ns; tl1e King is there in imperial conduct, th-e 
Lawgiv ,er in at1tho1·itative decree; the .Judge in reward and 
penalty: God,, the eternal; mars ,halling the a.ges wi.th their 
events; God., th .e omnipresent, in all places equall,y controlling; 
God, the omniscient, wisely adapting all things to His ends. 
Tl1e Father 1of spirits, discerning the mutual fitness of t·he 
worker and his work, raises up men of the times for tl1e 
times. Himself deathless, His work is immortal thougl1 His 
workmen are mortal, and the building moves on from cor­
nerstone to capst 1one, while dying builders give plac:e to othe1~s. 
He has opened the 1doors and made sea and land the highways 
for international intercourse, and the avenues to international 
brotherhood. He has multiplied f aci]ities for wor 'ld-wide 
evangelization, practically annih .ilating time and space, and de­
molishi11g even th 1e barri 1ers of la.nguage. The printing a,id 
circulating of the Bible in five hundred tongues, reverses the 
miracle of B,abel and repeats the miracle of Pentecost. Wi'thin 
the past 1century the God of battles has been calling out His 
reserve .s. T .hree most conspicuous movem,ents of the century 
were the creation of a new regiment of Medical Missions, the 

-
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vV0111an's Brigade, and the Youn ,g People's Crusade. 111,e o,r­
ganiz ,ation of the Church Army is now so complete that but 
one thing more is needful; namely, to recognize the Invisible 
Captain of the Lord's hosts as on the field, to hear His clarion 
call sun11n1oning us to the front, to echo His Word of com­
mand ; and, in th,e fir1n faith ,of His leade·rship, pierce tl1~ 
very center of the foe, t11rn his staggering wings and move 
forward as one united host in one overwheJming charge. · -

• 

. HISTORIC QUI ,CKENINGS 
• 

Perhaps the most conspicuous seal of God ttpon the mis- . 
sion work of the past centt1ry is found in the spiritual quick­
~nings ,iVh:ich have at ,so1ne time visited wi,th t.h1e po,¥e,r o,f G,od 
.every field o,t · l1abor, wl1ich has been, occupied in His name with, 
e11e1 .. gy of effort and persistence of praJer. We have called 
these ''quickenings'' rathe1· than ''revivals,'' for revival 1~eally 
means , a ·r,estor,ati,on of ]if e,-vigo,r af 'te1· a, s,eason 1of laps,e into · 
indifference and inaction, a11d properly applies to the Cliurch. 
We treat now of quickenings out of a state of absolute spirit­
ual death; and again we point to these as the most indisputable 
and unans ,werab 1]e sa11c·tio,:n and siea'l of God o.n modern mis- · 

• sions. 
Tl1e following are among the most miemorable of tl1e century, 

.a.rran.ged for co11venience, in tl1e order of time! 

• 

181,5-1816. Tahiti., under the labo1rs o,f No,tt, I-Iayward, etc., 
1818-]82J ,,, Sierr .a Leone, under W'illiam A. B. J1ohnsot1~ 
1,819-1839. Soitth Seas, under John Williams. 
1822-1826. Hawaiian Islands, 11nder Bi11gham, etc, 
183,1 ... 1835. New Zealand, under Samtt ,el Marsde1r1, etc. 
1832-1839,. Bt1rma and Kar ,ens, unde,r J udso11, etc. 
1835~1839. Hil:o and Pttna,) , under Titt1s Coan,. 
1835-1837. Madagascar, under Griffiths, J obns, Baker, etc. 
1842-1867. Germany, under J. ·Gerhard 10ncken, etc. 
1844-lSSO. Fiji Islands, under Ht1ng and ,Calvert, etc. 
1848-1872. An ,ei"tyu.m, un1der John Gedd.ie, and O'thers. 
1845- 18,9,5. Old C'alabar, under J. J. Fuller, etc. 
1845-1847. Persia, 11nder Fidelia Fiske, etc. 
1856-1863. North American Indians, under William Dun,can. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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1859-1861. E11glis,h Universities, under ~ D. L. Mo 1ody and others. 
1863-1870,. Eg}·pt and Nile Valley, under Drs . Lansing, Hogg , etc~ 
1863-1888. China , gener ally, especially H ankow, etc~ 
1,864-1867. Euphr ,aties D_i.s,trict, un ,der Crosby H .. Wh e,elet, et·c~. 
1867-1869·. A ni'wa., t1n·der John G. Paton, etc. 
1872-1875. Japan, under J. 'H . B,a.lla,ch, Verbeclc:, etc. 
1872-1880. Pa ri s, Fran 1ce, under Rob ert 1'.1,cAll. 
1877 .... 18.78. Telitgu s, under Lyma11 Jewitt and Dr . Clough~ 
1877-1885'. F orm osa, un der Georg ·e L. Mackay. 
1883-1890., Ban.za Ma,1t,eke, un1cl,er Hen ry Ric!1a1·ds. 
18913 ... 1898. Uga1id·a, under Pilkington, Ros ,coe, etc. · 

• 

Others migI1t be added 'b,ut th,ese twenty- five inst a11ces 
sufficient.ly illt1stra te tl1e f a,ct that, th1·ougl1out tl1e wide do111ai11 
o f Chri ,stian eff 1ort, God has signally bes.towed bles.sings. Tl1e 
instances italicized were marked by peculiar swi ft and sudd en 
outpott rin gs of spiritual powe1·, and it will be seen tl1at tl1ese 
form about ·half of the entire nt11nber ,, showing that 1God w·ot·ks 
in two ve.ry divers 1e way s, in son1e cases rewarding toil by 
rap id and sudden visita tions of the Spir1.t, an ,d in quite as many 
ot l1ers by slower but equally su1·e growth an d deve lopn1ent . 

• 

trIN DIVERSE ~1:ANN ERS' ' 

I t is also ~very noticeable tha t in a'I111ost every one of tl1ese 
111arked outpot1rings so111e peculj.a1~ p11"i11 .. ciple or, l 'a·i'w of' God's 
best,owmen t of bl1essing i,s. 1exhibited and exemplified. 

For exa 1nple, the work at Tahiti followed a long night of 
toil, and was the crown of peculiar persistence in tl1e face of 
mo st stubb ,orn re sist ance. At Sie,rra Leone, Johnso 1n found 
ab,01t1t as l1op1eless a 1na.ss of human ity as ever was rescued 
fr ,om· slave-ships, and lie hi~ self was an unedttcated man, land 

• 

at first an uno1·1dained layman. . 
John Wi 'l'l·ian1s wo1n 'his victories , in tI1e Soutl 1 Seas by tl1e 

po1,ver of a simp le proclamat io111 o·f tl11e Gospe1, as, an itinerant ; 
land tl1en, firs1t cam.e int·o full view the power of 11ative converts 
as evangeli sts. In the Hawaiian group and particularly i11 

Hilo and Puna ., it was t'he O"ra1 preacl1ing to the 1nt1ltitudes 
tr1at bro·ugl1t blessing T·itus Coan hol 1ding· a three years' camp-
meeting. ~ 

• 
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In New Zeala11d Ma1·sden had firs ·t to lay foundations, pa­
tiently and prayerfully, and showed great faith in the Gospel . 
.. T udson and . B,oard .n1a·n, in B,ur111a, f 1ound am 1ong t.he Karens a 
people \vhom God had mysteriously prepared, though a sub­
ject and virtually enslaved race. 

Old Calab ,ar was the scen 1e of triu1nph over deep-rooted 
customs and age-long superstitions ; in Persia, tl1e blessi11g 
ca1ne upon an educational work attempt ,ed si11gle-l1anded ,a.1nong 
,¥01nen and girls. Wi .llia1n Dt1ncan in his Metlakahtla rea1··ed a 
1nodel state out of Indians hitl1erto so fierce a11d ·hos,tile tl1at 
1·1e dared no,t. assemble l1ostile t :ribes . in one m1eeti11g. The re~ 
viva! in the English ttniversi ·ties is especially me1norable as tl1e 
real . birt ·h-time of the Cambridge Mis .sion Band and the Stu­
dent V ol.t.1nte,er Mo 1veme·11t which crys .tallized f ttlly ·twenty-·five 
years lat er . In Eg; rpt the · transformation was gradual, de­
p,enclent on teaching as 1nt~cl1 as p1·,eaching, but it has made th .e . ~ -

N 1le Vall ,ey one of the marvels o-f missionary tri umpl1. In 
CI1in.a tl1e most marked features were the influence of medical 
111iss1i<.1ns a11cl the rais .. ing up of a body of unpaid . la.;r-evan­
geiists, who itinerated through their o,¥n home te.rritory. On 
the Euphrates the conspicuous featu re was tl1e organization of 
a large nu1nber of self-supporting churches 011 tl1e tit he · sys­
tem someti1nes starting with only te11, memb ers T~itl1 native 
pastors, At Ani,va three an 1d a l1alf years saw an utte1· sub-. 
,~ersio 1n of tl11e ·whole siocial fabric of ido!atr ,y. .In Ja pa11 the 
signa l success was found in the planting of the foundations cf 
a native church ·, and th 1e remarkable spirit 9£ pra) rer 01:1t­
poured on native converts. In Formosa, 11ackay won his victo~ 
ries by training a band of young men as evangeli sts, wl10 
witl1 h.im went out to plant pew missions. At ·Banza Man­
tel<e, Richards came to a cris·is, and ver1tured ,lite,rally to obey 
the New Testament injunctions in the Ser1non on tl1e 11ount­
for 1example, 1''give t,o him th .at asketh tl1ee,'' In Uganda it 
was the new self-surrend 1er and anointiqg of the 1nissiona1·ies, 
and reading <nf the Scriptt1res by th.e unconverted natives, on 

• 
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,vhich God so sin,gula1§ly smiled. Piikington s,aid in Lo11don 
tl1at he l1ad never known three co,nvert s who 11,a,d no,t been 
B·ible reader s,. · · 

LESSONS 

"fl1us, as we take tl1e whole exp,eri 1ence ,of the centttry to­
g ,ether, , we fin,cl tl1e following emphatic lessons taught us: . 

1. God has , set special hono,r upon ,I~is own Go,spel. 
Where it has b,een most sin1ply an,d purely pr ,eached the larg-
est fruit have ultimately followed. ' 

2. The translation, publicatio ,n, a11d public and private 
reading of t'i1e Scriptures have been particularly owned by tl1e 
Spirit. . 

• 

3. S,cl1ools, di s,tinctively Ch ·ristian, a'nd cons,ecr ,ated to, t11e 
p·urpose s of ,education of a tl1or,ougl1ly Christian type, have 
been scho 10,l,s of tl1e S,pirit of G·o,d~ 

4. The organization of native churches, , on a self-sup-
porting basis \Vith n.ative pastors, and sending out their own 
members as lay e'\"1angeli,sts, has been sealed with blessing+ · 

5. The crisis has always been turned by prayer. At tl1e 
·111ost disheartening period s, when all seemed hopeless, patient 
w a·iting on God in f aitl1 has brought sudden and abundant 
·floods of bless ing. · 

' 

6. The n1,ore ,comple·t1e s,eif -s,urr·ender of n1issi,onaries 
themselves, ,a11d tl1e,ir n,ew equipment by tl1e I-Ioly S,pirit, has 
·often been tl1,e opening ,of a new era to the native ch11rcl1 and 
the Vl1l1ole V\'Ork. 

· The se are lessons worth lear11i11,g. The secrets of suc­
~ess are no different frol11 what they were in apostolic days. 

''T HE FINGER 10F G10D'' 

. Our God is tl1e same God,1 and His met ho 1ds do not es~ 
~~entiaily cl1ange. I-Ie has co,mmanded us to go into · all tl1e 
,\iT,orld and p,rea,ch the good tidin ,gs to the whole· creati 1on; and 
t he promi se, '' I ... o I atn with you alway," is inseparable from 

• 
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• 
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o'bedien 1ce. In connection with this 1Gospel message He has 
given us certain prominent aids, , which are by no means to 
be reckoned as belonging to a realm of minor importance, and 
among th 1em 1Cl1rist,ian teaching ,, Bible S1earching, I fervent 
prayer , and Holy Spirit power outrank all other conditio11s of · 
successful service. Th .e survey o,f the century is like reading 
new chapters , in the Acts; no trtte believer can atterript it care-
£ u]Iy without :finding a new . Book of God in the history o·f 
this hundred years. Any man or woman who will take the 
score or more of marked quickenings we have outli lned, and 
giv,e a solid mont ,11 'to th 1eir cons,ecut:iv,e st,ttd,y, W'i,11 ,fi11d all 
doubts diss1pated that the living God has been at work, and 
that no field, l1owever hard and stony and hopelessly barren, 
can ultim ,ateJy re sis,t cu]tur 1e on New Testa ,1n,ent1 lines. In · 
11othing do we need 3~ new an 1d clarified vision more than in 
tl1e clear perception and co,nviction that the days, of the super­
nat ·ural are not past. Here ,is, t,he school where th ,ese lessons 
are ta11ght. T'en centuries of 1nerely· ,natural forces at wo1rk 
would never have wrought what ten years have accompli shed, 
even v,Then ev 1ery ht1man co1ndition for bade success. A feeble 
band of mis ,sionaries in th 1e midst of a vast host of the 
heathen have been compelled to master a foreign tongue, and 
often reduce it for ·the first time to written form, translate 
the Word of God, set up schools, win converts, and train 
them into consistent members and 1comp1ete,nt eva,ng,e1ists; 
remove mountains of ancestral superstitio ,ns and uproot syca­
mine trees of pagan customs ; establish medical missions, 
!Christian c,o]Ieges, 1Cr1eate Cl1ri,sti,an literature, model so1ciety 
on a new basis; and they have done all this within the life­
time of a generation , and sometimes within a decade of 
years ! Even Pharaoh's magicians would have been compelled 
to confess, ''rhis is the finger· of God !'' 

• • 
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CII . .t\PTER II 

IS THERE A GOD? 
• 

BY REV. T H0 1MAS W HITELA W, . lvf. A., D,. D., 

KILMARNOCK, SC,OTLAND 

• 

• 

• 

Wl1et l1e1~ or not there is a sup rem 1e persona l intellige11ce, in­
finite and eternal, omnipo 1tent, om11iscient a1~11d omnipresent, tl1,e 
C1·eator, upholder and rul er of tl1e t1nive1 .. se, i1n1nanent u1 a11d 
yet transce11ding all tl1ings, gracious a1·1d mercift1l, tl1e Father 

. a11d R 1edee1n 1er of manki .n d, is sure .ly thre prof ound 1est prob le1n 
that ca11 agitate the h111nan mind. Lying as it do,es at the 
fo undat ion of all 111an's religious beliefs -- as to re spons ibility 
a·nd duty, sin and salvation, ·i·mn1011·tality an ,d f11tu1·e blesse ,d-
111ess,, as. to, th e po1ssibility of a r 1eveJ,ation, of an in ,ca1 .. na tion, of 

a re surrect ion, as to the value of prayer, the credibility of 
miracle, the reality of provid ence , with tl1e reply given to it 
a1·e bou11d up not alone tl1e temp,01·al a11d ete1 .. nal l1appine ss of ' 
the individual, but also tl1e \Velfa.re and progress of the race. 
N evert 'hel.ess,1 to it h.ave been retu .1·ned the mo st varied re-
sp1onses. . 

The Atheist, for example ·, ass.,e1·ts that the·re is no, Go1d. 
Tl11e Agnostic prof esbes that he can not te11 ,vhether tl1ere is 
a God or 11ot. The Materialist boa sts tha t ·11e does 11at need a 
God, that he can run the universe withot1t one. The ( Bible) 
Fo ol wis .hes there v.ras 110 Go 1d,. The Chri ,stian answers tl1at l1e 
ca11not do with out a God." 

I.. T I-IE AN SWER o ·F T I-I'E AT rIEIST ' 
• I ( JJ 

THERE IS N 10 GOD • 

In the ,se days it wil l hardly do to pas s by ·thi s bold and 
confident 11egation by si·mply say·ing that th ,e theoretical ath ,eist 
is an ttltogether ex ce1),tional specimen of humanity, and that 
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l1is audacious utterance is as, 1nuch the outcon1e of ignorance 
as of i111piety. When one meets in the ''Hibbert Journal'' from 
the pen of its edito1· such a statement as this: ''Society 
abounds with earnest and educated persons wl10 have lost 
faith in a living persona] God, and see tl1eir fellows and fore­
see thems ,elves passing out of life ,entirely without hope," and 
,;vhen Blatchford in the Eng·Iish ' Clarion'' writes: ''Tl1ere is 
no Heavenly Father watching tenderly over us, H is creatures, 
1-Ie is. the baseless shadow of a ,;vi tf ul dr ,am,' 1

' it becomes ap­
pa1 .. ent that tl1eoretical a-theism is not extinct, even i11 cultured 
cii-cies, and that same observations witl1 regar d to it may still 
be needful. Let these observations be the following: 

1. Beli .ef tliat there is 1io God does not amoitnt to a deni­
onst,,.ation. tli,at no God is. N eitl1er , it is tru 1e, does belief tl1at 
God is prove the truth of the proposition except to the indi­
vidual in whose l1eart that belief l1as been awakened by tl1e 
Divine Spirite T ·o ano1tl1er tl1an him it is destitute of ,veight 
as a11 a1·gu1nent in suppo1·t of the tl1eis·tic p10.sition ,. At tl1e 
san1e time it is of importa11ce·, while conceding tl1is, to empha­
size tl1e fact that d.isbelief in the exis .tence of a Divin,e Being 
• 
1s not equivalent to a demon st ration that there is no God. 

2. Such a dem-onstration is from the nature of tlze case 
impossi-ble. Here again it may be true as Kant contends that 
rea son !cannot demo ,11str'ate ( that is, by logic), tl11e existence of 
God ; but it is equally true, as tl1e same philo sop her admit , 
tl1at reason can ju st as little dispro ,ve tl1e existe11ce of God. 
It was well observed by the late Prof. Calderwood of the Edin­
burgh University that ''the divine existence is a trutl1 so plain 
tl1at it needs no proof, as it is a truth so high that it admits 
of nlone.'' But the situation is alte1·ed wl1e11 it co1nes t10 a posi~ 

~ 

ti,re denial of that existence. . The idea of God once formed 
in the mind, whether as a11 intuitio11· or as a de,dttction, cannot 
be laid aside without convincing evidence that it is delusive 
and unreal. And such evide11ce cannot be produced. As Dr. 
Cl1almers long ago observed, before one can positively a sert 

• 
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that there is no Go1d, l1e must a1·1·ogat1e to lriimself tl1e wisdo111 
,and ubiquity of God. . He mus 1t explore the entire ci.rcuit of 
the universe to be sure that no God is there. He 111ust have 
interrogated all the· generations of 1nankind and all the l1ie1·­
a1·chies of heaven to be certain they had never heard o·f a God. 

In short, as Chalmers puts it, ''F ,or man not to know God, 
l1e has only to sink beneath the level of ot1r common nature. 
But to ,deny God he inus .t be God himself ,.'' 

3. Denial of the divine existe1ice is not warranted by in­
ability to discern traces of GodJ s presence in the unive1""se. 
Prof. I-Iux1ey, wh 10 once described hi111self in a letter t 10 Charle s 
Kingsley as ''exactly what the Cl1ristian world called, and, so 
far as he could judge, was justified in calling him, an atheist 
a11d infidel,'' .appea1·.ed to think it was. ''I cannot see," he 
wrote, ''one shadow o·r tittle of evidence that the Great Un­
known underlying the phenomena of the universe stands to us 
in the relation of a F'atl1er, lo.ves us and cares for tts a.s C'l1ris­
tia nit,y ass.erts. ,'' Blatcl1ford also with eq·ual emp,I1as1i.s affirms: 
''I cannot believe tl1at God is a personal God ,¥ho interferes 
·in human affairs. I cannot see in s.cience, or in experience, 
or in history, any signs of such a God or of such intervention.'> 
Neither of the se w1·iters, however, it may b·e presu1ned, would 

• 

on reflection advance tl1eir incapacity to perceive the foot-
prints or hear tl1e voices of tl1e Creator as proof tl1at no 
Creator existed, any more tl1an a blind n1an would maintaia 
there was no sun because he could not see it, or a deaf man 
would contend tI1ere was no sou11d because he never heard it. 
Tl1e incapacity of 1-Ittxley and Blatchf or .d to either see or hear 
God may, and no doubt does, serve as an explanation of their 
ath ,eistical creed, bttt assur ·edly it is no justification of the same, 
since a prof ot1nder reasoner tha11 either has said: ''The i11-

visible thi.ngs of God sinc 1e the ·Creation of the world are clear­
ly see~ being perceived throttgh tl1e tl1ings that are 1nadc, 
even His ev,e1~tasting power and divinity; so that they [ who 
believe not] are without excuse.'' 

• 

-• 

• 
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4. The majority of mankind, not in Christian coit1itr·ics 
only, but also in heathen lands, from the beginning <Jf the 
world onward, have believed in the exi stence of a Supre1ne 
Be1'.ng. They may frequently, as Paul says, have ''changed 
the glory of the incorruptible God into an image made like to 
corruptible man, and to birds and four-footed beasts and ,c1·eep­
ing things;'' but deeply seated in their natures, debased though 
these were by sin, Jay the conception of a Superhuman Power 
to wl1om they owed allegiance and whose favor was indis- · 
pensahle to their happiness .. It was a say ing · ,of Pltttarch that 
in his day a man might travel the world over without finding 
a city without temples and gods ; in our day isolated cases 
have been cited of tribes the Andaman Islanders , by Sir John 
Lubbock, and the Fuegians, , by Admiral Fitzroy who have 
exhibited no signs that they possessed a knowledge either of 
God or of religion. But it is at least open to question whether 
tl1e investigators on whose testimony such instances are ad­
va11ced did not fail to discover traces of what they sought 
either th rough want of familiarity with the language of the 
natives, or through starting with 'the presupposition that the · 
rieligious conceptions of the natives must be 1equally exalted 
with their own. In any case, on the principle that exceptio11s 
prove the rule, it may be set down as incontrovertible tl1at the 
v.ast majority of ·mankind have poss,essed some idea of a 
Supreme Being; so that ·if the truth ,or fa1sehood of the 
propo ,sition, ''The ·re is no God,'' is t ·O be determined by the 
counting of votes, the question is settled in the negative, that 
is, against the atheist's creed. · 

II. THE CONFESSION OF THE A,GNOSTIC 

' ·'1 CANNOT TELL WHETHER THERE IS A GOD ,QR NOT'' 

Withottt dogmatically affirming that there is no Go I, the 
Agnostic practically insinuates that whetl1er there is a God 
or not, nobody can tell and it does not m11.ch matter that man 

• 

with his loftiest powers of thought and reason and with his 
• 

• 

• 
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best appliances of research ,, cannot come to speec ,h with 1God or 
obtain reliable inf onnation concerning Him, can only build ttp 

an imaginary picture, like. an exaggerated or 01rergrown man
1 

and call that God in other words, can only n1ake a God, after 
his ovvn ima&'e and in his own likeness without being s11re 
whether an.y corresponding reality stands behi11d it, or even if 

• 

there is, whether that reality can be said to come up to the 
1nea.su1·e of a Divine Being· or be entitled to be designated God. 
The agnostic does 11ot deny that behind the pheno1nena of the 
unive rse there may be a Power., but whether tl1~re is or not, 
at1d if there is, w11ether that Po.wer is a Force or a Person, are 
among· tI1e thi11gs u11l(nown and 11nl-cno1v1ab1e, so tl1at practi ·cally, 
Go,d b,eing out side and beyond the sphere of man's kno,vledge, 
it 1can never be· 0 1f ,c,011s·equ,en1ce whether there be a God o,r not­
i t can ne·ver be more than a subject of curio ,us speculation, 
Iil{e that ,vhich engages the leisure time of some _astronomers, 
whet11er t11ere be inhabita .nts in the planet Ma1·s or not~ 

• 

' 
As thus expounded, the cree ,d of the agnostic is op1en to 

• 

serious .objections ,. . · 
1. It entirely ignores the spiritiial factor itz. man's natu1-e, 

__,...either denyi11g the soul's existence altogether, or viewing it 
• 

as merely a function of tl1e body; er, if regarding it as a sepa-
rate entity distinct from the body, and using its faculties to ap­
prehend a11d reaso ,n about exter nal objects, yet denyi11g its 
ability to dis.,cern spirit11al re,alities. On ,eitl1e1· alte1,1ative, it is 
contradicted by b,oth Scriptu re a11d exp 1e1·i1ence. Fr 101n Gen,esis 
to Revelation the Bible p1ro,ceeds upon the assumption that 
man is more than ''six feet of c)a,y,'' '''curiou sly carved a,nd 
wondrously articulated,'' that ''there is a spiri ,t in man,'' and 
tl1at this spirit has power not only to apprehend things u11seen 
bt1t to come into touch with God and to be touched by Hi1n, or, 
in Scripture pl1rase, to see an ,d know God an .d to be seen a11d 
known by Him. N'or can it .be denied tl1at man is conscious 
of being more than animated matter, and of having power to 
apprel 1end m 1ore ·than comes witl1in t 'he range of his senses, for 

• -
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11e 1can and does entertain ideas and cherish feelings that have 
at least no direct connection with the senses, and can originate 
t l1ot1gl1ts, e·1notions and ,,_olitions tha ·t have not been excited 
by external objects. .And as to knowing God, Christian ex­
pe1tie11ce attests the tru .th of· Scripture iNl1en ·it sa),.S tl1at this 
lcnowledge is no figure o,f speech or illusio11 of the mind, but a 
sober reality. It is as certain as language can make it tl1at 
Abraham and Jacob, Moses and Joshua, Samuel and David, 
Isaiah and Jeremiah, l1ad no doubt whatever that they knew 
God and were known of H im ; and 1nt1ltitudes of Christians 
exi st to-day who1n it wou ld not be easy to convince that they 
C<)Ulcl not and did not know God, altho11gh not tl1rough the 
1nedium of the se11ses or eve11 of tl1e pt11·e reason. 

2. · It takes for gra1ited tliat things ca11not be adequate!')' 
ktiown ittiless th ey are fi tlly known. This proposition, how­
everj cannot be sustained in either Science or Pl1ilosopl1y, in 
ordinary life or in religiotts experience. Science knows there 
are such tl1ings as life ( vegetab le and animal), and force 
( electricity a11d magnetisn1 for example), but con£ esses its 
ig11orance of ,;vhat lif 1e and force ar [e as to their essence all 
tl1at is under stood about tl1em being tl1eir properties and 
effects. Philosophy can expound tl1e laws of thought, but is 
baffled to unrid all1e tl1e secret of tl11ot1ght its.elf, h1ow it is ex­
cited in tl1e soul by nerve -move111ents cattsed by impressions 
from witl1out, and how it can express itself by originating 
co11nter movements in the body . In ordinary life human be-
ings know each other adequately £01· all practical purposes 
while aware tl1at in eacl1 there are depths whicl1 the other 
cannot fathom, each being shut off from the other by what 
Prof. Dods calls · ''th .e limitations of personality.'' Nor is 
the case different i11 religious experience. Tl1e Christian, like 
Paul, may ha.ve no difficttlty in . saying, ''Christ . livetl1 in n1e,'' 
but he cannot explain to him self or others, how. I-Ience the 
inference must be rejected that because the finite 111i11d cannot 
f11lly comprehend the ~nfinite, th erefore it cannot k110\v the 

• 
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infi,nite at all, and must ren1ain forever uncertain whetl1er, 
there is a God or not. Scripture, it should be noted, does 11ot 
say that any finite mind can f 11lly find out God; but it does 
say tha.t, men may kno,v God from the things which He ltas 
made, and mo1·e especially from the Image of Himself which 
has been furnished in Je sus Christ, so that if they fail to k110,v 
If im, they are withou,t excuse. 

3. It virtually u1iderm,ines the foundations of 1norality. 
For if one cannot tell whether th ,ere is a God or not, how can 
one be sure that there is any sucl1 thing as mo.rality? Tl1e 
distinctions between right and wrong which one m.akes in th ,e 
regulation of his conduct may be altogether basel,ess. It is 
true a struggle may be 1nade to keep the1n up out of a p1·t1-

dentia1 regard for future safety, out of a desire to be on the 
· winning side in case tl1ere shoulc l be a God. But it is doubt­

ful if the imperative ' ''ou,ght'' would long resound within 
one's soul 1 wer 1e the 1conclusion once reacl1ed that no, one c1ould 
tell whether behind the phenomena of nature or of consciot1s­
nelss there was a God or not. Morality no more than religion 

• • can rest on uncertainties. 

III. 1THE BOAST! OF THE MAT'ERIALIST 

''r DO NOT NEED A GOD, I CAN RUN THE UNIVERSE WITIIOUT ONE,, 

Only grant him to begin with an ocean of atoms and a force 
to set th 1em in motion and he will forthwith explain tl1e myst ,ery 
of creation. If we have what he calls a scientific imagination, 
l1e will let us see the whole process, tl1e 1no'.lecul 1es, or ato1ns 
circling and whirling, da,ncing and skipping, combi ,ning and 
dividing, advanci11g and retiring~ selecting partners and form­
ing· groups, closing in their ranks and o,pe11ing them ot1t again, 
building up space-fil]ing 1nasses, growi11g hotter and l1otter as 
they wheel tl1rot1gh space, whirling , swifter and swifter, tit] · 
through shee ,r velocity they swe ll and burst, after which tl1ey 
break up into fraaments and cool down into a complete planet­
ary systen1 . 

• 

• 
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Inviti11g us to light upon this . globe, the materialist will 
sho w us ho,v tl1rough long centuries, mounting up to millions 
lo£ yea1 .. s, the va1·io11s rocks which form t'l1e ea1·tl1's crus ,t were 
deposited. · Nay, if we will dive with him to tl1c bottom of 
the ocean he will point out the first speck of dead matter that 
sprang into life, protoplasm, thottgh he c,annot tell when or 
how. Having startled us witl1 this, 11,e will lead us up tl1e 
G1·eat Staircase of Nature with its 26 or 27 steps, and tell us 
how on this step the vegetable gr ·ew into an animal, and how 
after many mo,re steps the ani1naI became a man, _and tl1us · 
tl1e ·wl1ole evolutionary , dram ,a. will be unrolle 1d. 

" Concerning this the ,ory of the universe, however, it is perti-
nent to 1nake tl1ese remark s: 

1. Taken at its full valu 1e, ,vith unquest ,ioning ,admissi 1011 

of th 1e alleged scientific ·facts on wl1icl1 it is based, it is at best 
01ily an inferen ,c,e or wo1~king hyp,othesis) 1.vl1icl1 1na,y or may 
not be trite and wliicli ce,-tainly ca1'l,1iot claim to be beyond 
di'spitt,e. 

2
1

• So far from securing u11ive1A>sal acceptance, it lias been 
repitdiated by. scientists of the fiiglzest repute. €'Tl1e Kant­
Laplace theory of the origin of the solar system by the whirl­
ing masses of nebulou ,s ma.tter ,I till 1-ings flew off and became 
tl1e worlds we see,'' says a German writer, ''can no n1ore be 
defended by any scientist'' (Neue I{irchliche Zeitschrift, 1905, 
p. 957). The attempt to explain in this way the origin of the ~ 
ttniver ,se, says Merz, can · be des1c1.wibed as ''belonging to th ,e 
romance of science'' (European Th ought in tl1e 19th Cent., 
p. 285) ,., Indeed Lap ,la,ce him self put it forward ' 1'with great 
reserve, and only as a likely suggestion'' (ibid., p. 285), As 
regards · t 'he de ,rivation of man from the lOVv'"1er anin1als, it is 
enough to , reme1nber that th ie late Prof. 'Virchow maintained 
tl1at ''we can11ot designat .e it as a revel ,ation of science, that man 
descends from the ape ,or from any other animal' '' (Nature, 
Dec. 8, 1877); that Prof. P ,au1sen, speaking of Haeclcel, says 
·' 'he belongs already to a dead generation, 1

' and calls l1is theory 
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of 1n1aterialist ,ic evoltttio ,n ''an example of incredible f ri, ,olit y 
i11 the treatmen it of serious problen1s1'' (,see P1·inceton Revie,v, 
Oct., 1906, p. 443.); that Prof. · Von E. Pfenningsdorf de­
cla1·es ''the materialistic e,xp lanation of tl1e world to be un­
tenab 1le'' ( se,e Tl1eologische Runds ,chau, 1905, P~ 85)1 

; that 
Fleischn1an i11 hjs book, '''Die Des ,ende·nz Tl1eorie,'' de.nies evo-

• 

l1..1tio11 al·togetl11er; that Dr. Rt1d1olpl1 Otto adn1its th,at ''pop 'U-
lar Da1·winism (Dar\\ 1inis1ms Vulgaris) ,'' by whicl1 he means 
''tl1at 111a,n is really descended from monkeys," is ''theoret­
ically vvorthiess'' ( NaturalisJ.11 and Religio11, p. 94) ; and tl1at 
Prof. P 1ettigre~1 of St. J\ .... ndrew's University wri ,tes,: ''Tl1ere 
is, it ap,pears to 111e, no p1·oof that man is 1di1 .. e,ct]y de sce11ded 
from tl-1e ape, and indi rect ly f ro,m the 1nollusc 10r rnona ,cl'' 
( De ,sign f n Nature, Vol. III, p. 1324). 

3,. Conceding all that evolutiotiists deniand) that f1·on1 mat­
te1· and force the present cosrno 1s ha s been deve101Jed, t/1e 
q1,estio,n 1:enia.ins~ whether this eri1-rclude's 01r 1··e1ide1~s· unneces·­
sary the, in.terven,tion of 1God as ,the p1rim1e1 move·r in th,e process. 
If it ,does, ,one would like to know whence 1natte1~ and for 1ce 
came. For the atoms or molecules, formerly supposed to 1 be 
ttltimates and indivisible, hav .e now b·een proved by science 
to be 1nanufact ured and capab1e of b1eing analy zed into my1·iads 
of electro 'ns ; and it is ha1·dly supposable that th,ey ma11t1f,ac­
tt1red 'tl1emsi1elves. Mo ,reo ,v,er, one wot1l1d like tio, kno,v h,o\\r 
thes ,e atoms or ele1ctrons came to attract and repel one another 

• • 

and form comb ina ti1ons, if there was no origina ,l cau s,e behind 
them and no aim before them? If even 1natter be construed 
as a form of ,energy, or force, the difficu 'lty is not remov 1ed, 
since f or ,ce in its, Jast an:alysis is the output of will a11d will 
impl.i1es intelligence or ,c,onsciou ,s personality. 

From tI1is conclusion escape is impossible, ! except by ,as-­
su111ing that matter and force existed from eternity; in whi,cl1 
case they must have gontained in the1nsel'1·es the ger111s of life 
and intelligence in ot'l1er, ,vords mt1st t'l1e1nselves 11a,ve been 
God in posse, if not in esse, in potentiali ,ty if not in r.eality • 

• 
• 

• 
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But again st this paritheistica] assumption must ever lie the diffi­
culty of explaining how or why the God that was latent in 
matter or force was so long in arriving at consciousness in man, 
a11d how before man appea1·ed, the latent God being uncon­
scious could ha\t-e· directed the evolutionary process which 

• 

fa shioned the cosmos. Till these inquiries are satisiactorily 
a11swe red, it will not be possible to accept the materialistic 
solution of the universe. 

IV. THE DESIRE OF ·THE (BIBLE) FOOL 

'' I WISH THERE WAS NO GOD"' 

Only a few words need be given to th is rejoinde r, as the 
fool does not say in his intellect, but only in his heart, the1·e 
is no God. In his case the wish is father to the thou gl·1t. 
Secret1y persuaded in his mind that tl1ere is a God, he would 
n1t1ch rather there h.ad been none. It wo11ld suit hi1n better. 
But the fact that he cannot advance to a categorical denial of 
the Divine Existence is an inclirect witness to the in11ate con­
viction which the human heart posse sses, that t11ere is a God 
in ,vhotn man lives and moves and has his being. 

• 

V. T 'HE DECLARAT ·IQ,N OF THE 1Cl-IRISTI AI'I 
t( 

I CANNOT DO WITHOUT A GOD., WITHOUT A GOD I CAN NEITHER 

.at'iCCiOUNT FOR THE UNIVERSE AROUND ME, NOR EXPf,AIN 

JESUS CHRIST ABOVE ME, NOR UNDERST ... t.\ND THE 

SPIRITUAL EXPERIENCES WIT HIN ME'' 

1. Without a God the mate1~ial u1iiverse around tl1e Ch1fis- · 
tia,i is and remains a perple~iring enigma. 

\Vhen he surveys that portion of the universe which lies 
open to his gaze, he sees marl<s of wisdom, power and good­
ness that irresistibly .suggest the idea of a God. When lie 
lool<:s upon the stellar firmament with its innumerable orbs, 
and considers their disposition and order, their balancing and 
circling, he instinctively argues that these shining suns and 

• 
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systems n1ust l1a11e been created, arranged and t1pheld by a 
Divine Mind. w ·11en, re stricting his attention to the earth 
on ,~,hich he stands, he notes tl1e indi .cations of design or of 
adaptation of means to end which are everywhere visible, as 
witnessed, for example, in tl1e constancy of natt1re's laws and 
f 01·ces, in the endles ,s variety of nature' ·s forms, inanimate and 
animate, as well as in their wonderful gradation not only i11 

• 

tl1eir kinds but also i11 the times of their appeat"ing, and in the 
marvelous a,dj ustment of organs to envi1·onment, l1e feels con­
strainecl t 10 reason that these things are n,ot t}1e result of cl1ance 
wl1ich is blind o,r the spontaneous output ,of matter, which in 
itself, so far as known to him, is powerless, lifeless and unin­
telligent, but can only be the handiwork of a Creative 'Mind. 
Whe .n ft1rther he reflec .ts tl1at in the whole round of human 1ex­
perience, effects have never been known to be produced witl1out 
causes; tl1at designs have never been known to be conceived 
or worked out without desig11,ers a.nd artificers ; tha .t de.ad mat~ 
ter has never been known to · spring into life either spon­
taneously or by the application of · mean s; that one kind of life 
has never been known to transmute itself spontaneously or to 

• 

be transmute 1d artificially into another, neither a vegetab le into 
an animal, nor an animal into a man; and when. lastly, accept­
ing the guidance of science, he perceives that in tl1,e upward 
;iscent ,or evolution of nature dead matter was, af ·te1· an inte ·t.,. 
val, perl1aps of millions of years, followed by ve1getable Ii±·e, 
.{lJld this again by animal existence, and this by man precisely 
.as Sc,ripture asserts, he once more feels 1 l1imself sl1ut up to the 
c1onclusion that · tl1e wh ,ole cosmo 1s m.ust b,e the production ,of 
mind, even of a S·upreme Intelligence infinitely powerful, wise 
and good. L.ike the Hebrew p1sa1mist he feels imp .elled to say, 
''0 Lord! l1ow manifold .are Thy works: ,in wisdom hast 
Tl1ou made them all !'' 

• 

· Sbou1d the philosopher interject, that this argument does 
not necessarily require an Infinite Intelligence but 0 1nly an 
artific 1er capable of co·n,stru ,ctin.g such a universe as the present, 
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the answer is that i·f st1ch an a1-tificer existed he himself would 
requi1·e to be accounted for, since beings that are finite must · 
have begun to be, and therefore must ·have been cat1sed. 

Accordingly tl1is artificer must have been preceded by 
another greater than himself, and that by another still greate1·, 
and so on travelling backwards forever. Hence it was argued 
by Kant that pure reason could not demonstrate the exist­
ence of God, but only of a co1npetent demiu1·ge or world­
builder. But this reasoning is fallacious. The human n1ind 
ca11not r,est in an endless succession of effects without a 
First Cause, like a chain depending from notl1ing. Kant him­
self seemed to recognize the unsatisfactory character of his 
logic, since, after ca.sting out God from the universe as Creator, 
he sought to bring Him in again as Supreme Moral Governor. 

But if man's mo,ral nature cannot be expl,ained ,vithout a 
Supreme Moral Lawgiver, on wl1at principle can 1t be reasoned 
that man's intell 1e,ctual nature detna 'nfls less, than a Supretne 
Intelligence ? · 

2. b'Vitho·itt a God tlie Christia1·i ca12not e~plaiti to h·imself . 
tlie P 1ersot1, of J esi,s. 

Leaving out of view what the Gospels re11ort abot1t Hi 
virgin birth (though ,ve do not regard the narratives a u11-

historical or the fact recorded as incredible), and fixing at­
tenti ,on solely on the four reco1·ds, the Cl1ristian discer11s a 
personaliti that cannot be accounted for on ordinary pri11-
ciples. It is not merely that Jesus performed works such · as 
none otl1er man did, and spoke words such as never fell fron1 
mortal lips; it is that i11 addition His life wa ,s, one of incom­
parable goodness of unwearied pl1ilanthropy, self-sacrificing , 
love, lowly humility, patie11t meelcness and spotless purity- · 
such as never bef ,ore had been ,vitnessed on earth, and never 
since has been exhibited by any of His followers. It is that 
Jesus, being sttch a personality as described by those who 
beheld Hi"s glory to be that of an only-bego,tten from a Father, 
f u11 of grace and truth, put forth such pretensions and elaims 
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as wer e wholly t111fitting in the ' lips of a inere man, a11d much 
11101-e o f a sin£ ul 1nan, declaring Himself to be the Ligl1t of the 
'Ar orld and th e B,read of L,if e: giving out that He had power 
to for give sins 1 and to raise the dead; that He had p1re-existed 
before I{e, can1e t,o earth an1d wou,ld 1·etu1·n to that pr 1e-ex ,istent 

• 

sta,te wl1en His worl< was done, which work w,as to di1e for 
men' s sins; that I-le would rise from the dea 1d and asc,end up 
into heaven, both of whicl1 H,e actually did; and asserting that 
He was the Son of God, the ,equal of the F atl1er and the 
future J ud,ge of mankind. The Christian S'tudying tl1is pictu1·e 
perceives that, while to it be·long the : lineamen ,ts of a n1an, it 
also wears the lik,eness of ,a God, and he reas ,ons th,at. if t11at 
pictur ·e was drawn from the life (and how otherwise cou,ld it 
l1ave been drawn?) then a God must once have walked tl1is 
earth in the person of Jesus. For the Christian no other con­
clusion is possible. Certainly not that of the New Theology , 
,vhich mal<es of Jesus a sinful man, di.stinguishing Him from 
C.hrist, th 1e so-called ideal figure · ,of the 1creeds, and calling 
Him divin 1e only in the sense that 0th .er men are divin ,e 
tl1ough in a lesser degree than He. But even the New 
Theo1.ogy cannot escape from the implication of its own creed~ 
For if Jesus was the divinest man that ever lived on earth, 
then naturally His , \Vord should ,carry mor·e weight . tha.n th .at 
of any ,other, and He tanght emphaticalI ,y,, not on,1y tl1.at there 
was a pe·rson l~l God whose Son !-Ie W'as, but that men shot1ld 
pray: ''Our Father whic 'h art in Heaven." 1 

3. Without a God the Cliristian cannot understand the • 

facts of his own consciousness. · 
T'ake nrs,t the i,dea of God of whi.ch he finds himse,]f pos­

s,es1sed 0 1n &rriving at the age of int ·elli,gence and resp 1on ,sibility. 
Ho,v it comes to pass that this great idea should aris 1e within 
him i.f no s-uch being as God exists, is something he eannot 
nnde ,rstand. To say that he l1as simply inherited it from his 

~ + ii • 

par 1eats or absorbed it from 111s contemporaries 1s not to solve 
the pl'Oblem, but only to put it back from generation to gen,-
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e1·ation. T l1e question rerilains, How did this idea fi1 .. st q1··ig­
inate in the soul? To answer tl1at it gradually grew up out of 
totemi sm and animism as practiced by the low-g1·ade races 
who, impelled bJ' superstitio us fea rs, conceived materia ·t ob­
jects to be inhabited by gho sts or spirit s, is equally an evasion 
of the problem. Because again tl1e question arises, ·How did · 
the se low-grade races arri ve at the conception of spirits as 
distinguished from bodies or n1aterial objects in general? 
SI1ould it be responded that ve11eration for deceased ancestor s 
begat the conception of a God, 011e must further demand b)' 
,vl1at process of reasoning tl1ey we1·e conducted from the con­
cep·tion of as ma11y go 1ds as there \\ .. ere deceased ancestors to 
that of one Supreme Deity 1or Lor ,d of all. The only sati s­
factory expla11atio:r;i of the latent consciousne ,ss of G,od wr1ich 
rna11 in all ages and lands has shown hims 1elf to be possessed 
of is, that it is one of the sot1l,s intuitions, a part of the intel­
lectual and moral fu1,.niture with which it comes into the world; 
that a·t firs,t this ide.a 0 1r i.ntuiti ,on lies within the soul as a· 
seed co·rn which gradually opens ot1t as the soul rises into ittll 
pos?ession of its powers and i.s appealed to by external nature; 
t·hat ha ,d ~in not ,entered into the world this idea or intuition 
would have everyw he re exp,anded into full bloom, fillin,g the 
so11I with a clear and radiant co11ception o·f the Divine Being, 
in ,vhose image it has been made; but that new in consequence 

. of tl1e blighting influence of sin tl1is idea or intuition has been 
eve1-ywhere more or less dimmed and weal{e11ed and in hea-
then 11ations corru .pted and debased. . 

Then rising to the distinctly religious experien,ce of con­
ve1 .. sion, the Chri stian encounters a whole series 01r group 
of pl1.e11.omena which to him are inexplicable, if there is no 
God. Con.scious of a chan.ge partly intellectual but mainly 

• 

moral and spiritual, a change so complete as to, amount to a11 

in:ward revolutionj wI1at Scripture calls a n~w birth or a new 
creati .on, he cannot trace it to ed11cation or to environment, 

• 

· to t)h ilosophical reflection 0 1r to prudential considerations . 

• 

• 
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The only reasonable account he ca11 £11rnisl1 0£ it is that he bas 
been laid hold of by an ttnseen but Superl1uman Power, so 
tl1at he· feels, constrair1ed to say like Paul: ''By the g1·ace ,of 
God I am wl1at I am.'' ~And not only so, but .as the result 
of this inVL1ard cl1ange upon his nature, he real.i.ze,s that he 
stands in a new rel.atio,n to th .at Sup"reme Po ·wer whjch . has 
qui ,ckened and rene,ved him, that he can and does enter into 
pers ,onal comm11ni,on with .I-Iim th1·011gh Jesus Christ, , ad,dr,ess-
ing to Him prayers and . r·eceiving £ r·om 'Hirr1 benefits and bless-
ings jn answer to those prayers. 

These experiences of which the Christian is conscious may· 
be characterized l1y the no,n-Christian as illusions, but to the 
Chr-istian tl1ey are realities ; and being realities they make 
it simply impos.sibl.e for him to believe tl1ere is no God. Rath1e1· 
·they inspire him with confidence that God is, and is the Re­
wa1·der of them th1at diligent1y seek Him, and tha ,t Of Him 
an.d th·rough Him ·and to Him are all things ; to whom be 
glory for ever. _ en. 

\ 
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,CHAP TE R III • I 

SIN AND JUD GMENT TO COME 

BY SIR R0 1BERT ANDERSON, K. ,c. B., LL. D., 

L,O,NDON, ,ENGLAND 

TI1e Boo1k of Judg ,es re 1cords tl1a,t i1ri evil days ,vl1en civil 
• 

\Var vvas raging i,n Israel, the tribe : of B,enjamin boasted of 
l1aving 700 men who ''could·sling stones at a ha ir breadth a11d 
no1t , 1nis1s,.'' Near ,l)r two hu11d1 .. ed times the Hebr ,e,v wo1·d 
C'/1atlia, here tran ,slated '''1niss," is 1 .. endered ''sin'' in our Eng­
lisl1 Bible; , and this st1·iking f1a1ct may teach us tl1at while ''a,,ll 
unrighteous 1ness is sin,', the 1·oot-tl1ougl1t of sin is1 far deeper. 
Man is a sinner because, like a cloclc tl1at does not te1ll th 1e 
time, he fails to f ulfi.11 the p1..1rpo1se of his)· being. And that 
pttrpos,e is ( as the Westmi11ster di,rines admirably state it), 
''to glorify God and enjoy Him forever.'' Our Maker in~ 
tended tl1at ''we shou.ld be to the praise of His glory.t,, But 

· we utterly fail of this; we ''come short of the glory of God.'' 
Ma11 is, a s.inner 11ot merel .Y b,ecattse of what l1e ,does, b·ut by 

reason of ,vhat he is. · 

Mi\N A FAILURE 
• 

That man is a £ailure is cle11iecl by none save the sort of 
peop le v.·ho say in their heart, "Tl1.ere is 110 God.'' For, are 
we not c,ons,cious of baffled asp 1irations, and unsatisfied long­
ings after tke infinite ?' Some there are, indeed , we are told, 
,vh.o h,av 1e no sucl1 aspir .ation 8. There are seeming e~cep 1tions ,, 
no d1oubt Mr. A. J. Balfour instances i'street a1 .. abs and ad­
v,anced thinkers'' bn.t sttch 1exceptions · can be explained ,. A11d 
these aspiratio11s and !.ongings the se cravings of our higher 
being are quite distinct from tl1e groan of tl1e lower creation. 
How, th.en, c,an we account for thetn? The atheistical evolu- · 
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• 

tio11 ,vhich has superseded Darwinism can tell t1s nothing here. 
They are a part of the n1as of proof that man is by natu1·e a 
religious being; ,and that indisputable fact poi ,n,ts to the further 
fact th ,at he i·s God's , creature. People who are en 1dowed witl1 
an a,bnormal capacity for ''simple faitl1'' n1ay possibly attribute 

• 

th,e intellectual and aesthetical pl1enomena of man's being to 
the great ''primordial ger1n," a germ wl1ich was not created at 
a11, but (according to the philo sophy of one of Mark T,vain' s 
amusing stories), ''only just l1appened.'' But most of t1s a1·e 
so dull-witte 1d that W'e cannot rise to belief in an eff1ect ,vitl1-

. ' 

out an adequate cau se; and if we accepted the almighty germ 
hypothesis we s,hould regard it as a more amazing display of 
creative power than the ''Mosaic cosmogony'' described. 

\VIf Y A FAILURE? ' 
• 

But all .this, whicl1 is so clear t,o every free a11d. fearless 
tl1inker, gives rise to a difficulty of the first magnitude. If 
man be a failure, how can l1e be a c1,.eature of a God \v'l10 is 
infinite in wisdom and goodness and power? He is like a 
bird with a br ,oken wing, and God does not make birds with · 
broke11 wings,. If a, bi,rd can ·not fly, the merest bab,y cot1-

cludes that something must have happened to it. And by art 

equally simple process of reasoning we conclude that son1e 
evil has happened to our race. And here the Eden Fall af ­
fords an adequate explanation o,f 'the strange anomalies of 01u1~ ·· 
being, and 110 other explanation of them is forthcoming. Cer­
tain it is, then. that man is God's c1~eature, and no less certa111 
is it tl1at he is a f alle11 creature. Even if Scriptttre were 
S'ilent here, the p,atent facts wo,uld lead us to infer t11at so1ne 
disaster sucl1 as that whicl1 Genesis records muslt have befallen 
tl1e human race, 

• MAN WIT l-IOUT EXCUS ,E 

But, w ile this avails to solve one difficulty. it sugge s·ts · 
· anotl1er. The dogma - of th ,e 1:no1·al depravity of 111a11, and 

irremedi 1abl 1e, cannot be reconciled with divine Justice in pun-

' 



I 

39 

isI1ir1g sin. If by the law of his fallen nature man were 
incapable of doing right, it would be clearly inequitable to pun­
ish hil11 for doing wrong. If the Fall l1ad mad e hi1n. crooked­
b,acked, to puni sh hi111 for not s,tanding uprigl1t, wot1ld b,e 
Worthy of an un scrttpul ou and cruel tyrant. But we must 
distinguish be,tween the 1ol1ogical dogm ,a and . di,vine truth. Tl1a,t 
man is witl1out excuse is the clear testimony of Holy Writ. 
Tl1is, moreover, is assei·ted empl1atically of the I1eathe,n; ,and 
its tn1th is fully establisl1ed by the fact that even heathendon1 
h.as p1roduced some clean, up 1right lives. ,Such case ,s, no do·ub·t, 
are few and far between; but that in 110 way affects the prin­
ciple of the argu1nent; f'or, wl1at some l1ave do,11e all might do+ 
True it is that in the antediluvian age the entire race wa s 
sunk in vice; a,nd such was also tl1e con,diti 1on of the Canaan­
ites in later times. But the divine j1.1dgments that fell on then1 
are proof tl1at t'I1e,ir conditi o1n was not solely an inevitable 
consequence of the Fall. For, in tl1at case the judgment 
Would ·have been a disp ,lay, not of divine ju s·tice, but of :ruth-

. less vengeapce . 
• 

DEPRAVITY IN RELIGIO US NATURE 

And, further, if this dogn1a were true, all unregenerate men 
Would be equally degraded, whereas, i11 fact, the unconverted 
religionist can maintain a,s high a standard of ' morality as th e 
spiritu ,al Christian. In this 1·espect tl1e life of S,at1l tl1e Pha,ri -
iee was as perfect as that of Paul tl1e Apostl e of ' t'he Lord. 
Bis own testimony to this is unequivocal. ( Acts 26 :4, 5 ; Phil. 
3 :4-6.) No less so is his confession that, notwithstandi,:1g 

, his life of blamele ,ss morality, he was a persecuting blasphemer 
and the chief of sinners. (l Tim. 1 :13.) 

The s,olution of thi s s,eeming enigm .a is to be f onnd m the 
fact so plainly declared in the Scriptttre, that it is not in tl1e 

• 

lnoral, but i11 the religious 1or the spiri tttal s,phe.re, vha,t man 
• 
ts liop,eles.tly deprav:ed and lost. I1ence tl1e terrible v.aaffl as 
~rue of taos ,e wh10 stand on a pinnacle ,of higl1 mo·raJtt,f a& of 

• 
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those who wallow in filthy sin ''they that are in the flesl1 
cannot please God.' ' · ''TI1e o,x kt10 ·, iVS his owner, and the ass 
his mas ter' ·s crib. " But, as £01· us, \4\,e have gone astray like 
lost sheep. The natural man does no1t know l1is God . 

• 

l-IAN A SINNER IN CHAR ACTER • 

• 

While then sin l1as many aspect s,] man is a s,inner, I repeat, 
primarily and essential1)r, not because 0 1f wqat l1e does b1ut 
because of wl1at he is. And tl1is brings into prominen .ce the 
obvioius ·truth that .sin is. to be judged fro 1m the divine, and not 
fr .om the human, standp ,oint. It relate .s to Go·d'sl 1·1eqt1irements 
and not to man's estimate of himself. A11d tl1is applies to all. 
the maa .y asp,e,cts in which si11 :may h1e re,ga.r,ded. ''' .It may be 
cont ,emplated as tl1e mis.sing of a mark 01.. aim; it i.s the:n 
dp.a,pTw or 1dl't1fY"fJpa,.· the overpass ,i11g or · tra ,ns,gressing of a .line ; 
it .is the·n tt«p.tl/3as1s: t'he disobedi 1en,ce: to a voice ; in wh.ich case 
it is wapa,ctYq: the f a.lJing wher ,e ,one sl1oul1d ha·ve stood upright; 
thi .s will be tr1a.p4.tr'l'~/J4:· ignoran .ce of what one : 0 1ught to have 
known; , this will be d.yv&71p.a: diminishin ,g of that which s·hould 
hav·e been tend 1ered in full m,easur ,e which .is, i':,,.TTJp,o.: no1n­
observan 1ce of a law, which is tlvoµta 10r wapavoµ{a.· a discord, 
and th 1en it is wAr,fLp,tAUa . and i·n other way,s aln1ost out 0£ 
number.'' 

This well known pass ,age from Archbishop Tr ·ench's 
''Synonyms'' must not be taken as a theological statement of 
doctrine ,. As Dr. Trench notices . on a later page, the wor 1d 
d,LapTta has a far wider scope than ''the missing of a marl<: or 
aim.'' It is used in tl1e New Testament as the generic terrn 
f,or sin. And d11oµla has a far deeper sig11ifi.cance th ,an tl,,e 
,rt b f 1- '' e H e ~ !t ,. t s , d non-o servance o~~ a aw. apapTt.a EoT,v 'tJ avo/Lui, we rea 
in 1 John 3 :4; and ''sin is lawlessnes s'' is tl1e revisers' admira­
ble rendering of the apostle's word s. What anarchy is in 
another sphere, ano1nia is in this not mere non-obsenrance 
of a la,v, but a revolt against, and defiance of law. ''Original 
sin'' may sometimes find expression i·n ''I cannot ;'' but ''I ,vi11 

• 
• 
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not'' is at the back of all actual sin; its root principle is the 
assertion of a will that is not subject to the will of Goe!. 

THE CARNAL MIND 

Spiritual truths are spiritually discerned; but when the 
Apostle Paul declares that ' the carnal mind," that is, the un­
enlightened mind of the natural n1an, "is enmity against God, 
for it is not subject to the law of God" ( Ron1. 8 :7), he is 
stating what is a fact in the experience of all thoughtful tnen. 
It is not that men by nature prefer evil to good; that betokens 
a condition due to vicious practices. "Given up to a reprpbate 
tnindn is the apostle's description of those who are thus de­
praved by the indulgence of "shameful passions." The sub­
ject is a delicate arid unsavory one; but all who have experi­
ence of criminals can testify that the practice of unnatural 
vices destroys all power of appreciating the natural virtues. 
As the first chapter of Romans tells us, the slaves of such 
vices sink to the degradations, not only of "doing such things," 
but of "taking pleasure in the1n that do then1" (Rom. 1 :24-
32). All power of recovery is gone-there is nothing in them 
to which appeal can be 1nade. * 

But this is abnormal. Notwithstanding indulgence in "nat­
ural" vice, there is in man a latent sense of self-respect which 
may be invoked. Even a great cri111inal is not insensible to 
such an appeal. For, although his powers of self-control may 
be ahnost paralyzed, he does not call evil good, but ack:..iowl­
edges it to be evil. And thus to borrow the apostle's word 
he "consents to the law that it is good." But, if he does so, it 
is because he recognizes it to be the law of his own better na­
ture. I-Ie is thinking of what is due to himself. Speak to 
him of what is due to God, and the latent enn1ity of the {:car­
nal mind" is at once aroused. In the case of one who has had 

*I cannot refrain from saying that if I can intelligently "justify 
the ways of God,' in destroying the cities of the plain, and decreeing 
the extermination of . the Canaanites, I owe it to knowledge gained in 
police work in London, for unnatural vice seems to be· hereditary. 
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a re1i,gious training, the manifestations of that enmity may be 
modified 01· restrained; but he is conscious of it none the less. 

Thoughtful men of the world, I repeat, do, not share the 
doubts which s1ome theologi .ans1 entertain a,s t10 the trt t·th of 
Sc1·iptural teaching on tl·1is subject. For, e,rery waking hour 
brings proof ''that the relatio nship between man and his l\1aker 
hasl be,come 0 1bscured, and that e·ven when l1e l{nows the will 
of God there is something in hi 11ature which ·prompts him to 

• 

rebel against it.'' t11ch a state of things, moreover, is obvi-
ously abnormal, and if tl1e divine accottnt of it be rej'ected, it 
must remain a mystery unsolved and unsoluble. The Eden 
F ,all explaini it, and no other explanation can be offered. 

THE ROOT OF SIN 
• 

It might be argued th.at an unpremeditated sin a sin in 
which mind an ,d will have no part isl a co1ntra ,diction in terms. 
But this we need not discu .ss, for it is enougl1 for the present 
purpose to notice the obvious fact that with. unfallen beings 

• 

such a sin would be impossible. As the Epistle of James . 
declares, every sin is the outcome of an evil desire . . And eat­
ing the forbidden fruit was the result of a desire exci·ted by 
yielding to the tempter's wiles. Wl1en a woman harbors the 
thought of breaking l1er marriage v.ow she ceases to be pure; 
and once our parents lent a willing ear · to Satar1·s go pel, 
''Y ie shall not surely die," ''Ye shall be a,s gods knowing goo,d . 
and evil,'' t11eir fall W'a · an accomplisl1ed fact. The ,overt act 
of disobedience, which f 1ollowed as ,of course, was but the ot1t­
ward manifestation of it. And, as their ruin was acco·n1-
plisl1ed, not by the corruption of their morals but by the un­
dermining of their faitl1 in God it is 11ot, I repea t , in tl1e 
moral, but in the spiritual sphere, that the 1-uin is coin lete an<l 

hopeless. 
RECON 1CILIATIO TIIE GREAT EEO 

Therefore a]so is it tl1a·t wl1ile ''patie11t conti ·11uaacc in well 
eoing'' i · ·n the human capacity, Rom. 2 :0-l l lies to 

I 
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all wl1etl1er with or without a divine revelatio ,n; but 40£ co1ur .se 
the test and standard wout·d be different Witl1 tl1e Jew ·a11d t l1e 
heathen, and the denial of this 11ot only supplie s an adeq uate 
apology for a life of sin, but impugns tl1e ju stice of the divi11e 
• 
Judginent wl1ich awaits it no amount of success, no measu1·e 
of attairin1ent, in this sphere can avail to put us right with 
God. If my house be in darkness oi,ying to the electric cur­
rent having been cut off, no amount of care besto .wed upon 
111y plant a11d fittings will restore tl1e light. My first need 
' is to have th ,e current renewe ,d. And so l1ere ; man by na .ture 
' 1s ''alienated from the life of God,'' and his first need is to 
be reconciled to God. And apart fro1n redemption reconcilia .. 
• 

tton is impossible. , 
• 

• 

NEO-CHRISTIA NIS M 

A discu.s,sio1n of the sin ques ,tion apart f r,om God'a r 1emedy 
for sin would present the truth in a perspective so wholly 
false as to suggest positiv .e error. But before passing on to 
speak of the remedy something more needs to be said about 
!he disease. For the loose thoughts so prevalent today respect­
ing the atonement are largely due to an utterly inadequate 
appreciation of sin ; and this again depe.nds on igitorance of 
God. Sin in every respect of it has, of course, a relation to a 
sa\rage; and as man is God 's creature the standard is, again 
of course, divine perfection. But the God of the neo-Chris- . 
tianism of the day we must not call it Christianity is a 
~,eak and gentle httman ''Jesu ,s'' wl10 l1as supplanted tl1·e God 
()f both natur ·e and r,evelation. · · 

The element of the folly in religious heresies affords 
material for an interesting p ychological study. If the Gospels 
be not authentic, then, so far as the teaching of Christ is con­
cerned, intelligent agnosticism will be the attitude of e cry 
0ne wlio is not a superstitious religionist. But if the records 
of the ministry be trt1stworthy, it is certain, irst, that the 

• 
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ing; and secondly, that I-Iis warnings of divine judgment upon 
sin ,vere more terribl 1e than even the thunders of Sinai. Dt1r­
ing all the age in wl1ich the ecl1oes of tl1ose thun ,ders mingled 
,vitl1 ·t·l1e wors1l1ip of I-iis p 1eople, the prophe ,tic spirit ,could 
discern the advent of a future day of ·f u]] reden1p 1tion. And 
it was in the calm and sunshi11e of the dawning of that long 
prom ~ised day that He spoke of a doom more terrib ,le tl1an 
that which engttlfe 1d the sinn 1ers of Sodom and Gon1orrah, for 
all w·ho1 s:aw Hi rs works and l1eard His wo:rds, a·nd yet re·pentcd 
not. 

I 

• 

• 

THE PERFE CT STANDARD 

And J1ere w-1e may get hold of a g:r·e,at :p1·ii1ciple whic·h ,vill 
l1elp u,s ·to r·econcil1e seemi11gl.y co11flicting state ·men·ts of· Slcrip~ 
ture, and to silence some of the cavils of unbelief. T 'he 
thoughtful will recognise that i11 divine judgment the standard 
must be perf .ection. A11d when thus tested, both th,e proud 
r1eligionist ,Chr ,ist·endom ''exalted to 111eaven~' like Capernaum 
by outwa ·rd privilege and blessi11g, and the typical savage o·f 
a degraded heathendom, 1nust stand together. If God accepted 
a lower standard than perfect righteou .sness, He w1outd de,clare 
Jiim :se·lf u.nrigl~teous; a·nd ·the gr 1eat problem of re·demption 
is not ho,w He 1Can be j·ust in condemning ', 'but how He can 
be just in forgiving. In a criminal court •'guilty or not 
guilty'' js, the first question to be 1dealt with in every c.ase, and 
this levef,s a]l distinctions ; and so it is l1ere ; all m,en '' ,come 
short, .~' and theref 1or ,e ''a11 tI1e world'' ·is brottght in ''guilty 
before Godli'' But af 'ter verdict com,es the sentence and at 
this stage the qu1estion of degrees of guilt 1deman<ls consider~ 
ati:on. An 1d at ''the Great Assize'' that question will be decided 
~"ith perfe ,ct e,qui~y~ For som1e tl1e1·e· will be many stripes, for 
oth ,e1,.s there will be few. In the visio11 given us of that 
awful seine we read that ''tl1e dead \V 1e1·e judged out of those 
things whi 1ch were written in tl1e boolts, a,cc·ording to their 
workr' 1 (Re,,~ 2'0 :12). . 

.. 
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• 

And this will be the scope an<l purpose o,f ·the j Ltdgn 1e11t 

of the Great Day. The tra nscend nt q11estion of the ulti111ate 
fate of me11 1nt1st be settled before the aclvent of that da.y; 
for the resurrect ion wil l declare it artd t l1e re t1rrecti on p re­
cedes th 1e judgme11t. For there is a ''resurr ection unto life ,'~ 
and a '"rest1rr1ection u11to j t1dgi11er1t ' ' (John 5 :29). Whil the 
redeen1ed, we are expressly told, ,vill be '' rai ed in glo1·y''---­
and 'Jiwe know tl1at we shall l1e lil<c I-Iin1,'' with bodies '''fa 11-
• 
1oned lil{e ttnto I1is glo1·io11s l)ody' ' ( Pl1il. 3 :21) the lost 
Will be raised i11 boclie ; b11t l1e1·e I pau t:'e, for Scriptt.11·e is 
alm1ost silent on t·l1i·s subje ct a11 1 co11j ectttre is un safe. It 
n1ay be tl1at just as criminal s leav e a prison in ga1·b like that 
they wore 011 entering . it, so the doo1ned 1nay reappear in 
hodi 1es akin to thosre that were tl1e i11strt1ments of their .vices 
and sins 011 earth. If ' the saved a1·e to be raised in glory and 
honor atld incorrttption, ( 1 Cor. 15 :42-44), may not the lost 
be recalled to bodily life in corruption, disl1onor and . hame? 

" 

J UDG I\iE .r T TO CO 1 1, .. 

But thottgh the supreme issue of the destiny of 1ne11 does 
not await tha 't awful inquest, ''judg1nent to co1ne'' is a. 1·eality 
for all. For it is of the people of God tl1at the Word declares 
''we shall all stand before the judgment seat of Cl1ri t;' a11d 
''every one of us shall give accou11t of l1i1nself to God~' ( Ro 111. 

14:10, 12). And that judgment will bring re\vard to so1ne 
and loss to others. Incalculable l1arrn re~ults from that sort 
of teachi11g which dins into the ear of the unconverted tl1at 
they have 110 power to live a pure and decei1t life, and whic11 
deludes tl1e Christian into thinking that at cleath he wilt for· · 
f eit his perso11ality by Io ing all kt10 ledge of tl1e pa st, and 
that heaven is a foot' 's paradise where waters of Lethe ,viii 
Wipe out our memories of earth. ''We mu st all be made 
tnanifec;t before the judgment-seat of Chri t, tl1at each one 
lllay receive the things done in the bo1dy, according to \vhat 
he hath done, whetl1er it be good or bad'' (2 Cor. 5 :10 . 

• 

• ... 
• 
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But th is judgment of ''the bema of Cl1ri st'' l1as only all 

incide .nt ·a1 bearing on the theme 0 1f t l1e p rese nt a1·ticle, an 1d it 
must not be confound ed with tl1e ju dgment of the ''great 

· white throne.'' From judgment in that sense tl1e believe1· l1as 
absolute in1muni ty : ''he cometl1 11ot into ju , ent, but l1ath 
passed out of death into life' ' (John 4:26), is the Lord's 
explicit declaration. He gives the '' r igl1t to bec_ome childretl 
o f God'' ''t o them that believe on His Name'' (John 1 :12) ; 

. an d it is not by recours e to a criminal court that we deal 
with the lap ses and misdeeds of our 1cl1ildren . . 

DEGREES OF REWARDS AND PUNISI ~ MENTS 

We have seen -the11 that man is a sinner in vi rtu ,e bot h o,f 
wl1at he is and what he does. We do what we ottght no t, 
and leave 11ndone what we ou gh t to do. For sin may be due 
to , igno ,ranc e o r carelessn ·ess,, as well as te evil p,assions wl1i,cb 
inci te to acts tha t, stifle conscience ,a111d outrage ·taw. A ·nd we 
l1ave s1een al s10 tl1a.t, every sin g·ives rise to , two great . ,questions 
wh ·i1cl1 n 1eed to be ,distin ,gui shed , tl1ougl1 they are , in a s,ensc 
ins.eparab le. The one finds e.xpression in the fo rmu la, ''g uilty 
or not guilty,'' and in respect of this no ele:n1.ent of limitatio11 
or degre e is possible. But afte r ver ,dict, sentence; and w.l1et1 
pttnishment is in que stion,· degrees c.f guilt are infinite. 

It has been said that no two of the rede emed will have ti1e 
same heaven; and in tl1at sense no two of the lost will have 
the sam,e hell. This , is not a concession t o popular heresie s, 011 

this , subject. For the figment of a heJI of limited cluratiot1 
either traduces the character of God, or practically denies th~ 
,vork of Christ. If the extinction of being were the fate of 
th e impenitent, 'to keep th em in suffering for an aeon or a 
centt1ry would savo r of the cruelty of a tyr ant who, having 
decreed a criminal's death, deferred the execLttion of tl1e sen ... 
tence i11 order to torture hitn~ Fa r worse indeed , tha ,n this, 
£01·, e ... ir h~otli e,si, the resurrection of tl1e unju st couJ1d l1ave no 
oth er purpo se than to increase their capacity for stt ff e.ring. 

I 

• • 
• • 
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Or, ii we adopt the alternative heresy that l1ell is a pun~tive 
and purgatorial discipline thro11gh which the sinner will l)as 
to , ·heav 1en we disparag~ the atonement and und 1ertnine the 
tr11th of grace. If the prisoner gains his 1 discharg ,e by S1e1·ving 
out his sentenc ,e, where does grace come in? An 1d if t·l1e sin-

• 

ner's sufferings can expiate his ~in, the most that ca,n be said 
f·or the death of Christ is that it opened a short and easy way 
to the same goal that could be reached by a tediot1s and pa inf itl 
journey. But fttrther, ttnles ,s the sinner is to be ma 1de right­
eous and holy before he enters hell and in tl1at case, why not 
Jet him enter heaven at 011ce? he wil l conti11ue unceasingly to 
sin; and as every fresh sin ,vill involve a fresh penalty, hi 
punishment can ne, ,er end. . 

• 

• 

• 

Eve ,ry treatise in supp ·ort of tl1ese heresies relies on the 
argwncnt that the words in 0 1ur · E11gli~h Version~ which con­
note endless duration, repre sent ,vords in th 1e original text 
which have no significance. But this argtlment is exploded by 
the fact that the critic would be compelled to use these very 
words . if he were set the task of retranslating ottr versio 1n i11to 
Greek. For that language has no other terminology to ex­
press the thought. And yet it is by trading 10n ad captanditm 
argun1ents of this kind, and by the prejudices which ·are 11at­
urally excited by partial or exa ,gge1·ated statements of truth, 
that these heresies win their way. Attention is thus diverted 
from the insuperable difficulties which beset them, and from 
their bearing on the tr1..1th of the atonen1ent. · 

Bu t Christia ·nity sweeps away , all these err ,ors. The God 
of Sinai has not repented of Hi ·Q thunders, but He has fully 
revealed Himself in Christ. And th,e wonder of the revela­
tion is not punisl1ment but pardon. The great myster,y of the 
Gospel is how God can be just and yet the J us.tifier of sinful 
1nen. And the Scriptures "rhich reveal that mystery make it 

• 

clear as light that tl1is is possible only thr ,ough redemption: 

• 

-
• • .. 

• 

• 

• 
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''1110,t tha ·t we I1oved God, but tl1at He loved us,, and sen·t Hi.s 
Son to be the propitiation for our sins'' ( 1 Jol1n 2 :2). Re ­
demptio n is 011ly and altogetl1er by tl1e dea 'th of Christ. '' Fo1· 
1God so l1oved tl1e world, that H 1e gave I-Iis 011ly b,ego·tten Son, 
tl1at wl1oso1ever be'l·ieveth i11 Hin1 sl1ot1ld not pe1 .. ish, bttt have 
ever;last in.g life'' (John 3 :16). To bring in 1imitation s he1·e 

, is to limit G1od. 

Tii:E CROSS OF CIIRIST 

In the wisdon1 of God tl1e full reveiation of ''eternal jttdg - · 
ment'' a11d tl1e doo m of the lost, awaited the supreme n1ani­
f estatio n of divine grace a11d love i.n the Gospel of Chri .st; and 
,vhe·n the se awful themes a1·e separated f 14 01n the Gospel,, trt1t11 

• 

is pre .sented in such a false ,perspecti, .. e that it seems to savor 
of error. For not even the divine law and the penaltie s of 
disobe 1dience will enable us to rea]ize aright the gra ·vity and 
heinousness of sin. Tl1is we can learn only at tl1e Jcr ,oss of 
Christ. Our estim .ate of sin will be proportionate to our appre ­
ciatio1n of the cost ,of our redemption. Not ''silver and gold''---­
human stand ·ards of value are t1seless here-but ''the precious 
blood of Chris lt.'' Seemingly n1ore un believab le than the wi1dest 

I 

t1pe1~stition s of l1tt111.an cults is tl1e Go1s1Je1 of our salvation. That 
He w·h10 was '''Son of · God'

1

' in all which that title signifies God 
tnanife s,t in the flesh; £01 · ' ·'all things were made by I-Iim, and 
witl1out Hi m wa 1s not anytl 1ing ma 1de that was made''IZ • can1e 
down to earth, and having Jived in rejection and contempt, died 
a death of shame, . and that in virtue of his death He is the pro -
pi t·iation fo1· the w1orld. ( 1 John 2 :2, R. V .) . 

Here, and only here, can we know the t1·ue character a11d 
depths o.£ ht1n1.an sin, and here al.011e can we know,, so far as 
the finite ·mind can ever know it, the wonde ·rs of a divine lo,,e 
that passes knowledge. • 

And the benefit is. to ' 'whos oe·ver believeth.'' It was by 
unbelief that man first t urned away from God; how :fitting, ' 
then , it is that our return to Him should be b,y fait'h. If this 

• 

• 

• 
• 
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Gospel is true and how few there are "vho really believe it 
to be t1·ue I who can dar 1e to itnpugn the justice of ''ever­
lasting punishment''? For Cl11·ist has opened the kingdom of 
l1.eaven to all believers; the way to God is free, and whosoever 
will may come. There is no artifice in this and grace is not 
a clo,al< to cover fav 1oritisn1. Unso 1lved mysteries ther 1e are in 
Holy Writ, bt1t when we read of ''God our Saviour,'' who will-
eth that all men should be sav·ed; and of ''Christ Jesus who 
gave Hi111self la ransom for all' '' ( 1 Tim. 2 :3-6), we are ~tantl-
ing in the .full 1clear lig·ht of day. · 

• 

Thi ls 111·t1.cl1. is .as. cle1ar as wo1 .. cls clan m.ake it a11d no1thing 
n1,ore tl1a11 ·this c,oncerns 1 u.s that tl1e consequ 1enc1es of accept­
in.g or rejecting Chris ·t are fina'l an 1d ete·rnal. But who a1 .. e 
tl1ey who shall be 11,eld gttilty of rejecting ,? Wl1at of those 
who,, tho,ugh ]ivi11g in Christendom, have never heard the Gos­
()el. aright? And wl1at of the , h1eathen who l1ave never heard 
at ,all? No one c.an c,]aim to solve t·h1ese1 probl 1ems without 
see1ning profanely to assume the role of umpire between God 
and mien.. We , know, and it is o,ur ,joy to know, that the de­
cision 10£ all such q·u1estions rests . with a 1God of · perfect justice 
and infinite love. And let thi s be our .answe1· to those w·ho 
den1and a solutio 1n of them. Unh 1esitating faith is our rigl1t 
attitude in presence of divine revelation, but where Scripture 
i·s, silent let us. ke 1ep sil1ence. * · 

>fcThe scope of tl1is article is limited 11ot only ·by exigencies of 
space but by the nature of 1 the ·subject. T11erefore it contains 110 

Sp1ecial reference to tl1e wo1rk of the Holy Spirit. 

• 

• 

-
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CIJAPTER IV • • 

THE A.TONEMENT * 
• 

BY PROFESSOR FRANI{LIN JOHNSON, D. D., LL. D., 

AUTHOR OF ' 1'0 LD-TESTAME ,NT QUOTATIONS IN TH E HEW 

TESTAME .NT,"J ETC ., 1CHICAGO, IL L. 

The Christian world as a whole believes i11 a substit ·u­
tionary atonement. This has been its belief ever since it began 
to think. The doctrine was stated b1y Athanasius as clearly 
and fully as by any later writer. All the great historic creeds 
'Wl1·ich set forth the aton.en.1ent at any length siet f,orth a sub­
stitutionary atonement. All the great historic systems of theol ­
ogy enshrine it as the very ~rk of the Covenant, the central 
object of the Holy of Holies. . 

• 

While the Christian world in general believes in a, sub sti-
tutiona .ry atonement, it is les.s inclined than it once was to 
regard any existing theory of substitut ion as entirely adequate . 
It accepts the substitution of Christ as a fact, and it tends to 
esteem the theories concernin .g it only as glimpses of a tr uth 

. 

larger than all of them. It observes that an early theory f ou11d 
the necessity o·f the atonement in the veracity. of God, that a 
later one found it in th.1e h1onor of God, a,ncl that a s,till later 
one found it in the govemn1ent o·f God, an.cl it deems all tl1ese 
speculations helpful, while it yearns for fu rther light • 

• 

• 

GR 10UND 1S OF BELIEF IN SUBSTITUTION 

If we should a,sk th1ose :who l1old this doctrine on what 
grounds they believe that Christ is the substitute £or sinners, 
t .here would be many ,answer s, but, perl1,aps, in only two of 
them would a1·1 voices, ragree. TI1e first of these ground s 

• 

*1Cop·yrighted by the 1'H ,omil et i1c Review, '' land, pub 'li.shed by 
p ,ermi ,ssion of F unl{ & Wa g·nalls Co . • 
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would be th 1e repeated declarati ,ons of Holy Scripture, whicl1 
are so clear, so pr ,ecise, so numerouts., and so varied that they 
leave n10 room tio doub .t 'the ,ir meaning. The ot4er grou11d is 
the testimony of the human heart wherever it mourns its sin 
or rejoices in an accomplished deliverance. The declaration 
of the Scriptures that Christ bore our sins on the cro~ls is 
necessary to satisfy the. longings of the soul. The Christian 
World, in general, would say: ''We believe in gravitation, in 
l·ight, in electricity, , in the all-pervading ether, because we 
tnust, and not because we can explain them fully. So, we 
believe that Christ died instead -o,f the sinner because we must, 
and not because we know all the reasons which led God to 
appoint and to accept His sacrifice.'' 

• • 

THE MORAL .. INFLUENCE THEORY 

While tl1e Cl1ristian world as a wl1ole believe,s in a substi­
tutionary ato ,nement, the doctrine is rejected b,y a. minority of 
dev1out and ,able me1n, who present instead O'f it what 'ha,s 0 1f,te'n 

· been calle1ci the '' ,moral-influence th 1eory.''
1 

Ac ,cording to 1 tl1is, 
the so1le m,ission of Christ was 'to reveal the love of God in a 
Way so moving as to melt the heart ancl in1du,ce 1nen to forsa 'ke 

I • • S'Jn. The theory is sometimes urged with so great eloquence 
and tenderness that one w1ould fain find it sufficient as an 
• 
interpretation at once of the Scriptttres and of human want. 

Now, no one calls in qu ,estion the profottnd spiritual · inflt1-
ence of Chri6t where He is preached as the propitiation of 
God, and those who believe the doctrine of a substitutionary 

. atonement Iif t up the cross as the Sole appointed means o,f . 
reachin~ and saving the lost. They object only when ''the 
llloral-influence th ,eory'

1' i'sl pres1ented as . a sufficient acco,unt 
of tl1e at 1on,e,ment, 't,o, the denial, t,hat the: work of 1Christ has 
rendered God propitious toward man. One ·may appreciate 
th,e moon witho 1ut wisl1ing that it put out the su11 and . 1tars. 

• ARGUMENTS AGAINST SUBSTITUTIQ ·K 

The advocateg of this theory must clear the do e of 

• 
• 
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subs titution out of the way. They attempt to do this by 
advancing n1any argum 1ents, only t 'WO of which need detain us 
here, since, these removed, the otl1ers, of lighter moment, will 
fall of themselves. 

a. Substitution , Impossi,ble. 
It is said by them that the doctrine of substitution sup­

poses tl1at which is impossible. Guilt ca11 not be t ,ransierred 
from one person to another. Punishment and penalty can not 
be transferred from a guilty person to an i1mocent one. An 
innocent person may b1e cl1arged with sin, b'Ut if so l1e, will be 
innocent still,. and not guilty. An innocent person m.ay suffer, 
but if so his suffering will not be punisl1ment or penalty. Such 
is the objection: the Christian world, in believing that a sub­
stitutionary atonement has been made by Christ, believes a 
thing which is contrary to the necessary laws of thought. 

The reader will observe tl1at this objection has to do 
who1Iy with the definitio11s of the words guj]t and punishmer1t 
and penalt;r. It is, perhaps, worthy the serious attention of 
tl1e theologian who wishes to keep his terms free from offense; 
b1ut it l1as no force beyo11d the sph.ere. o,f verbal criticism. It 
is tru e that guiltt in the sense of personal blameworthiness, 

• 

ca.n n1ot be trans 1f 1er1·ed from tl1e wrongdoe1· to the w1elldoer. 
It is true that punisI1ment, in the sense of penalty inflicted 
for personal bla1neworthiness, ,canno 1t be transfe1·red f1·oni the 
wrongdoer to the welldoer. This is no discovery, and it is 
maintai11ed as earnestly by tho ,se who believe in a substit utio11-
ary atonement as by th 1os,e wl10 deny it,. 

Let us use other words, if the se are not clear, but Jet 'US 

hold fast the truth which they were once used to express. Tl1e 
ltvorld is so c,onstituted . t,hat it b,ears tl11e idea of substit ·u,tion , 
engraved upon its very heart. No n1an or ,ivo1nan or ch,ild 
escapes f 1·om sttffering inflicted for the faults of otl11ers. In 
thou sands of instanr.es these substitut ionary sufferings are 
assu1ned v·oluntat"ily, and a rel useful. Hu~ba 1ncts suffe r in orde1Ji 
to deiiver wives f ,rom st1ffe1·i11gs richly deserved. \Vives suf-

• 
• 

• • 
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fer in ord er to deliver husbands from sufferings richly de­
served. Children suffer in order to deliver parents f ro1n suffer­
ings richly deserved. Pa rents suffer in order to deliver chil­
dren fro 1n sufferings richly deserved. Pastors often shield 
guilty churc hes in this way, and sometimes at the cost of life. 
Stat es1nen often shield guilty nations in this way, and so1netimes 
at the cost of life. If, now, we shall teach that Chri st suffered in 
ord er to deliv~r us fro1n sufferings which we richly deserve, 
w~ shall avoid a strife about words, an d shall maintain that, 
coming into the world as a men1ber of our race, He suffered 
to the utmost, as n1any oth er heroic souls have suffered in a 
lesser degree, by subjecting Himself to the cornn1on rul e of 
vicarious suffering, instituted by God in the formation of 
human society bound together by ties of sympathy and love, 
and existing in daily operation from the dawn of history till 
this present time. 

The vicarious sufferings, by 1neans of which the innocent 
deliver the guilty f ro1n sufferings richly deserved, are fre­
quently assumed in the fear that over-n1uch grief will harden 
the culprit and in a hope that a stay of judgment and the soft­
ening lapse of time may lead him to better things. May we 
not believe that Chri st was affect ed by a similar motive, and 
has procured that delay of the divine ju stice at which every 
thoughtful person wonders? But the vicarious · sufferings 
which we observe in the world are frequently assumed for 
a stronger reason, in the belief that the culprit already shows 
signs of relenting, and in the assurance that patient waiting, 
even at a great cost, will be rewarded with the development of 
the tender beginnings of a new life which the thunder -storms 
of untempered equity might destroy. So it was predicted of 
Christ before His coming that "He should see of the travail of 
Bis soul and be satisfied." 

Thus if Christ suffered in order to deliver us from suffer­
ings which we richly deserved, it was also in order to deliver 
us from sin by reason of which we deserved them. 
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l,. Substitution Immoral. 
The second argument by means of which the advocates of 

"the tt10ral-influence theory" seek to refute the doctrine of a 
substitutionary atonement is equally unfortunate with the first, 
in that, like the first, it criticizes words rather than the thoughts 
which they are employed to express. The doctrine of a sub .. 
stituti ona ry atonement, it is said; is immo ra l. Let us inquire 
what this immoral doctrine is. The doctrine, it is answered, 
that our guilt was transferred to Chri st and · that I-Ie was pun­
ished for our sins. Here again let us "strive not about words :" 
Let us admit that the theologian might well express himself 
in other terms, which would create no prejudice against his 
meaning. But, if he amends his statement , let him retain every 
part of his meaning. Let hin1 say that Christ suffered in order 
that guilty man might escape from sufferings richly deserved. 
Is this teaching immoral ? Then the constitution of the human 
race, ordained by God, is imn1oral, for , since its ties are those 
of sympathy and love, human beingii are constantly suffering 
that others may escape sufferings richly deserved. Then sym­
pathy is immoral, for this 'is what it does. Then love is im­
moral, for this is what it does. Then the best persons are the 
most immoral, for they do this oftener than others. 

The objector does not maintain that the doctrine of a sub­
stitutionary atonement has equally produced immorality where­
ever it has been proclaimed. He does not venture to test this 
charge by an appeal to history. The appeal woulc! be fatal. 
For nineteen hundred years the only great moral advances of 
the human race have been brought about by the preaching of a 
substitutionary atone1nent. "A tree is known by its fruits." It 
is impossible that a doctrine essentially immoral should be the 
cau se of morality among men. 

:MORAL INFLUENCE THEORY NOT ADEQUATE 

Let us turn now to "the moral-influence theory'' and con­
sider why it ought not to be accepted. 
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a. Too Circumscribed. 
As a complete theory of the atonemen t it is far too narrow­

ly circu mscribed, and too near the surf ace. Were it universally 
adopted it would be the end of thought on this high theme . 
The substitutionary atonement promises an eternity of delight­
ful progress in study. It can not be exhausted. All the theoriei 
which have been advanced to cast light upon it are valuable , 
but they leave a whole universe to be explored, and one may 
hope to extend the field of discovery at any time. To shut us 
out of thiis boundless prospect, and limit us to the petty con­
fines of "the moral-influence theory " would be to shrivel the 
ocean to the dimensions of a pond and bid the admiral . sail 
his navies in it, or to blot out all the worlds save those of the 
solar system and bid the astronomer enlarge his science. 

As tne adoption of this circumscribed view would be the 
end of thought, so it would be the end of emotion . The heart 
has always been kindled by the preaching of a Chri st who bore 
our sins before God on the cross. By this truth the hardened 
sinner has been subdued and in it the penitent sinner has found 
a source of rapture. An atonement of infinite cost, flowing 
from infinite love, and procuring deliverance from infinite loss, 
melts the coldest heart and inflames the warme st. To preach 
a lesse_r sa~rifice would be to spread frost instead of fire. 

But the will is reached through the reason and the emotions. 
That which would cease to challenge profound thought an~ 
would cut out the flames of e1notion would fail to reach the 
will and transfonn the lif e. The theory makes the death of 
Chri st predominantly scenic, spectacular, an effort to display 
the love of God rather than an offering to God in its nature 
necessary for the salvation of man. It struggles in vain to 
find a worthy reason for the awful sacrifice. Hence it may be 
charged with essentia l immor ality . In any case, the work of 
Chri st, if interpreted in thi s 1nanner, will not prove "the power 
of God unto salvation." The speculation is called "the moral­
influence theory," but when preached as an exclusive theory 
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of the ato1nement, it is inc.a.pab le of wielding any pr1ofot1njd 
mo1·al influen ce. T he 111an ,vho dies to rescue or1e whon1 he 
1oves ft .. om death is remem bere d with tea r s of 1·eve1·ence a11d 
gratitude; t l1e n1an who put s hi111self to death to sho'\11 that l1e 
lov,es is re1nem be1·ed with. h 101·ror. 

b. . Not Script ural. 
Stil

1

l further, the chief fail 11re of tho se who advance this 
view is in tl1e sphere of exegesis., The Bible is so full of a 
substitutionary aton ,eme11t th ,at t he reader comes ttpon it every­
where .. The texts which teacl1 it are not rare and isolated ex­
pressions; they assen1ble in mul ·tit11des; they rush in troo 1ps; 
th 1e,y occttpy every hill a11,d 1every valley. They occasion the 
gr 1eatest embarrassment to tl1ose who deny that th .e re 'lat ion 
of God to tl1e world is dete ,nnined by· the , cross, and va1·ious1 
metl1ods are e1nployed by vari ,ousl writers to r1educe their num­
ber and their force. They are most abundant in the epistles 
of the Apostle Paul, and some depreciate his authority as a 
teacher of Christia11ity. The doct1·in1e is imp 1lie1d in the words ! 
whi 1ch oar Lor ,d uttered at tl11e l.ast supper, and some attack 
the!e as not genui,ne. Christ is repeatedly declared to be a 
propitiation. ''Whom God ha·th set fo·rth to be. a propitia ·tion, 
thr ·ough faith, by His blood'' ( R 10li!l. 3 :251

) • • ''He is thie pr 1opi-
tiation f 1or our s,insj and not f'or ours only, but . ,a·tso for the 
whole world'' ( 1 ,John 2 ,:2). ''God S·ent His S01n to be a 
p·ropitiation for ou1· sins'' ( 1 Jo 1l1n ,4 :10). ''Whe ·refor ,e it 
b1ehooved Him in all things . to be inade like unt ,o His br 1ethren, 
tl1at 1:--Ie might be a mercift1l and fait 'l1f ul 'high priest in t 'hings 
pertaining to God, to mak,e propitiation for the :sins of the 
·people'' (Heb. 3 :17). Ma11y special pleas are entered aga ,inst the 
plain meaning of t,hese de1cl.ara .tions. .It does not seem difficult 
to unde .rstan ,d) them_ A propitia·tion must be an influence 
which rende ·rs someone prop 1itiou s, and the person render 1ed 
pro 1pitious by it must be the per son who wa:s offe11de,d. Yet 
some do not hesrit.ate to affirrr1 that the se text ,s regarc1 man as 
the on1y being pr ,opi ·tiated by the cross. Special tort ·ures are 

• • 

• 

' 
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applied to many other Scriptures to keep them frotn proclaim ­
ing a substitutionary atone1nent. Chris t is "t he Lamb of God, 
which tak eth awa y the sin of the world" ( John 1 :29). "Th e 
Son O·f n1an came not to be 1ninistered unto , but to minister, 
and to giv~ I-Iis life a ran son1 for 1nany" ( Matt . 20 :28 ; Mark 
10 :45). "H im that knew no sin I-Ie ma de to be sin on ou r 
behalf, th at we might become the righteous ness of God in 
Him" (2 Cor. 5 :2). Such are a few exa mples of the count­
less declarat ions of a substitu tionary atonement which the 
Scriptures make, and with wh ich those who reject the doct rine 
st rive in vain. Any specula tion which sets itself against this 
mighty curr ent flowing , through all the Bible is destined to be 
swept away. 

Yet further. A theological theory, like a person, should 
be judged somewhat by the company it keeps ~ If it shows an 
inveterate inclination to associate with other theories which 
lie wholly upon the surface, which sound no depths and solve 
no problems, and which the profoundest Christian experience 
rejects, it is~ evidently the same in kind. • 

The theory which I am here oppo sing tends to consort with 
an inadequate view of inspiration, a.nd some of its representa­
tives question the inerrancy of the Script ure , even in the mat­
ters pertaining to faith and conduct. It tends to consort with 
an inadequate view of God, and some of its repre sentatives 
in praising His love forget His holiness and His awful wrath 
against incorrigible wrongdoers. It tends to con soi-t with an 
inadequate view of sin, and some of its representa tives make 
the alienation of man from God consi st merely in acts , rather 
than in an underlying state from which th ey proc eed. It tends, 
finally, to consort with an inadequate view of responsibili ty 
and guilt, and some of its representatives teach that the se ceas~ 
when the sinner turns, so that there is no need of propitiation, 
hut only for repentance. A distingui shed representative of this 
theory has written the fallowing sentences : "AU righteou s 
claims are satisfied if sin is done away." "Divine law is diri ct-
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ed against sin, and is sati sfied when sin is made to cease." ''If 
grace brings an end of sinning, the end sought by law has been 
attained. It can not be, therefore, that in the sight of God 
there is any need of satisfying law before grace can save sin­
ners." These words are like the voice of "a very lovely song"; 
but many a pardoned soul uttered a more troubled strain. A 
man may cease to sin without reversing the injury he has 
wrought. In the course of his business, let us suppose, he has 
defrauded widows and orphans, and they are now dead. qr, 
in his social life, he has led the young into unbelief and vice, 
and they now laugh at his efforts to undo the mischief, or 
have gone into eternity unsaved. In a sense his sinning has 
come to an end, yet its baneful effects are in full career. His 
conscience tells him he is responsible not only for the commis­
sion of his sins, but for the ruin wrought by his sins. In other 
words, he is responsible for the entire train of evils which be 
has put into operation. The depths of his responsibility are 
far too profound for such light plummets to sound. 

These are some of the reasons which lead the Christian 
world as a whole to reject "the moral-influence theory" of the 
atonement as inadequate. 

CHRIST THE SIN-BEARER 

I shall not attempt to set £orth any substitutionary theory 
of the atonement. It is not absolutely necessary that we have a 
theory. It may be enough for us to hold the doctrine without 
a theory. The wr:t~r s of the New Testament did this . The 
earliest fa the rs of the Church did it. The world has been pr<Y 
foundly influenced by the preaching of the doctrine before the 
leaders of . the Church began to construct a theory. What was 
done in the first century may be done in the twentieth. We 
may proclaim Christ as the Sin-bearer and win multitudes to 
Him without a theory. Men will welcome the fact, as the 
f amisking welcome water, without asking about its chemical 
cemposition . 
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Yet the Christian thinker will never cease to seek for an 
adequate theory of the atonement, and it 1nay be well for us to 
consider some of the conditions with which it is necessary for 
him to comply in order to succeed in casting any new light 
upon this divine mystery. 

'THE ADEQUACY OF SUBSTITUTIO NAL ATONEM E~7 T 

1. Any theory of the atonetnent, to be adequate, must 
proceed fron1 a. fair and natural interpretation of all the Bibli­
cal statements on the subject. It must not pick and choose 
among them. It must not throttle ~ny into silence. 

2. It must mak~ use of the thought which other genera­
tions have found helpful. It must not discard these old 1na­
teri~ls. Though they are not a completed building, they consti­
tute a foundation which we can not afford to destroy. They 
may be covered over with an accumnlation of verbal infelici­
ties from which we must set them free; but whoever would 
advance our knowledge ,of the peace made for us by Christ 
must not disdain to build upo11 them. 

3. It must take account of all the moral attributes of 
God, for all are concerned in our salvation. It will find 
the chief motive of the atonement in the love for God, who 
"so loved the world that He gave His only-begotten Son" 
(John 3 :16). It will find one necessity of the atonement in 
the righteousness of God, who "set forth Christ to be a pro­
pitiati 9n, through faith in Hi blood, to show His righteous­
ness because of the passing over of the sins done aforetime, 
in the forbearance of God; for the showing of His righteous­
ness at this present season; that I-Ie might I-Iimself be just 
.and the j ustifi.er of him that hath faith in J estts" (Rom. 3 :25, 
26). It will find one effect of the atonement in the aversion 
from man of the wrath of God, the product of love and 
righteou sness outraged by sin: "~hile we were yet sinners, 
Christ died for us. Much 1nore then, being now justified ~y 
His btocd, shall we be saved fr otn wrath through I-Iitn." 
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4,. It must accord with a profound Cl1ristian exp e1·ie11ce. 
· It will not toy witl1 ocinian interpretations of tl1e Godhead, 

for the doctrine of the Trinity is the produ 1ct not only of a 
ound exegesis and a sot1r1d philosophy, but also of a sottn<l 

• 

Cl1ristian ,experience. It will not picture God as a Father i11 

a sense wl1ich would deny His ki11gsl1ip, as .a weak-1ninde cl 
father who bewails the rebellion o,f l1is children but has no 
courage to wield the rod. It will 11ot cover His face wi ti1 
feeble smiles or inane tears 1 and ,deny to it the frowns of 
wrath, f,or a pro 1f ound Christi .an experience pronounces such 
portraitures untrue. It v ill not join thos ·e excellent Chris­
tia11s who see in sin 0 1n1y ,a tem.porary fa11]t, a disease of the 
surface, tl1e product . chie fly of circt1n1stances, and probab ,]y 
a necessary stage of man to higher tJ1i11gs, for these ,roseate 
l1ues are known to be <leceitf t1l by all who have entered ear11-
estly into b,attle with the corrupti 1on of Oltr natttre and I1ave 
achieved any great tnoral trit1mphs. It will 11ot diminish the 
guilt of the transgressor, fo 1r it is the pardoned transgre sor 

. who knows best the awfttl 1en1erit of his deeds and of the 
t~,te of a1ie11ation from Goel f r,om whicl1 they issued. In 
hort, it \viii take into account tl1e judgment of those wi e 

souls who ha\t~e learned ''tl1e deep thing ·s of G,od'' in n1ucl1 
spiritual conflict, a11d will rea .ch co,nclusi .on.s acce.ptable to th 1en1. 
. 5. It must view the sacrifice of Cl1rist as an event planned 

from eternity, and effectual with God from ~temity. He is 
'·'tl1e LamlJ that hath bee11 slain from tl1e foundation · of the 
world'' (Rev. 13 :8). He '',vas for ·eknown before the fot1n­
dation of the world, but manifested at tl1e end of the times'' 
( 1 Pet. 1 :20). Sin did not take God by surprise. He had 
foreseen it and had ·p,·rovicled a Red ,een1e:r b,efore it had led us 

• captive. 
6. It must take a broader vievv of the self-sacrifice of 

Christ than that onee presented to us~ His se1f-sa·crifice Gt1I-, 

minated in His 1death, and we speak of that very properly a 
...... is atonement. ut His self-sacrifice had other featt1res . 

• 

• 

• 

.. 
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It had two principal 11,oments 011e in eternity, a11d the 
oth 1er in time ,. The first ,vas tl1e laying as,ide 0 1f som1e of I-Ji,s 
divin ,e attributes that H 1e 1nigl1t t,alce our nature; the second 
was tl1e endurance of the evils of l1un1an life and death, which 
He would not rem,ove f 1·om His lot by mi1·acle~ Botl1 are 
brougl1t be£ ore us in tl1e statement that , ''being in the form of 
Go,d, He 1coi1nted it not a prize to be on ,an equality with God, 
but emptied Himself, t1al{i11g tl1e f 1orm of a bond-se1·vant, being 
made in tl1e likeness of 1nen; a11d b1eing £01und in ·fa"sh·ion as a 

. ma11J I-I 1e humbled Hims elf, bieco1ning obedient even las, far .as, 
t1nto deatl1,1 yea, the death of the cro ss,'' (Phil. 2 :6-8).. And 
all tl1is patl1etic l1istory ,of self-sacrifice is rendered yet more 
pathetic wl1en we reflect tl1at He anticipated His suffering 
from e·t1er11ity, and n1oved. in ·the creation and government of the 
~1niverse witl1 t l1e vision of His coming sorrows ever before 
His eyes. 

\Ve can form no conception of the cost at w'hich He la,id . 
aside s1ome 10 1f I-Ii.s divine attribut 1es to becotne incarnate. We 
can · forn1 but littl 1e conception of the cost at which He died for 
the world. No 1nere ma11 ever laid do"vn I'i is life for others 
in the sense i11 ,vl1ich Chri st laid down l-Iis lif '1e ·fo1· the worl ,d. 
Every man must die at some time; ''tl1ere is no discharge in 
that welfar ,e.'' ' Wl 1en ,a n1an sacrifices l1is life he ,does but 
sacrifice a few days or years; he does but lay it do\vn earlier 
instead of t,ater. But C11rist did not choose between dying 
at o,ne time rather than at a,11otl1e1·; I-le chose between dying 
and not dyi11g. Thus, vievved in any ligl1t ,vhateve r, the volun ­
tary sufferings of Cl1rist surpass oui- po\vers of thought and 
imagination, reachit1.g in finitely beyo nd all l1uman expe rience. 

- . 
. 7.. It 1nust mal<e mucl1 ,of tl1e effect· procluced upon God 

by the infinite, voluntary, and un selfish sacrifice of Christ for 
• 

tl1e worldt He re all ht11nan la11gu,age b11~eaks do,vn, and it 
sot1nds1 feeble to say tha t God, tl1e Fathe 1--, ad.mi1·e,s witl1 thie 
t1t1n1ost e11thusiasm this holy a11d l1eroic ,career of suff erin ,g 
or the s,alvation of man. Yet ,ve 1n11st i.1se such V\"ord· , 

• 

.. 
• 
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• 
• 
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though they are cold. T 'he Scriptures speak of His attitude 
toward His incarnate Son as one of unbounded appreciation 
and approval, and tell us that His voi1ce was h1eard r1epeat ,edly 
from heaven, saying: · ''This is My beloved S1on, in whom I 
am well please 1d.'' When we s,a,y that the s,acrifice of Christ 
is meritorious with God ,, we mean that it calls forth His su­
preme · admiration. Such was His feeling toward it as I-Ie 
fo ·resaw it from ete1·nity; such was His feeling ' toward it as 
H 1e looked upon it wl1il1e being made; an 1d such is His feeling 
towar ·d it n1ow, as. He looks b,ac:k upon it an,d gl,orifiea Christ . 

• 

in honor of it. 
8. It must fincl that the work of Chris:t has made a ,,.ast 

difference in the 1·elations of God to the fallen world. It 
• 

• 

wa1s infinite in the love which prompted it and in the ,s,elf-
saeri ·fice which attended it, and hence infinite in its[ ·mora ,l 
value. We can not . but 1deem it fitting th 1at it should pr 10 ,ct1re 

· for the world an administration . o-f grace. Provided for eter­
nity and efficacious with God from et 1ernity. it h·as procured 
an administration of grace from the moment when the first 
sin was co,mmitted . 

. No doubt it is for this rea,son t.l1at God has suffe,red th 1e 
world t 10 Sit.and through all the ages , of its rebellious hist.airy .. 
He has looked upon it from the beginning in Christ, and hence 
has tr ·eated it with forbearance, with love, with mercy. It 
did not first come under grace when Christ was · crucified; it 
bas always be.en under grace, because Christ has always offered 
His sacrifice in 'the p1an and purpo :se of 1God, and tm,us has 

1always exercised a propitiatory influence. The grace o,f God 
• 

toward man was, not fully revealed and explained ti .II it was 
made manifest in the person and work of Christ, but it has 
always been the reigning principle of the divi,ne government . 

. 

Men are saved by grace since the death of Christ, and they 
have always been slaved by grace when they have been saved 

1at all~ The entir ·e argum .e·nt o,f the Apositle Palul in his, .espistles 
to the Romans and the Galatians has for its purpose the de-

• 

• • 

• 

• 
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fense of the proposition, that God has always justified men by 
grace through faith, and that there has never been any other 
Way of salvation. The entire administration of God in human 
history is set forth, in the light of '·the Lamb that hath been 
slain from the foundation of the world," as one of infinite 
kindness and leniency, notwithstanding those severities which 
have expressed His abhorrence of sin. . 

But if the self-sacrifice of Christ has made a difference in 
the practical attitude of God toward the world, it has also made 
a difference in His feeling toward the world. God is one. He 
is not at war with Himself. He is not a hypocrite. He has 
not one course of action and a different course of feeling. If 
H:e has dealt patiently and graciously with our sinning race it 
is because He has felt patient and gracious, and the work of 
liis Son, by means of which His administration has been ren­
dered patient and gracious, has rendered His feeling patient 
and gracious. · 

It is to this different administration and to its basis in a 
different fe~ling that the Scriptures refer when they present 
Christ to us as "the propitiation for our sins and not for ours. 
only, but for the whole world." 



• 

• 

• 
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• 
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CHAPTER V , 

TH-_E GO· n, MAN* ~ - , J - - I . 

• 

BY THE LATE JOHN S1T0 1CK 

.Jesus of Nazareth was not 1nere: man, . excelling 0 1tl1ers in 
pu1·ity of life and cond .uet and in sincerity of purpose, 
simp,ly distingui sl1ed from other teacl1ers by the fullness of 
His knowledge. He is. the God-man. Such view of the 

. ~ 

person of Mess ,iah is the as,sured foundation of the entire 
Scriptural testi1nony to I-Iin1, a111d it is to be i1·resistibly in­
f erred f 1·om the styl,e and strain in wl1ich I-le habitually spake 
of Himself. Of this infere11tial argument of the Saviour w 1e 
can ,give here the salient . point s only in b1·ief est pres ,entati ,on. 

· t. Jesus claimed to be t.he Son of Go,d. We m,eet witl1 
tl1is title i.n th.e Book of Daniel. It was u.sed by N ebuch.ad­
nezzar · to describ 1e t·11at fourth ,vonde,1·f'ul pers 1on.age who 
walked with the three Hebrew con£ essors in the fire: ( 3 :25) ,1 

and who was, doub ,tless, the Lord J ,esus Christ t'"ev·ealing Hhn .­
self in an assumed bodily form to His heroic serYants. This 
majestic title is repeatedly approp 1riated to Himself by our 
Master. (See John 5 :25; 9 :351

; 11 :4, etc.) In His inter ­
view with Nicodemus He designated Himself, ''The Only B c­
gott ,en Son of God'' (John 3 :18). 

en confronted with tl1e Sanhed rim, Jesus was clo sely 
qt1estionecl about His l use of thi s title; and H ,e plea 1ded guilty 
to t·he i11dictn1ent. ( See ![att . . 26 :163, 164, and 27 :43 ;· cf. L ·t1ke 
22 :70, 71, and John 19 :7~) . It is elea1· f 1··0111 tl1e n.arrative that 
thie Jews unders 1too 1d this. gl1orious natne i.11 the lip1s of ] 'es.us to 
b1e a blasphemous , assertion of divi1~e attributes 1 fo1· Hims1elf. r 

'They ·tind,er 1stood Jesus to th·11s 1cla·im eqitality with G
1

od 
1* Abb ·revia ·ted and publi shed by· permi ,e1sion of the A1ne1·ican B,ap­

tist P·ubl,ication Society . 
• 

• 
• 

• 

• 

• 
• 

• 
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(see John 5 :18); and to make · Himself God. (See J:ohn 
10 :33.) Did they unders ,tand Him? Did they overestimate 
the significance ,of tl1is title as claime by our Lord? How 
easy it would have been for Him to set tl1em right. How n11-

perative w,ere His obligation .s to do so, not merely t 10 Himself, 
but to these unhappy men who were thirsting for His blood 
under a misapprehension. Did not every principle of p·t1ila11-
thropy require Him to save them from the perpetration of tl1e 
terrible m11rder which He knew they w,ere contemplating? 
Yes, if they were mistaken, it was a heinous crime in our Lord 
not to undeceive them. Bttt not a wor ,d did He say to soften 
down the offensiveness of His claim. He all,owed it to stand 
in all its repulsiveness to tl1e Jewish mind, and died without 
ma,king any sign that He had been misapprehended. He thus 
accepted the Jewish interpretation of His meaning, and sealed 
tl1at sense of the title, Son of God, with His heart's blood. 
Nothing can he clearer, then, than the f a,ct that Jesus died witl1-
out a protest for claiming equality with God, · and thus making 
Him .self God. We dare not trust ourselves to ,vrite what we 

• 

must think of ~im under such circumstances., if He were a 
tner 1e man. 

• 

2.. Jesus, . on several occasio1is, claimed a divine siipremacy 
in both worlds. Tak 1e for exa1nple His description of the final 
judgment: ''The Son of 1nan shall send forth His angels, and 
tl1ey shall gather out of His kingdom all things that offend, 
and them which d.o in.i1quity: a·nd shall cast them i11to the fur­
nace of fire: the1·e shall be wailing and gnasl1ing of teet11'' 
( Matt. 13, :41). The l{ingdom is, His, an,d all the angels of 
God ar ,e His obedient serv ,ants. · 

• 

He declared i11 the plainest ter1ns tha ,t He will preside as 
the Universal Judge at the last great day, and that I-Iis wisdom 
and authority will award to every man his app ,r·opriate doom . 

. ''When the Son of ma11 shall come in His g·lory, and al1 the 
holy angels witl1 I-Iim,. tl1en shall He, sit upon the throne of His 

• 

• 
• 

-
• 

• • • 

.. • 

• 

• 

• 
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glory; and before Him sha ll be gat ·11ered all nations; and He 
• 

shall separate the111 one from another, as a s·he·phe ,rd dividet 'h 
his sheep from the goats; and He shall set the sheep on His 
right hand, b,ut the goats . on the left'' (Matt .. 25 :31-33),.1 His 
voice will utter tl1.,e cheering words, '' 1Come, ye blessed," .a·nd 
the awful . senten ,ce, ''Depart, y1e cttrsed'' (Matt. 25 :.31-46). 
Without l1esitation, equivocation, or compromise Jesus of 

' 

Nazareth repeatedly assumed the right and the ability to dis~ 
criminate the mo1·al character and desserts of · all mank,in.d frcom 
Adam to the day of 1doom. I-Iis sttblime consciousness of u11iiP 
ver sa! supremacy relieved the claim of everything like audacity, 
and only made it the natural sequ1en1ce of His i11carnate God· 
head. ''AIJ po ~we.r,'' He said, ''i .s given unt ,o M 1e in l1eaven and 
in ea.rtli', (Matt~ 28 :18). 

This idea germinated in th 1e 1ninds of His follo1ve1 .. s and 
apostles. The vivid picture reco:rded in the twenty-fifth cl1ap­
ter of Matthew gave a coloring to all their subsequent thoughts 
about their divine Master. Tl1ey ever af'·ter s,pake of Him as 
''ordained to be the Judge of the quick and the dead'' (Acts 
10:42; 17 :31 ). 'They testifie .d that ''We mus .tall ap,pear before 
the judgment seat . of Christ; that every one . ma .y receive the 
thin .gs done in his body,, accor ,ding to that he hath don,e, whether 
it be good or bad'' (2 Cor. 5 :10; Rom. 14 :10). · 

Thus the mind of John the Apostle was prepared for the 
stibsequent revelations of Patmos, when he hea:r.d his glorified 
Lord claim to ''have the keys of hell and o·f death'' (Rev. l :18), 
and saw the vision of the ''grea ;t white throne, and Him t'hat 
sat on it, from whose face the earth and the heaven fled away'' 
(Rev. 20 : 11 ) . · 

But who is this that claims to grasp and wield the thun 1d.er, 
bolts of eternal retribution; who profes ses to be able to scruti11, 
ize the secr ·et purposes and motives, as we·ll as the words and 
deeds, of every man that has been born, from tl1e first dawn 
of per ,sonal res lponsibility to the 1day of deat11 '? Can any­
thing short o,f indwe11ing omniscience qualify , Him for S1uch 
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an intricate and complicated and vast investigation? If He 
could not search "the reins and the hearts'' ( to use His own 
words to John), how could He give to every one of us accord­
ing to his works ? (Rev. 2 :23.) The brain reels when we 
think of the tren1endous transactions of _ the last day, and the 
momentous interests then to be decided forever and ever; and 
reason tells us, that if the Judge who is to preside over these 
solemnities be a man, He must be a God-man. If Jesus is to 
be the universal and absolute Judge of our race-a Judge from 
whose decisions there wilI be no appeal, He must be "God mani .. 
fest in the flesh." But what can we think of I-Iim, if in setting 
up this claim He mislead us? 

3. Jesus always claimed absolute and indisputable power 
in dealing with every question of moral duty and destiny. To 
quote Mr. Newman, the mere deist, ''I find Jesus Himself to 
set up oracular claims. I find an assumption of pre-eminence 
and unapproachable moral wisdom to pervade every discourse 
from end to end of the Gospels. If I may not believe that 
Jesus assumed an oracular manner, I do not know what moral 
peculiarity in Him I ain permitted to believe."* There is no 
possibility of denying the truth of these words. Jesus claimed 
to be absolute Lord in the whole region of 1norals. He settled 
the meaning and force of old laws, and instituted new ones by 
His own authority. Take the Sermon on the Mount as an il­
lustration. With what a self-possessed peremptoriness does 
He define the existing legislation of God, and enlarge its limits I 
With what conscious dignity does He decide every question in 
the . whole range of human duty with the simple-- "But I say 
unto you l" Seven tin1es in one chapter does be use this form­
ula. ( See Matt. 5 :20, 22, 28, 32, 34, 39, 44.) And in the 
application of the sermon He declared Him only to be the wise 
man and built upon solid rock, who hears His sayings and 
does them. (Matt. 7 :24.) Well might the people be aston-

*In "Phases of Faith," by Francis William Newman, M. A., 
page 150. 
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is he d .at His doctrine; for v 1erily ''He taught tl1em as one hav-
ing authority, and not as the scribes"' (Matt. '7 :28, 29). But 
the tone which pervades the S.ermon ~on the Mount runs 
thro ·ug·h the ·w·hole of 'the teaching of Jesus of Nazareth. He 
ever speaks as 'if He were the Author and G'iver of th"e law; 
as . if I-Ie, had the power to modify an,y of its provisions aicoord­
ing to His own ideas of fitness; and as if He wer ,e the Supreme 
Lord of human cons,ciences. His style is utterly unlik,e that of 
a11y inspired teacher before or after Him . They appealed to 
the law a11d to t'he test imony. ( See Isa. 8 :20.) But J esu·s 
claimed . an inher ,ent power to rno,dify and to alter b1oth. 

Th·e 1Sabh1atl1 wa,s th·e sy·mbol of the entire covenan ·t n1ade by 
,God wi.th Israel . through th 1e m,inistry of M.oses. ( See: Exod. , 
31 :12"17.) But Jesus asserted His compJete supremacy ove.r 
this divine institution. These · were His emphatic words: ''For 
the Son of nian is, Lord also o.f the Sabbath day'' (Matt. 12 :8; 
M'ark 2 :28; ·Luke 6 ;5). He could, of His own wil'I, f 'elax 
the t·erro 1·rs of the Jewish Sabbath, and even s11persede it alto­
ge·ther by the Christian ''Lor ·d's Day.'' H 1e was Lo1~1d .of all 
divine instit ·uti,01ns. ., . 

And in the Churc.h He claims the right t 10 r,egulate l1er doc­
tri11es and her ordinances according to His will. The apostles 
He commissioned to baptize in His name, and cl1arge·d them to 
teach their converts to ob1serve all things ·w·hatsoever He had 

• 

command ,~d them. ( Matt. 28 : 19·-201

.) Thus John was ·p1re-
p,a1·ed for the su·blime vision of the iSon of man as ''He tl1at 
b.ol1deth the sev1en stars in His rigl1t. ha ,nd, ·who wal.l{eth in tl1,e 
1nidst of th 1e seven golden canc.11esticI<s'' (Rev. 2 :1) ; and ,as, ''He 
that hath the key of David, He that openeth, and no man 
shutteth; and ,shuttet11, anfl no man openeth'' ,(Rev. 3 :7). 

And the authority vJhich Jest:ts claimed extends into 'heaven, 
and to tl1e final state of tl1i11gs. He affirn1ed tl1at He wott1d 
ascend to sha·re, His Father's dominion, and to sit in the ·throne 
of His :glo1ry. ( See. Matt . 19 ::28 .. ) The counterp ,art to w·hieh 
announcen1ent is fou 11d in His ,cteclara tion to Jol1n i11 Patmos: 

• 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

''to 11.ini that overcometh will I grant to sit with Me in My 
thro ·11e, ev1en as I .al,so overcame, and am set down with My 
Fatl1er in His throne'' (Rev~ 3 ::21). The manne1· in which 
the Lord spake of Himself in ·conn 1ection with the h1eavenly 

• 

sta .te bo 11·e .much ·fruit in tl1e heart s and se11ti·ments of His , dis,• 
ciples. To them tl1is life wa .s being ''ab .sent from the Lord'' 

. as to 1-Iis visible presence : and their one beau.tif ul idea of 
he·aven ,vas tl1.at it was being '' .pr ,esent with tl1e L 1ord' ·' (2 ·Cor • 
. 5 :6., .18) ., .I-le had tlaught th 1e_m to. regard Him a.s their ''all in 
.all,' 1

' even in their eternal stat 1e; and with unqtte stioni ng faith 
t·l1·e.y 1cherished the one blessed h·ope of being · f'or,ever witl1 tl1e 
Lord. Al] otl1er idea.s, of · the c,elestia ·1 worl ,d were lost s.igh,t Qf 
in comparis 1on ·\vith this abs.orbing anticip .ation. ' 

The very m.ansions which they w,ere to occupy in tl1e1 Ete1 .. nal 
Fatl1e:r ·'s l1ouse,, Jesus said, ·r-re: would assign to ·t·11em (John 
1.4 .. :21

) 1 • He asserted His righ ·t t ·o giv~ ,Q,N''ay the CfOW 'DS and 
glories l of immortal bless.1edness as if t 'hey were His by indi,s­
putabie right. He wills it,. and it is done. He constantly re- · 
m.ind1ed H.is di.sciples of r·ewar ·d.s which He w·ould giv'e to eve~y 
servant ·,vhom, at H is coming, He, found to be faith .fut. (Com­
pare .hd:a,tt. 24 :44 with 4.5, 416, 47; ZS :·14-46, et1C1)1 

It is tru 1e J estt.s will give these hon 1ors ot1ly to tl1ose for whom 
they are prepared by His Father; for, in their designs oi 
mercy, the fl~ather, the Son, and the Holy Spirit are one. Still 

• 

He will, of right, dispense tl1e blessing to all who receiv·e it. 
For thes.e were our L,ord's , tri1e words: · ''To sit on My right 
hand, and on My· 1,eft, is not Mine ·to give, b·ut [ or, exc,ept] i·t 

· .shall be: gi,ren to th 1em £01r wl1om it is prepared of My Father :,, 
('Matt. 20 :23). Tl1e J,angua .ge logically impli,es our Lord's 
absolute right ·to giv·e the crowns ; but only ·to .such as ar 1e ap- . 
p1oi11t·ed to these honors by tl1e F.atl1er • 

• 

These ideas are repeated in vision to John. Jesus gives 
''right to th 1e ·tree of life'' 1(Rev. 2 :7), In the praises of the 
· redeen1ed ho,st, as, described in that marvelous Apocalypse, they 
ever ascribe th ,eir sa·tvation and glory to J e.sus, and the sinless 

• 

• 

• 
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angels swell the cl1orus 0£ I1nmanuel's praises, \i\rhile the uni· 
verse, from its myriad w1orlds, echoes the strain. (Rev. 
5 :·8,-'14.) 

In the description o,f the final state of things a S'tate 
whicl-1 shall be subsequent to the millennium 1

( w]1atever tl1at 
·may h1e) (Rev. 20 :l-10), and als ,o ·to the final judgmen ·t of 
both righteous and wicked (Rev. 20:11-15), and to the act of 
homage and fealty described in 1 Cor. 15 :24-28, we find tl1e 
Lamb still and forever on the throne. The Cl1t1rch is still 
''tl1e bri :de, the Lamb's wife' '' ( 'Rev. 21 ::9). In t :bat consun1-
mated state of all thin,gs, ''The ~ord God AI1nighty and the 
Lamb are tl1e temple of it'' (Rev. 21 :22'), the glory of God 
lightens it, ''and tl1e Lamb is th 1e· light thereof 1

' ( R 1ev. 21 :.23), 
th ,e pure riv 1er of water of life still flow,s from beneath th ,e 
thro ,ne of Go,d and of tl1e La1nb (Rev. 22 :I), ''.the throne of 
God and of tl1e. Lamb shall be in it; a11d His servants shall 
serve Him : and they shall S1ee I:Iis face · ;: and .His name sha ,ll be 
in their foreheads'' (Rev ,. 22 :3t 4 ). Throughout the Apoca-
1,Ypse we never find Jesus among the worshippers. He is there 
the worshipped One on the throne, and with that picture the 
n1ajestic vision cl·oses. . 

The inspired apostles had imbibed these ideas f'rom the per· 
sonal teaclriing of their Lord, and ,subsequent 1~evel,atio11s did but 
expand in their minds the seed-thot1ghts which He bad dropped 
there f'rom His 0 1wn sa.cred lips. Paul nobly 1expressed tl1e 
sentitnents of all his brethren when he wrote, ''Henceforth there 
is laid up fo.r me a c1·,own of righ .teousnes .s, whi.ch the Lo .rd, 
the ri.ghteo 1us judge, sl1all give. me at that day; .and not to n1e 
only, hut unto all them also that love His appea1·ing'' (2 Ti,n. 
4 :8). But sure ,ly He who claims sup 1remacy t absolute and i11 .. 

di:sputa .ble·, in m1orals, in 1divine institutions, in the Clr1urcl1 on 
eartl1, in heaven, an·d in a consummate~ univers ,e forever, must 
be Lo:rd of all, n1anifest in l1uman form. If he w 1ere not, w/1,at 
m"1st He hjave beett to advance such ass,umptions, and wha,t 
mt~ .. st ·the 'book be w~hich enforc 1es ·tl1em ? 

I 
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4. Jes.us asserted 1-lis full possession, of the powsr to for­
give sins. The moral instincts of the Jews were right when 
they put the question, '''\iVho, can for give sins but God only?" 
(Mark 2:7.) We do not wonder that, with· their ideas of 
Christ, . they asked in amazement, . ''Who is this that f orgiveth 
sins also?'' (Luke 7 :49), or that they exclaimed, in reference to 
such a claim, from such a quarter, ''This man blasphemeth'' 

(Matt~ 9 :3). 
And yet Christ declared most emphatically, on more than 

one occasion, His possession of this divi11e prerogative, and 
healed the palsied 1nan i11 professed attesta:tio ,o of the fact~ 
( Luke 5 :24.) Those .who would eliminate the miraculous 
element from the second narrative altogether, must admit that 
Matthew, Mark, and Luke all relate most circ ·ttmstantially that 
Jesus did at least profess to work a miracle in support of His 
claim to possess power to forgive sins. If He wrought the 
miracle, His claim is established ; and if He did not work it, 
but cheated the people, then away with H im forever as an ar.: . 
rant impostor I But if He wrought it, and proved His claim, 
He must be equal with His Father; for the Jews were right, 
and no 011e ''can forgive sins but God only." Could a m.ere 
n1an cancel with a word the sin of a creature agai11st his Maker? 

Tl1e very thougl1t is a blasphe1ny. 
5. Jesus claimed the po,wer to raise His own bo,dJ from 

the grave~ to quicken the souls of men it1,to spiritual life, and 
to raise all the dead at the last great day. Jesus likened His 
bo,dy to a temple wl1ich the Jews shou]d destroy, and which He 
would raise up again in three days. (Jo ,hn 2 :19-2'1.} He 
affirmed that He had power to lay down His life, and power 

• • 

to take it up again. (John 10 :18.) He decleared that the 
spi-ritually dead for the physical resurrection is spoken of 
afterward as a distinct topic should hear His voice and . live. 
(John 5 :25.) And then He tells us not to wonder at this, for 
the day is coming when, by His omnific fiat, all the generations 
of the dead ''shall come forth; . they that have done goo~ unto 

-

• 

• 
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' 

the resurrection of life ,; and they that l1ave done evil, unto the 
resurrection of damnation'' (John 5 :28, 29) . . 

But if Jesus were not, in som,e mys·terious sense, ·th .e Lo 1rd 
o,f Ris i ow11 life, what power had He to ,dispo,se of it as I-le 
pleas ,ed? And how could H ,e recall it when gone? And how 
could he communicate spiritual life, if l-Ie were not its Divi11e 
Fo ·untain? And how co,uld He · raise th ,e dead from . tl11eir 
graves, , if He w1ere not th ,e Almigl1ty Creator? All these 
claims, if genuine, necessitate f'aith in tl1e Godl1ead of Jesus .. 

• 

6. Jes·us declared that He· had the ability to do all His 
Fa,ther's ·works. The Saviour had h,ealed tl1e impotent n;:ian at 
the pool of Bethesda on the Sabb .ath day. When accused by 
the Jews of sin for this act, our Lord justified Himself by tb 1e 
ever-me ·morable wo 1rds ., ''My Father worketh l1ithert.o [that is,, 

· on the Sabbath day in sustaining an ,d blessing the worlds], and 
• 

I work'' on the same day, therefore, in healing the sick, ~ 
thus i'n,directly ass.erting Hi.s. right to , ,do all th,at His Father 
did, and ., as the Jews put it, claiming such a Sonship ,as made 

• 

Him ''equal with God.'' But ottr L,or ,d did not abate one iota 
· of His c·t,aim. True, He ad111itted that :, as the Incarnatle Medi­

ator, He had received l{is authority from the Father, but H~ 

• 

• 

declared that ''W .hat things soever the Father doeth, these also 
do,etl1 the $on likewise'' 1 (Jo ,l1n 5 :17-19). , Now, no language · 
can ove1·estimate the sublimit~r of this claim. Chri .st affirmed 
tI1at He posses se.d full rigl1t and ability to do all that the Eternal 
Father had the righ ·t and ab,ility to do. Was , such 1,anguage 

• 

ev,er u·se1d by the mo,st inspired or the most 1daring ,of mere 
mortals? We do not for get that our Lord was careful to de­
clare t'hat the Father had committed all judgment to Him 
(John 5 :22)1, hut had I-Ie not I--Ii1nself been a partaker of the 
Godhea .d how could I-le, as the In .carnate One, hiave been quali­
fied to b,e armed with the prerogative so vast? H 1e who can 
,do all the ·works of God must be God ! 
· 7.. Jesus spake of Himself as the greate·slt ,gift o,f i1tfinite 
mercy even. In His conversation with Nicodemus; Christ 

• 

• 
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spake of !Iimself in these terms : ''God so loved the world, 
that He gave His only begotten Son, tl1at whosoever believeth 
in Him, should not . perish, but have everlasting life'' (John 
3 :16), by which our Lord evidently meant to convey the idea 
that the gift of the Son · was the richest gift of divine love. 
. And this idea proved powerfully germinant in the minds 
of the apostles. They elaborated the argumen t. By the gift 
of Christ above all otl1er s, they taught us: ''God commended 
His love towards us'' ( Rom. S :8 ; see, too, John 4: 1,0). They 
reasoned thus, having learned their logic from the lips of their 
Lord, ''He that spared not His own Son, b,ut d.elivered Him 
up for us all, how sl:ia]I He not with Hi m also , freely give us 
all things?'' (Rom. 8 :32). The argument of the apostle is 
from the greater to the less. It assumes that Christ Jesus is 
greater than all things. It would have no force on any other . 
pr incip ,le. More than this, it assum~s that Christ is infinitely . 
g1·eater than at1 things, . so that all the other expressions of 
divi11e goodness to our race dwindle into insignifica1,1ce when 
compared with the gift of Chr ist. But can such representations 
as these be harmo ,nized witl1 the notion that Christ is merely 
a gifted man? Would they not deserve to be called hyperbole 
run ·mad on such art hypothe ,sis ? And ima,gin1e a mere man to 
stand fo,rward and proclaim himself the choicest gift of God's . 
love to our race. Wl1at a monstro11s exaggeration and ego­
tism ! If 1Chr ist be greater than all other divine gifts com­
bine d, must He not be the God-1nan? On the evangelical hy­
pothesis such representations are seen to be neither bom­
bast nor rhetorical exa .ggeration, but sober, solid truth; and 
we can say with the seraphic Paul, w.itl1out reserve: ''Thanks 

• 

be unto God for His unspeakable gift'' ' (2 C1or. 9 :15). 
8. Jesus annoztnced Him.self as tltte center of rest for the 

liu1nan soul. Who has not thrilled ttnder the mig11ty spell of 
those mighty words : ''Come unto Me, all ye that labor and are 
heavy laden, and I will give you rest. Take My yok.e upon 

• 

you, a11d I earn of Me ; for I am meek and lowly in heart; and 

-

• 

• 
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ye shall find rest unto your souls. Fo 1r My yo1ke isl easy and 
My burden is light'' 1

( Matt. 11 :28-30). In this invitation 
our Lord proclaims Himself to be everything to the soul. . We 
ar ·e to come to Him, to take Hisl yoke upon us, .and to lear11 
of Him. In receiving Him we shall find rest unto our souls, 
for He will give us rest. 

Now, God alone is the resting-place of the human spirit. 
In Him, land in Him on.ly, can we find assured peace. But Jesus 
claim.s to be ,our res it. Mus 1t I-le not, tr1e.n, be God l11car·nate? , 
.And very noticeabl ,e is th ,e fact that, in tl1e same breath in 
which He speaks of · Hin1self in these au~ust terms, He says: 
''I am meek and lowly in heart.'' But where were His meek-

• 

,ne~s and 1owlines.s in making such a claim,. if He we.re simply 
a man like oursel ·ves ? 

In the same spi·rit are tho ,se memorable passages in wl1ich 
this wonderful personage speaks of Himself as our peace!! 
''Peace I leave w,ith you, My peace I give unto y,ou; not as the 
worl 1d gi.veth, give I unto you"'' (Jo 1hn 14 :27)1

. , ''The .se w.ords 
have I sp ,oken unto , you, that in Me ye might ha .ve pea .ce'' . 
( J ol1n 16 :331

). Thus ever does tl1e Lord concentrate ot11· 

thoughts upon H 'imself '. But what must He be to be w,orthy 
10f su1ch supreme attentio11? 

9i Jesus pe1~mitted Thomas to adore Hi1n as his Lord 
and his God, and P·ro1101unced an 1eulogium ·upo,i tlie f raith thi,.s 
di~"'Playe1d. (John 20 :28.) On this fact we q·uote the admir­
able comment of Dean A]ford: '' 'The Socinian view, that 
these words ., 'my Lord and my God,'' ,are mer,ely an exclama­
ti1on, is refuted, ( 1) By ·the fact that no SLtch 1excl .amation 

_ were in use , among th 1e Jews. (2) By the · e:fr1ev avT 1cp 1(l1e sa.id 
to Him, that is, Christ). (3) By the in1possibility of referring 
,1 «.Jp,6. µov, my Lord, to anothe1· tha ·n Jesus. ( See verse 
13~) (4) By the New T·e.stament usage of expressing the 
vocative by the nominative wit'h an article. ( 5) By tl1e 
utter psycholo .gical .absur 1dity of such a sup ,position; that . one 
just co1nvinc ,ed of tl1e presence of Hi1n whom h1e deep]); 

' 

• 
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loved, should, instead of addressing Him, break out into an 
irrelevant cry. ( 6) By the further absurdity of supposir1g 
that if such wet·e the case, the Apos .tle John, who, of all the 
sacred writers, most constantly keeps in mind the object for. 

• which he is writing, should have recorded anything so, beside 
that object. (7) By the intin1ate connection of war[u,,a,,ca.~1 

thou hast believed. ( See next verse.) 
''Dismissing it, therefore, we observe that this is the highest 

confessiotz. of faith which has yet been made; and that it 
shows that ( though not yet fully) the meaning of the pre-­
vious confessions o,f His being 'the Son of God' was under ... 
stood . Thus John, in the very close of his Gospel iterates the 
testimo,ny with which he began it to the Godhead of t11e 
Word who became flesh, and, by this closing con£ ession, 
shows how the testim ,ony of Jesus to Himself had gradually 
deepened an .d exalted the apostles' convictionJ from the time 
when they knew Him only as ~ 1J~ .,.ov ~w<n}tf> ( 1 :46), 'the son 
of Joseph,J till now, when He is acknowledged as their Lord 
and their God.'' (Alford 's Greek New Testament, on the 
p,assage. ·) . 

Tl1ese judicious remarks leave nothing to be added as to 
the real application of the words, ''my Lord and my God." 
But how did the Saviour receive this act of adoration? He 
commended it; and held it up fo,r the imitation of tl1e coining 
ages. 1' Jesus saith unto him, Thomas, because tl1ou hast seen 
Me, thou hast believed: blessed are they that have not seen, a11d 
yet have believed'' (29). 1-Ie thus most empl1atically declared 
His Lordship and Godhead. But l1ow fearful was His crime 
in so doing, if He was only a Socinian Christ! 

. 

This conversation produced a deep impre ssion upon the 
apostolical mind, a11d upon tl1e early C~urcl1. Stepl1en in­
voked Jesus in prayer with his dying breath. (Acts 7:59.) 
Paul thrice besought the Lord (Je sus) in supplication, that 
this thorn in the flesh might be taken from him, and re­
ceived an. answer from the Lord. (2 Cor. 12 :8, compared 

.. 
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with the nest verse, the 9th.) The prayer was offered to 
J esust and was responded to by Jesus, as the context demon-

, st rates. · 
The primitive disciples are thus ,described: ''All that in 

every place caJl upon the name of Jesus Christ our Lord, . both 
t11eirs. and ours'' { 1 Co·r. 1 :2). . 

Every convert was, by Christ's orders, baptized in His 
name conjointly with that of the Father and the I-Joly Spirit; 
and thus tl1e whole Church \Vas ta ·ught to a,dor ·e Him as 
equal with God at the solemn hour of religious profession. 
(Matt. 28 :19.) 

The apostolica] benediction invokes Jesus in prayer with 
God and tl1e Holy Gl1ost (2 Cor. 13 :14), and the entire 
sacre 1d record ·closes with a ,solemn litany to the Son : ''The 
grace of our Lord Jesus Christ . be with . you all. en', 
(Rev. 22:21). Again we ask, Who , is this if He be not the 
God-man? 

10. Jesus indirectly compared Himself with God. He, 
did so in these words: ''No man knoweth the Son [Luke gives 
it, ''\Vho tl1e Son is'' J, but the Father; . neither knoweth any 
man the Father [Luke gives it, ''Who the Father is''], save 
the Son, and he to wI101nsoever the Son will reveal Him'' (See 
Matt. 11 :27 and Luke 10 :22). These statements are, per­
haps, the most remarkable that fell even from the lips of J estts. 
In them · He asserted the Son to be as great a mystery as 
the Father, and consequently as difficult to know. This 
was in teffect claiming equality with God. Nothing less can 
be made of it. T11en, too, the Lord professed such a knowl­
edge of God as, can only be possessed by God. He indeed 
asserted that He knew the ·Father as well as the Father knew 
Him. Altogether, no language can ·well be more shockingly 
familiar and profane than these words of the Saviour were, 
if He were no more than a man. Let the reader well ponder 
them in the version both of Matthew and Luke. 

, 

' 
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On one occasion our L-0rd declared, "My Father is g~eater 
than all" (John 10 :29); and on another, "My Father is greater 
than I" (John 14:28). But if our Lord was only a man, 
what need was there that He should tell us this? What 
should we think of any mere mortal who should stand up 
in our 111idst, and deliberately tell us that the Eternal Fath er 
is greater than he? Should we not question his sanity ? Or 
should we not look upon the very comparison as a blasphemy? 
For what can justify a creature in such a virtual likening of 
himself to God? We are co1npelled to the conclusion that 
there must have been some other element in our Lord's 
nature, besides the human, which warranted Him in ll?aking 
so remarkable a statement. What danger was there that 
we should fail to recognize the superiority of the Eternal 
Father to the man Christ Jesus, if the latter was no more 
than a man? These words, generally supposed to be a strong­
hold of Unitarianism, are, in truth, an indirect testimony to the 
orthodox faith. For what comparison can there be between 
the Creator and_ a mere creature, between Infinity and one who · 
is "less than nothing and vanity"? 

11. Jesus demands of us an unhesitating and unlim ite d 
fa ·ith in Himself,· such faitli, in short, as ·we should only ex er­
cise in God. We are to believe in Him for the salvation of 
our entire being; not merely as pointing out to us the way 
to heaven, but as being Himself the way. He puts faith in 
Him in the same category as faith in the Father. (J ohn 
14 :1.) The spirit of His teaching about the fai th to be 
reposed in Him is given in His words to the woman of 
Samaria: "If thou knewes t the gift of God, and who it is that 
saith unto thee, Give me to drink, thou wouldest have asked 
of Him, and He wou!d have given thee living water." "Who­
soever d rinketh of the water that I shall 'give him shall 
never thirst; but the water that · I shall give him shall be 
in him a well of water springing up into everl asting life" (John 
4:10-14). Unle ss we exerci se faith in I-Iis person and work, 
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figuratively called eating His flesh and drir1king His blood, we 
• 

have no life in us (John 6 :53) ; but if any man eat of this 
bread , he shall ]iv 1e forever ( 51). Tho se who have given 
themselves up into the arms of Christ by faith receive 
eternal life from , Hin1, and shall never perisl1. (John 10 :28~) 
.·They are as m.uch in the arms of Jes ,t1s ,as in the arms of tl1e 
Fa ther; and their saf e·ty is, as , .1nuch S1·ect1r,ed by on.e as by the 
other ( c1ompare .28, 29, 30) . In fact, in this ,gracious t.ra11.s­
action the Son and the Father are one (30). Well might 
tl1e Jews, with the .ii· v·i,ews1 0 1£ I-Iis ·origin, ·take up, stones! t.o 
stone Hin1 for these claims, say ing as they did it, ''We stone 
Tl1ee ·fqr blasphemy, b,ecause tl1at Thou, bei11g a ma11, make ,st 
T 'hyself God'' (313). Our Lord's vindication of Himself, 
by a reference to the 1anguag ,e of · Psalm 82 :6, is an illustra­
tion of the argument from the less to the greater. If in 
any sense the Jewish rulers might be called gods, how much 
more properly migh t He, the only begotten Son of the Father, 
be so d,esignated ,? ''Without Me ye can do no·thin,g,'' is in 
short the e.ssenc.e of the Saviour's teacl1i11g about Himself. 
( See Jol1n ·15 :1-5.) 

This is the sum 0 1f th .e Gos.pet message :: Believe .in the 
Lord Jes 1t1s Cl1rist and ye s,ha ll be saved. It was a demand 
repeatedly and earnest ly p1ressed by the Saviour, and incul ­
cated by His apostles !; and we say deliberately, that t.o 
exercise s.uch a f ajth ·i11 Jesu s as He requir 1ed and the Gos­
pel enforces !., would., with Socini'an views, be to expose ourp 
selves to the terrible anathema: ''Curs 1ed is the man tl1at trust­
eth in man., and that maketh flesh in his arm'' (J er. 17 :5). 
How could m,y soul be safe in the arms of a mere man? 
.How dare I trust my eternal redemption to the , care of such 
,a Chri .st? And 011 \vhat p,rinciple did Paul say: '''I c.an do al] 
things through Christ who ,strengtheneth me'' (Phil ' 4 :13). 
And how can Jesus be '' All i.n all'' to true believers of every 
nation ? ( Co1~ 3 : 11 ~) 
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12. Tli e affection and devotion to His glory, which Jesus 
demands, are st1ich as can be P·roperly yi elded only to God. 
As we are to trust Cl1rist f 0 1· everyt hing, so we are to , giv,e up 
everything for 'Him , shou ld He dema nd the sacrifice. Thi s 
was a doctrine which the Lo ,r·d repeate ,dly taugl1t. , Let our read­
ers study Matt. 10 :37-39, and the parallel pa_ssage, Luke 14 :26, 
27, and they will see at once how unco mpromising is the Sav­
iour 's demand. Father, .moth 1er, son, daughter, wife, and even 
life itself are a11 to b,e s,acrificed, if devo ,tion ·to Cl1rist nece .s,­
sitat ,es the surrender .. All creatt1res, and all things, and our very 
lives are to be to us a.s nothing when compared with Christ. 
God Himself demands no less of us, and no more. What more 
could the Eternal Creato r ·require? Th ,e moral law ,say·s : 
''Thou shalt love tl11e Lot·d thy God with all thy soul, and ,vith 
all thy strength, and Him only shalt tho ,u serve.'' But Christ 
bids us love Him thus, and demands of us the homage and 
s.ac1·ifice o,f· our whole bei11g; no·w, if He b,e n)ot th ie Author 
.of our being, what right has He to urge such a demand upon 
tts ?' I c,oul,d no,t lo1v1e Chris t as H 1e requires . to , he loved, i·f 
I did not believe in Iiim as tl1e Incarnate God. To do so 
·with Socinian vi1ews would be ido1latr .y. Yet . the motives 
which reigned in the hearts of inspired apostles are summed 
up in th .is one: ''"fhe love of Christ constraineth us,'' and . 
they laid do"'·n the law, that all men are henceforth to live ''no t . 
to themselv 1es,I but to Him who died for them and ros,e again'' 
(2 Cor. 5:14, 15). And Jesus declared that our eternal desA 
tiny will take its character from our compliance or no11-com­
pliance with His demands : ''Whosoever the ref ore shall con­
fess Me before men, him will I conf 1ess also before My 

• 

Father who is in heaven. ·Bu t wh ·osoever shall deny me be-
fore men ,, him will I also deny befor 1e My F lather who is 
in heaven'' (Matt . 10 :32, 33, 38-42, cf. Matt. 25: 45, 46), and 
the sentiment is echoe,d in apostolical teaching, the language 
of which is, ''If any man love not the Lord · Je sus Christ, let 
hi1n be Anathema Maranatha'' ( 1 Cor. 16 :22) . But clearly 

-
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the suspension 1of such t1·emendous issues 011 th 1e decree of ou1· 
love for the person of a. me·re ·creature, is an idea . utt ,erly 
revolting to our n1oral sense. He m·ust be tl1e God-n1an. 

13. Jesus set Himself forth as the a.PPropri'ate end of our 
lives and of all divine pro,vidences. He require ,s, us, to live for 
Him, and for His glory. As we have seei1, life .is to be sacr ·i­
fic1ed, if fidelity to Him shall so requi .r~. The sickness of 
Laza ,rus, He taught, was, ordered, ''that the Son of God might 
be glorified · tl1ere b1y'' (John 11 :4). He expounded the scope . 
of the Holy Spirit's mission in one pregnant sentence: ''He 
.shall glorify Me', (John 16 :14; John 15 ;26). 

This Messianic , ·reading of all things pr 1oved wonderfully 
suggestive. It is atnplified in the ap,ostolical E,pistle9. · 1Tht1s, 
Cl1rist isl ''Lord both of the dead and the livin~' (Romi 14 :9) . 

. The great obje ,c·t o,£ apos,to]ic desire w.as, that Christ m.ight be 
magnified in tJ1eir bodies, wheth ,er by life or by· death. (Phil. 
1 :210 ... ) The early Church's one idea o,f the present state was~ 

• 

''F 'or to m,e to live is Chris·t'' ( Phil. 1 :21). And they looke 1d 
forward to the final Epip 'hany, bec:ause Christ would then 
''come to be g]orified in His saints, and to be admi ed in a'll 
th.e1n that believ 1e1'' and b,e,cau ,se His name will then be ''glori-
fied in you·'' 1 

(2 Thess. 1 :10-12'). · 
·under Hirn, as the U niv,ersal Head, all things are ·finally to 

be ga,thered, ,and t.o,ward ,s this con.summation all things are 
now w,orking. (See Eph. 1 :10.) 

Now, such a presentation of Christ by Christ, and by 1-Iis 
apos ,t1es ins,pired by Hi ·mse1f and His , Spirit, we ca,nnot har­
monize wi·th Socinia,11 vie·ws. For surely He, for 1wlwse glo,,.y 
we are to live, and the · whole universe exists, m,ust be th ,e 
Lord of all, God over all, blessed for ·evermore. What right 
has our Lord to , be the supreme End of life, if He be, not its 

. Source, its Preserve 1r, in sho,rt, its God? · 
14. Very suggestive, too, a~e t/1,ose passages in wliich 

• 

Jesus promised His ciontinued pres1ence t.o His disciples afte ·r 
Hi:s' a,,cens·i.o·n. Beau ·tiful are the wor ,,ds ,: ''Wl1ere two or thre 1e 

• 
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are gathered together in My name, there am I in the midst 
of them~' (Matt. 18 :20). One of the last ·promises of our 
Lord wa .s, ''Lo, I am with you alway, even unto the end of 
the world '' (Matt. 28 :20). No perverse criticism can explain 
away these assurances ;I they .guarantee the perpetual, personal 
presence of ' Je sus with all I-Iis disciples ! to tl1e end of · time .. 

And this idea had a wonder£ ul influence over the thougl 1ts 
and actions of the men wl1om Jesus insp1ired . They lived as 
thosie who , were perpetttally und .,er th ,ei1· Lord's eye. Tl1us one 

· speaks i11 the name · of all: ''Wherefore we labor, tl1at,, whether 
pr ·e,se11t: or .abs,en·t [from c ·t1ris,t as tio· his bodi ly pres .enc 1e, s,ee 
6 and 8], we may be accepted of Hirn [Christ]'' (2 Cor. 5 :9). 
Though denied I-Iis bodily prese11c1e, 1-Iis divin 1e tl1ey knew to 
.be ever witli them; hence th ,ey labored to please Him, and 
the best ,vish tl1e,y could breathe for eac·h other was, ''T ·he 
Lord Jesus Christ be with thy spirit'' (2 Tim. 4:22). 

And John sa,v Him in vis ion ever holding the ministerial 
stars . in Hi .s right han 1d., a.11d walkin ,g in the mid,st of the gold,en 
lamps t'he churches. (Rev. 2 :1.) 

Bat how can we exp 1lai~ s·ucl1 repr 1esen ·t,ations as thes le, if 
Messiah be possessed of but one nature the human, which 
must of· necessity be local and limited as to its presence? Who 
is this that is always with His disciples in alt countries at the 
same moment, but th1e Infin·ite 0 1ne ,in a huma n form? We 
feel His presence; we know He is with us ; and in this fact 
we have evide11ce that He is tnore than a mart. 

I 

The line of argument we l1ave been pu·rsuing is by no 
1nean.s, e,xhausted, b1ut ·01Ur spac 1e is fille~. Every time we rea.d 
the New Testament through, we detect new illustrations of 
the force of the tes,timony illustra ted i 11 this p1ap 1er. Let the 
i-eacler re-peruse for himself the sacred record with an eye to 
tl1e hints wl1ieh we have tl1ro1wn out. Let hin1 weigh again 
the old familiar pl1rases in which the L,ord .spealts, or is spoken 
o-f, and ask hin1self how he can explain the1n on a·ny other , 

• 
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principle than the orthodox view of our Lord's person and 
work, and he will be astonished to find how this view is woven 
into the very texture of the whole Gospel. Jesus Christ was 
neither the Holy One, nor the Just One, if He were not the 
God-man. ( See Acts 3 : 14; Acts 2 :27; Acts 7 :52.) In short, 
we must tear up our Bibles and wait for a new Christ, if I-Ie 
of Nazareth be not what all His teachings compel us to be­
lieve I-!e was, God Incarnate. 

A Socinian may well ask: "Whence hath this man thi s 
wisdom, and t~ese mighty works?" (Matt. 13 :54) ; but to us 
that question is forever answered by the assurance that "The 
Word was made flesh and dwelt among us ( and we beheld 
His glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the Father,) 
full of grace and truth" (John 1 :14). 

The argument is cumulative, and must be looked at as a 
whole as well as in detail. To us it appears irresistible. 

Let no Unitarian seek to evade its force by taking refuge 
in those passages which affirtn Chri st's inferiority, as man and 
mediator, to His Father; such as Mark 13 :32; John 10 :29, and 
John 14 :28. Such passages as these are not to the purpose. 
No one denies that, as man and mediator, our Lord was in­
ferior to His Father. But to prove that Ffe was inferior in 
one sense, does not disprove that He was equal in another · 
sense. When you have demonstrated that He was a man, you 
have not shaken, or even touched, the evidence that He was 
God. The Saviour had a human soul with its natural litnita­
tion of knowledge, and a human body with exposure to death. 
This is admitted on all sides. The orthodox believe it as truly 
as their Unitarian friend s. But the Gospel testimony teaches 
us something more. It reveal s the Godhood of Jesus of Naz­
areth, and tells us that Ife thought it no robbery to clahn equal­
ity with His Father. It is, therefore, disingenuous ., or, at 
least, illogical, to quote testimonie s to the humanity of the 
Christ in reply to the proof of His possession of a divine na­
ture as well. The two questions are quite distinct. It is a 
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non sequitur to affirm that ] esus is not God because Ile was · · 
a man. The point to be demonstrated is that He was not both. 

There are tw0 classes of Scriptures relat .ing to our Lord: 
tl1e first., affirming His po ,ssession of a human nature ., with all 
·its innocent frail .ties an .d limita ·tions ,; the second, .ascribing to 
Him a di·vi.ne na ·ture, posse:sse·d of the attributes of Godhood, 
per£ orming divine works, arid worthy of su-preme honor and 
worship. Unitarians can only f ai1·]y explain one of these 
classes of Scriptures, the former; but Trinitarians can accept 
both classes, and expound them in their integrity and fullness. 
We are not stumbled by evidences . that Jesus was 'tbone of our 
bone, and flesl1 of our flesl1." We rejoice in Hitn as in one 
"'toucl1ed · with a feelin,g of our infirmiti 1es ;'' but we have no 
need to refine away, by a subtle and unfair criticism, the 
ascrip 1tion to His per ·son of divine p1er ·f e1ctions a·n.d works. 
. We gladly recognize the learning and the talents of many 

of the prominent Unitarian divines. We know that by the 
side of some of them we are but b.ab·es in intellect and attain- · 
ment . But we remember that th ,er.e was a time when ''Jesus 
answered and said, I thank t11ee, 0 Father, Lord of heav .en 
and earth, becaus,e Thou hast hid these tl1ings from the wise and 
prudent, a11d hast revealed them unto babes'' (Matt. 11 :25). 

The times demand of us a vigorous re-assertion of the old 
truths, which are the very foundations of the Gospel system . 
Humanity needs a Christ whom all can worsh-ip and adore. 
The mythical account of Strauss' ''Lebe11 J esu'' ; the unreal 
and romantic c ·11.ris.t of ·Renan's ''Vie de Jesus''; and even th 1e 
merely human Christ of ''Ecce Homo,'' can never work any 
deliverance in the earth .. Such a Messial1 does not meet tl11e 
yearnings of fallen human nature. It do~s not answer the 
pressing query, ''How shall man be just with God?'' It sup­
plies no effective or sufficient agency for the regeneration of 
man's moral powers. It does not bring God down to us in 
our nature. Such a Christ we n1ay crit ·ic·ise and admire, as 
we wou.ld S0 1cra.tes, ot· Plato, or Mi'lton, or Sl1alc~·spe,are; but 
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we cannot trust Him with our salvation; we cannot love Hirn 
with all our hearts; we cannot pour forth at I-Iis feet the hom­
age of our whole being; for to do so would be idolatry. 

A so-called Saviour, whose only power to save lies in the 
excellent moral precepts that He gave, and the pure life that 
He lived; who is no longer the God-man, but the mere man; 
whose blood had no sacrificial atoning or propitiatory power 
in the moral governn1ent of Jehovah, but was simply a martyr's 
witness to a superior system of .ethics-is not the Saviour of 
the four Gospels, or of Paul, or Peter, or John. It is not 
under the banners of such a Messiah that the Church of God 
has achieved its triumphs. The Christ of the New Testament, 
of the early Church, of universal Christendom; the Christ, 
the power of whose name has revolutionized the world and 
raised it to its present level, and under whose guidance the 
sacramental host of God's redeemed are advancing and shall 
advance to yet greater victories over superstition and sin, is 
Immanuel, God with us, in our nature, whose blood "cleanseth 
us from all sin," and who is "able to save, even to the utter­
most, all that come unto God through Him."· 

·I 
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• CHAPTER VI 
• 

THE EARLY NARRATIVES OF GENE SIS 
• 

BY PROFESSOR JAMES ORR, D. D .. , 

UNITED FREE CHURCH COLLEGE, , GLASGOW, . SCOTLAN D 

By the early narratives of Genesis are to be understood the 
first eleven chapters of the book those wl1ich preced ·e tl1e 
timies of Abraham. These chapters p,resent pecul ·iarities of 
their own, and I confine .attention to them, ,although the criti .. 
cal treatment applied to them is not confined to thes,e chapters, 
but ext 1ends throughout the whole B,ook of Genesis, the Book 
of Exodus, and the later history with much the same result 
in :re·ducing th.em t.o legend. 

We may begin by looking at the matter covered by tbeSe 
1eleve·n chapters wi·th which W'e hav ·e to deal. See what they 
co1D'tain. , First, we have the sublime pr ~m to the Book of 
Genesis, and to the Bible as a ·whole, in the account , of the 
C·r,eation in Gen. 1. However i·t .got ·there, this 1chapter mani­
festly stands .; in its fit place as the introduction to all that fo14 

l1ows. Where is there anything like it in all literature? There 
is nothing any,vhere, in Babylonian legend or anywhere else. 
You ask perhaps what interest has religious faith in the doc-

. trine of creation in any theory or sp1eculation on how the 
wo,rld came to be? I answer, it has the very deepest int ,erest. 
The interest ,of r,eligion in tl1e doctrine of creation is that 
thi .s do,ctrine is ,our guarantee for the dependence of all things 
on God the ground 101£ our assurance that every thing in 
,iature and Providen .ce is at His disposal . ''My help cometh 
from th e l"or ·d which made he1av1en and earth.' '' Suppose there 
w.a.s, anything i.n · th 1e un·ivers.e tl1:at was no·t c·re,ated by God--­
th,at ~xis1ted in1dependently o:f

1 

Hi m how could we· be sur,e 
that tha't e1emen·t might not thwart, def'eat, destroy the ful-
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fillment of God's purposes? The Biblical doctrine of crea­
tion forever excludes that supposition. 

Following on this prin1ary account of creation is a second 
narrat ive in a different style-from chapter 2 to 4-but close­
ly connected with the first by the words, "In the day that 
the Lord God n1ade earth and heaven." · This is sometimes 
spoken of as a second narrative of creation, and is often said 
to contradict the first. But this is a mistake. As the critic 
Dillmann point s out, this second narrative is not a history of 
creation in the sense of the first at all. It has nothing to say 
of the creation of either heaven or earth, of the heavenly 
bodies, of the general world of vegetation. It deals simply 
with man and God's dealings with man when first created, 
and everything in the narrative is regarded and grouped from 
this point of view. The heart of the narrative is the story of 
the temptation and the fall of man. It is sometimes said that 
the FaU is not alluded to in later Old Testament Scripture, 
and therefore cannot be regarded as an essential part of reve­
lation. It would be truer to say that the story of the Fall, 
standing there at the commencement of the Bible, furnishes 
the key to all that follows. What is the picture given in the 
whole Bible-Old Testament and New? Is it not that of a 
world turned aside from God-living in rebellion and defiance 
to Him-disobedient to His calls and resisting His grace? 
What is the explanation of this universal apostasy and trans­
gression if it is not that man has fallen from his first estate? 
For certainly thi s is not the state in which God made man, 
or wishes him to be. The truth is, if this story of the FaJl 
were not there at the beginning of the Bible, we would require 
to put it there for ourselves in order to explain the moral state 
of the world as the Bible pictures it . to us, and as we know 
it to be. In chapter 4, as an appen<;lage to these narratives, 
there follows the story of Cain and Abel, with brief notices of 
the beginning of civilization in the line of Cain, and of the 
start of a holier line in Seth. 



• 
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Next, returning to the style of Gen. 1 what is called the 
''Elohistic" style we have the genealogical line of Seth ex­
tending from Ada m to Noa h. You are struck with the lon­
gevity ascr ibed to tho se patriarchal figures in the dawn ·of 
time, but not less with the constant mournful refrain wt1ich 
ends ·each notice, Enoch's alone excep ted, ''and he died. " 
This chapter connects directly with the account of creatio n in 
Genesis 1, but presuppo ses equally the riarrative of the Fall 
in the intervening chapt 1ers. We often read in critical books 
asse rtions to the contrary of thi s. The '' p,riestly writer," we 
,ar 1e told, ''knows not hing'~ of a F,all. But that is not so. Well-

. hause .n, that master .:critic, is on my side here. Speaking of 
the so~called ''priestly' ' sectio ns in the story of the flood, lie 
says, ''The flood is well led up to; in Q. [that is his name for 
the priestly writing] we should be inclined to ask in surprise 
l1ow the . earth . has c.01m1e all at once . to be so corrupt ,ed afte .r 
being in the best of order. Did we not know it from J. E.? 
[ that is, the Fall Narrative]." Another leading critical aµ.-
thority, Dr. Carpenter, writes in the same strain. · 

Then you come to · the flood story in Gen. 6 :9, in which 
two narra .tives ar 1e held to b1e interblended. There are two 
writers here, criticism says the Eloh istic and the Jeho-­
vistic, yet critici sm must own that the se two stories fit won- · 
de rfu lly into one another, and the one is incomplete with-
out ·th,e other. If one, for instance, , gives the coinmand · to , 
Noah and his hous ·e to enter · the Ark, i·t is the other that 
narrates the building of the Ark. If one tells of Noah's 
"house," it is the other that gives th~ names of Noah's sons. 
Wl1at is still more striking ,, ·when you compare these Bible 
stories . with the Babylonian story of the deluge, you find 
that it takes both of thes 1e so-called ''narratives'' in Genesis 
to make up the one complete story of the tablets. Then, f01-
1owing on the flood and the co,venant with Noah, the race 
of mankind spreads out again as depicted in the table of 
nations in chapter 10. In verse 25 it is noted that in . the 

• 
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days of Peleg was the earth divided; then in chapter 11 you 
have the story of the divine judgment at Babel confusing 
human speech, and this is followed by a new genealogy 
extending to Abraha1n. 

Such is a brie f survey of the material, and on the face of 
I ~ 

it it must be acknowledged that this is a wonder fully well-
knit piece of history of its own kind which we have before 
us, not in the least resembling the loose, incoherent, confused 
mythologies of other nations. There is nothing resembling · 
it in any other history or religious book, and when we come 
to speak of the great ideas which pervade it, and give it its 
unity, our wonder is still increased. 

Ah. yes, our critical friends will tell us, the great idea! 
are there, but they were not originally there. They were 
put in later by the prophets. The prophets took the old 
legends at:td put these grand ideas into them, and made 
them religiously profitable. If that was the way in which 
God chose to give us His revelation, we would be .bound 
gratefully to accept it, but I must be pardoned if I prefer . to 
believe that the great ideas did not need to be put into these 
narratives; that they were there in the: things themselves 
from the very first. 

The truth is, a great deal here depends on your method of 
approach to these old narratives. There is a saying, "Every- · 
thing can be laid hold of by two handles," and that is true 
of these ancient stories. Approach them in one way and 
you make them out to be a bundle of fables, legends, myths, 
without historical basis of any kind. Then ~·ondcrful feats 
can be perf armed in the handling of the myths. Prof. Gun­
kel, for example, that very capable Old Testament scholar, 
is not content with the analysis of books and chapters and 
versest but adds to it the analy sis of personalities. He will 
show you, for instance, that Cain is coin posed origina11y 
out of three distinct figures, blended together, Noah oot of 
another three, and so on. I have venture d to describe Gun-



89 
r 

kel's theory as the explanation of t.he patriarchal hi story on 
t:he an1c,ient principle of a fort ,Wtous co,ncou:rse of' a,toms. Only 
that does not quite answer to the kind of history we have 
in these narratives, whi 1cl1 stand in such organic connection · 
with the ,rest of t 'ev1eJa,tion. App 1roach these narratives in 
another way and they are the oldest and most precious tradi~ 
tions of our rac1e ;, wortl1y in the,ir intrins ,ic m,erit of standing 

• 

whe·1·e they do alt the commen,e1ement of the Word of God,r 
and ,cap,able of vindicating their right to be th·ere ; not merely 
·vehicles of ,grea.t ideas, but presenting in their own arch ,ai1c 
way fo1r archaic they 1are in f·o·rm the memory of gr ,eat . 
historic tntths. The ·story 1of the Fall, for example, is not a 
myth., but ,enshrin ·es tbe shuddering memory of a.n actual 
moral catastrop ,he, in the beginning of our race, which brougl1t 
deat ·h into the world and all our woe. 

,coming no1w to deal a tittle: more closely with these nar· 
ratives., I suppose I ought to say something o·n the critical 
aspect of the question. But .this I must pass over briefly.,. 
fo,r I want to get: to mor,e import :ant matters. In two points 
only I would desire to indicate my ,decided 'b,reak with current 
critical theory. The one is the carrying down of tl1e whole 
Levitical system and histOry connected with -it to the post­
exilian age. That, I believe, is not a sound result of criti- · 
cism, but one which in a very short time will have to be aban­
doned, as indee 1d. it is ,already being ,abandotted or greatly 
modified in influential qt1arters. This applies specially to the 
date of Gen. 1. Pro£ 1essor Delitzsh, a commentator often 
cit'e,d. as h·aving come ,,o·und ·practically to t'he newer critical 

. view, talces a firm stand here ·. In · his new comtnentary on 
Gen. 1, he tells us: ''The essential matters in the account · 
of the creati .on are am,ong the most ,ancient fottndations 1of ' 

· the religion · of Israel there are no marks of style which 
constrain us to relegate the Elohistic a~cou,nt of the creation 
t,o .the ,e,xile it is in any case a tradit ,ion reacl1ing back t.o the 
Mosaic period.'' 

-
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The other point on which I dissent is the idea that the 
Israelites began their religious history without the idea of 
the one true God, Maker of heaven and earth; that they 
began with a tribal god, the storm god of Sinai or some 
other local deity, and gradually clothed him from their own 
minds with the attri butes which belong to ] ehovah. Thi s, 
which is the product of the evolutionary theory of religion, 
and not a fair deduction from any evidenc e we possess, I 
entirely disbelieve, and I am glad to say that this view also 
is being greatly modified or parted with. It is this theory, 
however, which lies behind a great deal of the criticism of 
these early narratives of Genesis. Those things, it is said, 
could not be; those great ideas could not be there; for man 
at that early stage could not have evolved them. Even God, 
it appears, could not have given them to him. . Our "could 
he's," however, will have to be ruled by facts, and my con­
tention is that the facts are adverse to the theory as currently 
set forth. 

I come now to the question, Is there any exte~al corrob­
oration or confirmation of these early narratives in Genesis? 
Here let me say a little of the relation of these narratives to 
Babylonia. Everyone has heard something of the wonderful 
discoveries in Babylonia, and it would be difficult to exag­
gerate the brillance and importance of these marvelous dis­
coveries. The point which concerns us chiefly is the extraor­
dinary light thrown on the high culture of early Babylonia. 
Here, Jong before the time of Abraham, we find ourselves in 
the mid.st of cities, arts, letters, books, libraries, and Abra­
ham's own age-that of Hammurabi-was the bloomtime of 
this civilization. Instead of Israel being a people just emerg­
ing from the dim dawn of barbarism, we find in the light 
of these discoveries that it was a people on whom from its 
own standpoint the ends of the earth had co1ne-heir to the 
riches of a civilization extending millennit1111s into the past. If 
you say this creates a difficulty in representing the chronology 
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( I 1nay tottch on this later), I answer that it gives much 
greater help by showing how tl1e l<:nowledge of very ancient 
things could be sa fely handed down. For us the chief inter­
est of tl1ese dis,cove·ries is the help they ,give us i11 answering 
tl1e question, How far do the se narratives in Genesis embody 
for us the oldest traditions of our race? There are two rea­
sons whic·h lead us to look with s.0 1me confirlence to Baby­
lonia for the answer to thi s question. Fo r one thing, in early 
Babylonia we are already far back into the times to wl1ich 
many . of these tradi tions relate ; fo r an.other, the Bible itself 
points to Babylonia as the original city of those traditions. 
Ede11 was in Babylonia, as sho·wn by its rivers ,, the E .uphrates 
and Tigris. It . was in Babylonia the Ark was built; and on a 
moun·tain in tl1e neighbor ·ho1od of Bab 1ylonia th ,e Ark re sted,, 
It was f'1·om the plain of S1hinar, in Babylonia, that the new 
distr ibution of the ra.ce took place. To B,abylonia ,, there£ ore, 
if anywhere, we are e11titled to look for light on these ancient 
traditions, and do we not find it? I read sometimes with 
aston ,ishment ,of tl1e stateme ,nt tha .t B1,abylo,nia.n ,discovery has 
done little or notl1ing for the confirmation of these old parts 
of Genesis has rather proved that they belong to th 1e region 
of the mythical. 

Take only one or two ,examples. I leave ·over meanwhile · 
tl1e Ba,bylonian sto1·y ,of 'tl1e creati 1on an ,d the floocl., and tak 1e 
that old tenth chapter of Ge11esi,s, the ''Table of Nations.'' 
Professor Kautzsch , of H ,alle, ,a ,crit .ic of note, sa.ys of that 
old table, ''The so~called Table of N atio 1ns remai .ns,, accord­
ing to all results of monumental exploration, an ethnographic 
original document of the first rank which nothing can replace.'' 
In this tenth chapter of Genes,is, verses 8-10., we have cer­
t,ain statements about the origin of Babylonian civilization, 
'fve learn ( 1) tl1at Babylonia is · the o]dest of civilizations; 
(2) that Assyrian civilization was derived from Babylonia; 
and ( 3') stranges ,t of at·t, that the ,founders of · Babylonian civ­
ilization were not Semites, bttt Hamites des,cendants of 

-
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C·usl1. Each of these statem ,e11ts "'·as in co·ntradition to 1old 
classi 1cal notices and to what w,as currently believed till re­
cently about those ancient people. Yet it will not be disputed 
th ,at ·expiora ·tion has justified the Bibl 1e: on each of these po ,ints. 
Assyria, undouht 1edly, was younger than Babylon ·ia; it de­
rived its civilization, arts, religion, institutions, all that it had, 
from Bab,ylonia.. Strangest of aJl, the originators of Baby­
lonia civilization, the Accadians, or Sumerians, were a people 

• 

• 

not of Semitic ·, b1ut apparently of Turanian or what th~ Bible · · 
w·ould ca]J, Hamitic sto,ck. Take another instance; , in verse 
22 E ,Jam app ,e,ars as the son of Sh.em, but here was. a diffi-­
culty. The Elamites of history were no,t a S·emiticj but a·n 
Acyan people, · and their langu~ge was Aryan. Even Profes-
s,or Homme 1, in def e11ding tl1e anci ,ent Hebr 1ew tradition ., 
thought 11,e ha1d to admit an error here. B11t was there? 
A French ~xpedition went out to excavate Susa, the capital 
of Elam, and below the ruins of the historical E'lam discov­
ere .d bricks , and other remains of a11 older civi.lization, with 
Babylonian inscriptions showing the peopl 1e to be 1 ,of Semitic 
stock; so Elam was, after all, the son of Shem. . In the story 
of the T·ower of Babel in · chapter 11, again is it. n,ot inter-

• 

esting to find the ~i .bl1e deriving all the stre ,ams of mankind 
from the Plain of Shinar, and to find archaeology bringing 
corroborative proof that proba 'b1y all t11e greater streams of 
civilization do take their origin from this region? For that 
is ·the view to whi .ch the op 11nions of scholars now ten 1d. 

Glance now at the s,to,rie,s of Creation, of Parad ·ise, and of · 
the Deluge. The story of Paradise and the Fall we may 
dismiss in this connection, for except in the case of the pic­
ture on an ancient seal which does bear some relation 'to the 
story of the temptation in Eden, there has yet been no proper 
parallel to the Bible story of the fall. On the other hand, 
from the ruins of Assyrian libra.rie,s hav 1e been disinterre 1d 
fragments of an account of creation, and the Babylonian ver­
sion of the story of the delttge, both of which have bee1i 

• 

• 
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brought into comparison witl1 the narratives of the Bible. 
Little need be said of the B~bylonian creatio ,n story. It is a 
debased, polytheistic, long-drawn-out, mythical affair, with -
011t order, O'nly l1ere an,d, th 1ere stt.gge,sting a.n,alogies to the 
divine works in ~nesis. Th ,e floo,d story has much mor ,e 
resemblance, but it too is debased and 1nythical, and lacl<s 
wholly in tl1e higher id 1eas, wl1ich ,give its ch,aracter , to the 
Biblical account. Yet this is the q11arry f ro1n whi ,c'h our criti .. 
cal f rien<ls wo.uld have t1s derive the narratives in the Bible . 

• 

T'l1e Israe ,lites borrowe .d tl1em, it is thought, and purified these 
c1onf used polytl1eistic legends and mad 1e then1 the ve11icles of 

• 

nobler teaching. We , need not discuss the time and manner 
of this borro 1win ,g, ,for I cannot see m,y way to accept tl1is 
version of events at all. Tl1e,·re is not only n 10 proo .f that thes ,e 
stories were borrowed in tl1eir crude form from the Baby­
J,onians, but tl1e contrast in s,pirit an 1d character between the 
Babyl 1onians' product .s and the Bible's seems 'to me to forbid 
any sucl1 derivation. The debased form may co11ceivably 
arise irom corrup ,tion of the higher, but n1ot vice versa. Much 
rather may we 'hold with S1cholars like Delitzsch a.nd Kittel, 
that the relation is one of cognateness, not of derivation. 
These tra ,ditions cam 1e down from a mu 1ch older source, and 
are 1 p1reserved by the Hebr ,e~Ts in their pure ·r f,orm. This 
appears to me to, explai11· the pl1enomena as no· tl1eory of 
deriv ,ation can do, and it is in accordance with th 1e Bible's , 
own rep 1r1esentati ,on of the line of revelati ,on from tl1,,e begin· 
ning along whicl1 tl1e sacred tradition can be transmitted. 

Leaving Babyl 1onia, I must 110,v- say a few words on the 
scientific and histo11·ic-al aspects of these . nar ·r'atives ,. S·cienc,e is1 

invoked to prove tl'l.at tl1e 11arratives of creation in Genesis l, 
the story of man's origi11 and fall in cl1apters 2 and 3, the 
acco,unt of patriarcl1al long·evit.Y in. chap1ters S a,nd 11, tl1e 
story o,f the deluge, and other matters, 111ust all be rejected 
because in patent contradiction to the facts of modern knowl­
,edge. I would as1k you,, howeve:,r, to· suspe,nd j'udgn1ent until 

• 

., 

.. 

' 

• 

• 

• 



• .. 
• 

• 

94 • 

we have looked at the relation in which these two things, 
science and the Bible, st ,and to each other ,. When ,science is 
said to contradict the Bible, I should like to ask first, What is 
meant by contradiction here ? The Bible was never given us 
in order to anticipate or fores tall the discoveries of n1odern 
twentietl1 century science. The Bible, as every sensible, inte ·r­
preter of Scripture has always held,. takes the world as it is, 
not as it is seen through the eyes of twentieth century special­
ists, but as it lies spread out before the eyes of original men, 
and uses the popular every -d,ay language appropriate to this 
standpoint. As Calvin in his commentary on Genesis 1 says ·: 
''Moses wrot ,e, in the popular style, whicl1, withou.t in ,struc­
tion, all ordinary persons endowed with common sense are 
ab,le to understand. * * * He does not call us ttp to 
heaven; he onJy pr ,opose ,s things that lie open before our · 
eyes.'' 

It 1do1es not follow tl1at becaus,e the B1ible does no·t. tea 1ch 
modem science, we are justified in saying that it contradicts 
it. Vihat I see in these narratives of Genesis is that, so true 
is the standpoint of the .au .thor, so divine the illumination w,ith 
,vhich he is endowed, S·O unerring · his insigh 't into the 1 or 1der of 
nature, there is little in his description that even yet, with 
our advanced knowledge, we need to change. You say there 
is the ''six days'' and the question whether those days are 
m.eant to be measu1·ed b1y the twenty ·-f our hours 1 of the sun's 
revolution around the earth I speak of these tl1ings popu­
larly. I·t is, difficult to see how tl1ey should be, so m 1eas-ure ,d 
when t'he sun. t.hat is to mea .sur ,e the ,m. is not introduced u11til 
the fourth day. Do not think that this larger reading of tl1e 
days is a new speculatio11. You firtd Augt1stine in early times 
declaring that it is hard or altogether impossible to say of 
what fashion these days are, and Thomas Aquinas, in the 
middle ages, leaves the matter an open question. To my mind 
these narratives in G1enesis stand out as a marvel, not for its 
discordanc 1e wit 'h science, but f 1or its , agre 1ement with ,it . 

• \ 
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Time does not permit me to enter i11to the details of tl1e 
story of man's origin in Genesis, but I have already indicated 
the general point of view from whicl1 I think this narrative 
is to be regarded. It would be well if those who speak of 
,disagreement with science would look to the great truths 
embedded .in these n,arratives which science may be called up­
O·n to confirm., There is, f o,r example : 

( 1) The trttth that ma11 is the last of God's , created works 
~the crown and sun1mit of G,od's creation. Do,es science cg·n-
t1·adict tl1at? 

• 

(2) , There is, the great truth of tl1e ~1nit}' of the hu111an 
race. No ancient people that I know of believed in . such 
unity of the race, ·and even sc:ence until recently cast doubts 
upon it. How strange to find this gt·eat trutl1 of the · unity 
of the manl<i11d confirmed in the pages of the Bible from 
the very beginning. This truth ho 1lds in it already the do1c­
trine of monotheisn1, for if Go 1d is the ,creato ,r of th,e b,eings 
from whom 'the ·w,hole race sprang, I-Ie is the God of the 
,vhole rac,e that sprang from tl1em. 

(3) Tl1ere is the declaration that 111an was made iJt God's 
in1age that God, breathed into man a spirit akin to riis o:w11 

--

1does the science of man's nature contradict that, or does it 
not rather show tl1at in his personal, spiritual nature 111an 

st,ands a·tone as bearing th,e image of ,God on 1eatth ,, and f O'Ut1.ds 
a 11ew kingdom in the world wl1ich can only be carried back 
in its origin to the d'ivine creative cause. 

( 4) I might cite even the region of ma11's origin, for I 
think science increasingly points to this very region in Baby­
lonia as the seat of man's origin. Is it then the picture of 

• 

• • • • 

tl1e cond1t1on 1n which ma11 was created, pure and unfalle11, 
and the idea that man, when introduced into the world, was 
not left as an orphaned being"- the divine , care was au1ot1t 
'l1im tl1at God ,spake "rith him and made k110,wn His will, to 
him in such forms as he was able to ap1prehend is it this 
that is in contradiction with history? It lies outside the 
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sphere of science to ·con·tradi 1ct ·this. Personally, I do not know 
of ,any worthier conception than that which supposes God to 
have pl.a,ccd .HimseJf in C·ommunication . with man, in Jivi1~g 
re ·lations ·with His m.oral creatur 1es, f ·rom the ve·ry first. Cer-

• 

tainly th~re would be C1ontradiction if Darwinian theory had · 
its1 way -and we ha,d to concei.ve. of .maQ a,s ·a slow, .gradual 
as·cent from the bestia1 stage, b·ut I am eonvi11ced, and have 
el.sewhere sought to show ., that genuine science teaches no 
s·uch doctrine ,. E·volutio :n is ·not to be identified offl1,and with 
Darwin ·ianism. Later evolutionary theo1·y may rather be de­
scribed as a revolt against Dar,vinianism, . and leaves the story 
open . to a ·COnceptio,n of matt qu ·ite in harmony with th rat. of 
the Bible. Of the fall, I I1ave already said that if the story 
o.f i.t were not in the Bible we should re 1quir ,e t,o put it there 
for ourse ,Ives in order 't 10 explain the cond·ition of the, w·orld 

· as it is. · 
On. the quc.stion of p,at.riar ,chial longevity, I woul,d only 

say that there is ·he1·e on the one ha11d the, question of i·nter-
pretation, fo~, a·s tl1e most 1Conservati, 11e theologians have come 
gradually to see,. the names in thes .e genealogies , are not neces.-

• 

sarily to, be const·1·ued as onI;,r indi ·viduals. But I ·wo1u1d add 
that I am not ,disposed . to que,stion the tradition of the e.xtraor­
d·inary longevity in those ol1den titne ,s. Deatl1, as I understand 
it, is no1t a necessary part of man's lot at all. Had man no1t 
sinne,d, he would never have . died. Deatl1 tl1,e separation 1of 
s,oul a~d body, th 1e two integ ·ral parts of l1is nature , is s1on1e­
thing for him abnormal, unnat ural. It ·is not str ·ang ·e, then, 
t.hat in the e,arliest period life should l1ave been .much 1,onger 
than i·t became afterward. Even a physiologist like Weiss­
mann te11s us that the .Proble1n for science today is not why 
·Orga.nislms live so l,ong,, bt1t why tl1ey ever die5 

I have referred to Babylon ia·n story of the flood, and can 
only add a word on the alleged contradiction of scien .ce on 
this ·subject Very confident statements are often made as to 
the impogsibil1,ty of · sttch a submergence of the inhab,ited 
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world, and destruction of human and animal life as the Bible 
represents. It would be well if those who speak. tl1us, con­
fidently would study the accumulated evide11ce which distin­
guished scientific men have brought forwa.1·d, tl1at such a catas~ 
trophe as Genesis describes is not only possible, but has 
actually taken place .since the advent of 1nan. My attention 
was firs,t ,drawn 'to this sttbject by an interesting lectur ,e by 
the late Duke of Argyle given in Glasgow, and the same view 

. has been advocated i.>y other eminent geological specialists 
on glacial and post-glacial ti1nes, as Prest,vich, Dawson, Ho­
worth, Dr. Wright, etc. The universal terms employ ed need 
not be read as ext ,ending beyond the regions inhabited by 
1nan. There seenris t 101 be, no Sttbstantiat r1eason £or d.oubtin .g 
t,hat in the floo,d of Noah w 1e h,av,e an actual his,torical OC·· 

currence of which traditions appear to have survived in most 
regions of tl1e world. 

In conclusio11, it is clear 1 that the nar1·ati·ve,s 01£ Cre,a"tion, 
the Fall, the Floo ,d,, ar 1e not my ths, but narrative ,s en.shrining 
tl1e knowled ,ge or memory of real transac tio ns. The creation 

• 

of tl1e w1orld was certainly not a mytl1, but a fact, a11d th·e 
representation of the stages o,f creation dealt likewi se with 
facts. Th ,e lan ,guage used was not that of modern science, 
but, under divine guidance, the sacred \.Vriter gives a broad, 
general picture which conveys a true idea of the orde1· of 
tl1e divine working in creation~ Man's fa ll "'ras likewise a tre­
mendous fact, with unive1·sal con-sequences in sin and death to 
the race. Man's origin can only be exp 1lai11ed thro ug'h an ex­
ercise of direct 1cr,eat·ive activity, whatever subo 1r·d·inat ,e factors 
evo lution may have contributed. The flood was an historical 

- . 

f a,ct, and the pre servatio ·n of Noah a11d l1is fan,ily is one of 
the best and m 1ost vvidely attested o f huma n t·1·adi'tions. . In 

• 

these n,artative s in G1en 1esis and the facts which they 1embocly 
at e really laid the foundation of all else in the Bible . The 
unity of revelation binds them up witl1 the Christian ·Gospel . 
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CHAPTE R VII 

THE PERSON AND vVORIC OF JESUS CHRIST 

FROM "S OM E RECENT P HAS ES OF GER M N T HE OLOGY,"* 

BY BI SH OP JO HN L. NUE LS EN , D. D., M. E. CHURCH, . 

OMA H A, NEB. 

Ever y Old Te stament proble1n becomes in course of time 
a New Testament question. Every Biblical question places 
us after a while face to face with Him who is the center of 
the who]e Bible, with Je sus Christ. In the present discus­
sion over the person and Gospel of Jesus Christ, I shall 
confine myself to pointing out briefly so1ne of the most in­
teresting and important features of this subject. 

WAS JESUS A REAL, HISTORIC AL PERSON? 

In the cl0sing years of the eighteenth century the thought 
was advanced by a number of rationalistic theologians that 
the doctrines held by the Church and formulated in her 
creeds were the joint product of New Testament religion 
and Greek philosophy. This thought was tak~n up by Pro­
fes("'or Harnack of Berlin, and in his great work, "History of 
the Christian Doctrine ," he disclosed the complicated proc­
ess by which the .Church in developing her doctrines becarne 
Hellenized ; thus 'it was made incumbent upon the student of 
C.b.urch history to extricate, by a process of careful analysis 
and comparison, the genuinely Christian elements from the 
meshes of foreign thought. Harnack, it is true, appiied this 
principle only to post-apostolic times, but since the appear­
ance of his book investigation has proceeded a{ong the same 
lines and is now covering the Biblical wrifings as weil. 

•Copyright by Jennings & Graham, and published by permission. 
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Old Testament scholars and Semi.tists as Gunkel, Meyer·,, 
1vieinhold,, Gressmann, Winckler, . Simnrie1·n, Jen sen followed 
the tr ,a 1ces of Bab1ylonian influences ~lown throi1gh the period 
of 1.Q_ter ,Judaism to New T 1estament ti1nes; New T es·tament 
scholars as ScI1urer, Ba lder1sperger, Bousset, Pfleiderer, 
Sc11miedel, Holtz1nan, vVeinel, W ~rnle, Wrede studied 
Greek and J·ewisl1 thoug ·ht in its in fluence upon the early 
Chr istia n writi ·11g.s. · They dee111ed it nec ,essary t 10 ,, eliminate 
first the who .le of J1ohannine tl1eology as a for ,eign subs tanc 1e; 
th ,e11 the )' threw overboard the Ap ,ost le Plaul as the great . 
perve 1·t1er of tl1e simpl ,e tea ,chin.gs of Christ; next they cleared 

I 

tl1e Synoptical Gospels of all Ba bylonian, Egypt ian , Phrygian, 
Jewish, Greek and other fo reign matter. They have just 
abOut finished ~his ard uous work of purifying and simpli­
fying the Gospels by thi s double pr o,cess of ·''religio11s­
ge.schiehtliche ·'' analysis and co111parison, · in 101·der to discover 
tl1e re.al, historical ·Chri s.t; they meet at the feet of this Christ, 
to S1ee Him as H ,e really is ;, but behold , He is no .more i 
Not a trace of Hin1 .is left. Trait after trait, f 1eature aft ,er . 

feature, 11as been analyzed and co1npared, untiJ neith er man -
ger nor cFoss nor grave, not even His garments, a1~e 1eft_ A 
r·ew years ago we had, by the grace of the mos,t advanced 
scholarship, at least a plain Galilean pea sant with a very good 
heart. Evell if His mind wa s rather too simp]e, we were al- . 
lowe ,d to believe in a ki.nd--hearted c.arpent 1er's so11, who went 
.abot1t doing good, and to whom at least e.ight rather in.of ­
fensive sayings could be historically traced; as, for example, 
the saying, ''It is mo1·e blessed to give than to receive;" but 
even this peasant ha-s -evaporated, or rather, tl1e gf"eat Baby-
1:onia·n floo,d w~h·i,ch th,e n1,ighty Bel 0ause ,d t 10 · drown all 1nan-
kind has eo111pl1etely swallowed up the 1 little tha t was left of 
Je su.s of Nazareth. 

I b·e.g . par 1don for t,his tone of levi.ty .. The ,~hole n1atter 
would be very serious if it w,ere not so utter ,1y absurd. But 
the fact is that German theology is j'ust now conf ranted ,1vith 
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tl1,e, question, wa,s Jesus Ch1·ist a real, histori 1cal person, or 
is I-I e no 1thing b1.J1t a litera1~y hero ? 

Fro ,m tw,o very different quarters the question as to the 
historicity of Jesus of Nazareth has be,en raised. At first 
blush we may think it is ridiculous to raise the question at 
all, And so it is. But 'the very fact that scholars do raise the 
question and mean to be take11 serious 'ly, is t·h,e necessary 
resttlt of te11de·ncies in theolo 1gy which h,av,e bee,n fos.ter 1ed 

· u11til they have , 18 eached this culmi11ation point. This .fact , 
will, I t1·11st, o,pen the eyes of many in Germany, a·n,d in 
A1neric,a as well, who are in the habit of intru sting themselves 
t ,o the guidance ,of brilliant and charming leaders without real­
izing at the start wl1ither they were going. 

• 

WAS CHRIS1~ A PRODUCT OF BABYLONIAN MYTHOLOGY? 
• 

Tl1e first avenue ,vhich led to tl1e 11egati,on of th1e histor­
icity of Jesus Christ is the '·'religio 1ns ,ge .schicl1tl.iche'' compari­
·son. The religionsge :sch ichtliche stttd ,y of the New Testa .me11t 

-
aims, as, Prof 'essor Bousett puts it, ''to understand the origin 
and development of Christianity by means of an investi ,ga­
tion of the v\rhole envi1·onm1ent of ,primitive Christia11ity.'' ' Ap­
plying this principle to the per son and work of Christ, P1·0-
f essor Pfleiderer of Berlin, in his ''Early Conceptions of 
Christ,'' finds that the C'l1rist 1of the Chttrcl1 l1as been formed 
0 1Ut of those myths a11d 'lege'tlds which ar 1e tl1e commo11 prop-
,erty O'f religio11 all over the w1or lcl. · 

The elements of tl1e figure rare r,ot1.ghly separable into fi,re 
_groups. Tl1e1·e is Chri st, tl1e Son of God ; Chri ,st tl1e Con­
queror; Christ the \\Tonder-worker; Christ the Conqueror of 
death and the Li f egiver; Ch1 .. ist the Kffig of kings and Lord 
0£

1 

lo1rds. The materials for each of thes,e concep,tio11S were 
talcen from various sources. They came from J uda ism, from 
Hellenisn1, fro1n Mith ,1·,ais,rn, an ,d the <;;1·aeco-Egypt,ian re­
ligion, f1·1om Zoro ,astriani sm, and even from B,uddhis1n. They 
came grad11ally, . an,d gradtt ,a,]1y t,he con.ception took sl1ape. . 

• 
• 
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Tl1e specifi 1c contribution of Ba,b)rlonian mythology to tl1e 
picture of Christ, as depicted in the Go,spels., c1onsists ,, accor 1d,-. -

ing to Prof esso1· Zimme1-n, o,f the following points : ·c 1) ''The 
con.ceptio .n of Chri .st as a p1·e-mundane, hea.,,enly, Divin ,e being, 
who is at the same time the Creator 0 1f the world; , (2) Tl1e 
account s of tl1e miraculo ,us birth of Christ, of the homage 
offered to the new-born child, and of the persecutions ,; ( 3) 
T ·he ·conception of Christ a.s the S.avi1our 10£ tl1,e worl .d, and as 
ushering · in a new pe1·iod of time, appearing as He does in 
the f ullnes .s of time ; ( 4 )1 

• The concepti·on of Christ as being 
.sen.t int ,o tl1e w:orld by the Father ; ( 5) The doctrinal ,asp·ects 
of the sufferi11g and death of Cl1rist,. apart from th,e his­
to,ric facts; ( 6) The doctrin 1e of the de .scen t of Cl1rist into 
Hades; . (7) The doctrine of ·tl1e resu ·r1rection of Christ 0 ·11 

the third day after His death; ( 8) The doctrine of His 
ascens ·ion a£te1· for~y day s ;I (9) The doctrine of Christ's 
glory, .sitting · at the rigl1:t hand of God and reigning with the 
F ·ather; ( 10) The belief in the coining again 10£ Christ at the 
e11d of days in kir1gly glory, and also of tl1e last conflict with 
the ,J)owers of evil ; ( 11 ) Tl1e idea o·f tl1e tnarriage . 1of C'hri slt 
with His Bride at the beginning of tJ1e new time, 10£ the new 
heav 1en, and the new earth.'' 

Whi1e ,P 11~ofesso1~· .Zimmern adv.ance,s the se thoughts . very 
ea ref u1ly and guardedly, Prof es,sor Jensen, . of the U ·ni,,ersity 
of Marburg, affu2ms. n1ost positively that the whole life of 
1Chri st is essentially a J e,vish ve··rs.io1n 1of tl1.e Ba .bylonian Gi'l­
gamesl1 Epos. 1-Iis book appeared Feb1·uary, 1907, is a large 
volume of over one thott sand pages, and bears the title,. ·''The 
Eposl of Gi:lgamesh i1·1 th ,e W·o1·r·ld f_.ite1~ature. Tl1e Origi.ns 
of . the Old Testam .ent Pat1~iarch, Prop11et, and Redeemer 
Leg ,ends, an1d of t~e New Testame11t Jesus LegLend.'' 

Th 1e main cont ,entio ,n of the boo1l{ is stat ,ed by the , autho1· 
hi1·nself in the following words: ''That practically all of the 
Gospel nar1·ative is pltrely legendar) 1 , and that tl1ere is no 
reas .oi1 at a)'I to1 co11sid.er ,anythin ,g tl1at is t·old of J es11s as 

• 
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• 

• 
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historical. The Jesus legend is an Israelitish Gilgamesh legend. 
-As a Gilgamesl1 leg·end the Jesus leg 1end is a sis't1er legend 
to numerous,, particularl .Y to most, of the !Old Testament, le­
gends.'' In his concluding chapter Professor Jensen \Vrites: 
'''Jesus of Nazareth, :in whom, as 'it1 the .Son of God a·nd the 
!Saviour of the world, . Chris .tia nity has believed for nearly two 
thousands years, and who is regarded, even by the most ad­
vanced s1cho1arship of our own day, as a good and gre .at man 
wl10 lived and. died 'the s,ublime pattern of the ideal ethical . 
lif en this J est1s has never 'lived upon eart ·h; neitl1.er l1as I-le 
died, be,c,au se He ,is nothing , b11t an Isra~litish Gil,gamesh . 
\V 1e, the cl1ild1-en of a much la11ded time of progress and 
achieve1nents, we w 110 l,oo'k dow11 u1Jon the supe1·stition~ 0 1£ 
tl1e past with a forb 1earing smile , we wo~rship ·in our cathe­
drals and ,churches, in our m 1eetingl1.ouses and scl1ool.s, in 
pa laces and shanties, a Babylonia11 deity.'' T 'he 1re was a time 
,vhen critical ana lys is. of th ·e Biblical texts ran wild. Pro­
fess9r Jensen's book is 1comp.arison rt1n mad. 

I sl101u1d no 1t have taken the time to quote f'1·om Jensen, 
but shottld hav 1e dis,missed his book wtl1 a fo.rbe ,aring s,mile, 
if he were not taken S1erious1y by a nttmber of scholars. To 
1ny amazeme ·nt I noticed 'that as ca.ref ,ul and sa11e a scholar 
als Prof esso,r Zi1nmer n wrote a.n exte ,nded review ,of the book, 
approving it almo st witl1ot1t 1qualification, and saying: ''Jen­
sen ,;vilI hardly succeed at once i11 seei11g his ideas accepted. , 
But truth i1s n.ot dependin

1
g ttpon imme 1diate succe ,ss, and will 

in this case, even as in others, be victo,rious, though not with-
. · oiut great tr 1ouble,, and only slow,Jy. . 'The, ,1veight O'f facts 

• 

,vhich this book a 1dduces is too immense .. '' 
The other reason why I ref 'erred to this book is to show 

that th 1e logi1cal a,nd unavoidable result of explaining ev·ery­
. thing distinc .tively Christian in the Bible by applyin lg th ,e prin,ci­

ple of comparison, o ·r, in other words, that the strict and un -
• 

hampered ~ol]owing of the ''re 'ligi1onsgeschichtlicl1e''
1 

m1etl1od, as . . .. - . .. 
1t is in vogue ,at present, must lead to absurd1t1es . 

• 

• 
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TRE MYTH OF THEODORE ROOSEVELT 

Allow me ,a ,digression. I wish to apply these sa1ne prin­
ciples of analysis and coniparison to a modern personality, fol­
lowing strictly the methods of Professor Jensen. Suppose 
Lord Macaulay's famous New Zealander, whom he pic­
tt1res as standing upo,n a b1·oken ar ,ch of London Bridge, in 
the ,midst o,f a vast solitu 1de, to sl<etch the ruins of St. P 'a·ul's 
,,_.hould ,come over to, America , and dig, in the , sand -hills cov­
e1·ing th ,e Co,ngressi ,onal Lib 1rary in Washin l,gton ,. He finds , 
a, great pile o,f lit ,era ,ture whi,ch o,riginat 1ed i11 · th ,e first few 
years of the twenti 1eth century. In the very lea rn .ed book 
which our 1'T ew Zealand scholar publishes he refers to the 
fac t that ,at the beginning of th ,e tw ,entieth century the head 
of the great American nation was supposed to be a strong and 
influential man by the name of Theodore Roo ,seve lt. His 
name has gone down in history, but our scholar proves that 
Theodore Roosevelt was n,o historical person at all. He never 
lived; he is merely the personification of tendencies and myth-
ological t ,raits then domina11t in the Ame,,rican nation. . 

For instance, this legen,dary l1et '0 1 is co,m1nonly pictured 
w·ith a, big s,tick. Now, this is, plainly a mythological trait, 
borrowed from the Greeks and Romans, and represents really 
the thunderbolt of Jupiter. He is pictured as wearing a broad 
brimmed hat and larg ,e eye-glasses. This mythological f e,at­
ur 1e is borrowed from old Norse mythology, and represents 
\Vaden endeavor ·ing to pierce through the heavy clouds of 
-fog covering his head. A great many pictures show the le­
gendary hero smiling and displaying his teeth. This is a very 
inter ,estin .g feature, showing the strong '. African influences 
in American civilization. Many contradictory legends are 
told about this 1nan. He was, a great hunter; he was a rough 
rider; but he ·wa ,s a1so, a scl10.la:r and author of a number of 
learned books. He lived in the mountains, on the prairie, and 
in. a 13rge city,, He was a leader in war, but also, a peace­
maker. It is said that he was appealed to by antagonizing 
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factions, even by warring nations, to arbitrate. It is self­
evident that we have here shnply the per sonification of 
prominent character traits of the An1erican people at vari­
ous stages of their historical development. They loved to 
hunt, to ride, to ~ar; reaching a higher stage of civilization, 
they turned to studying, writing books, making peace; and 
all these contradictory traits were, in course of time, used to 
draw the picture of this legendary national hero. So1nc 
mythological features have not yet been fully cleared up; for · 
instance, that he is often represented in the shape of a bear 
or accompanied by bears. For a while these "Teddy Bears" 
were in nearly every house, and it seems as if they even were 
worshipped, at least by the children. There is · no doubt that 
some remote astral conception lies at the root of this rather 
puzzling feature. 

But two reasons are conclusive to establish the legendary 
the .sis: (1) The American nation, at the beginning of the 
twentieth century, had hardly emerged from the crudhy of 
fetichism and witchcraft. Many traces of fortune-telling, 
charms, sorcery, and other forms of superstition c;an ·be found 
by studying the daily papers. Even this hero Roosevelt was 
given to some such superstition. Whenever he desired to 
bring any one under his spell and charm him, he took him 
by the hand and pronounced a certain magical word. As 
far as I can discover it spells . something like "dee-lighted." 
(2) The other conclusive proof is the name. Theodore is 
taken from the language of a people representing the south­
ern part of Europe and means "Gift of God;" Roosevelt js 
taken from the language of a people representing the northern 
part of Europe, and means "Field of Roses.;' The idea is 
evident. This hero personifies the tmion of the two Euro­
pean races which laid the foundations of early American civ­
ilization-the Rotnanic; and the Teutonic races; and the 
Americans imagined th2.t a man who united in himself all 
those wonderful traits of character must necessarily be a 



• 

I 
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mi1·aculot1s ''Gift of God,'' and furthern1 ,ore. they thougl1t that 
if a ma11 personifying their ideals really had full sway, their 
country would be changed to a ''Field of Roses." 

' 

This explanation is stri ·ctly scientific. No doubt a good 
many machine politicians and heads of · trusts would be de­
lighted to awake some morning and find out that Theodor e 
Roosevelt is nothing bt1t a mythological figure. But, he i 
no,t. He is a livi11g fact and tremendotts power in the lif e 
of our nation. And so is Jes11s Chr1st. 

TIIE CHRIST OF LIBERAL THE OLOGY 

The otl1er avenue , whicl1 led t,o ~he negation of the hi .s­
toricity of Jesus Christ is the well-known modernization and 
reduc -tion ,of the: life a1·1d work o,f Jesus whi 1ch liberal theo -

• 

logian.s have, accomplished by means of literary and historical 
cri.t.i.ci.sn1. The history ·of tl1e ·critical inves,tiga tion of ·th .e Ii f 1e 

• 

· of Jesus during the last hund red and fifty years is an in-
ten.sely interesting and instructive study. It has recently been 

• 

s,ummari ,zed by Dr ·. A. Schweitz 1e1·· in his book, ''Fr ·om Rei m-
arus to \Vrede;'' (R ei,marus, the ccnten1porary of Lessing, 
wI1ose ' ''Wolf enbuttler Fragmente'' mark tl1e beginning 10f 
mod 1ern critical research . in the life of Christ; Professor vVil­
lia.m \\ 7rede , who die,d i11 November, 1906, was one of th,e 
mo·st promine11t liberal tbe.o1o·gians.) A mor,e popular prese11-

. tation of the subject, covering the late st phases, is given by 
Professor Grutzmacher in kis booklet, ''Is tl1e Liberal Picture 
of Jesus Modern?'' 

V/ithout go1ing i11to the hist 101·y of tl1is. investig .ation, I 
1nereiy state that the 1i:£e of Christ as it is presented now by 
all libera] tl1eol1ogia·ns like Harnack, Bousset, W ei11el, Wrede, 
Boltzmann, Juliche1·, Wernle as the e.stablis1hed 1·es1ult of 
critical scienti·fi1c research, is gained, not from an 1e·xamination 
,() f the whole New Test :ament :material, but b1y means of 
a complicated pro,c,ess1 of finding th 1e a.]le1g1ed tru ,e ,s.ou:rcesl 
f t·orn which this life may be ,c1onstrt1 1ed. Tl1e oldest por '-· 
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tions of the New Testament literature, the Pauline writings, 
are not to be considered as genuine sources, because, as Pro­
fessor Wernle states, "Jesus knew nothing of that which to 
St. Paul is everything. That Jesus regarded Himself as an 
object of worship must be doubted; that lie ascribed any 
meritorious atonement to His death is altogether improbable. 
Paul is not a disciple of Jesus. He is a new phenomenon. 
Paul is much further removed from Jesus in his teaching 
than he would seem to be when regarded only chronologically." 
·- We turn now to the four Gospels, but of these "the 
Gospd of John can in no wise be conside ·red a historical 
source," says Harnack; and he is seconded in this assertion 
by all liberals. Says Wernle: "St. John must retire in favor 
of the Synoptic Gospels as source of the life o.f Christ. 
Jesus was as the Synoptic s represent I!im , not as St. John 
depict s· Him." And again : "In the first Gospels there is 
nothing taught concerning redemption, atone1nent, regenera­
tion, reception of the Holy Spirit. An altog ether different 
picture is presented by the greater part of the other' New 
Testament writings, especially by the writings of Paul and 
John." 

But even the Synoptic Gospels have to be critically ana­
lyzed in order to find the true portrait of Christ. The Gos­
pels of Matthew and Luke, especially in their accounts of 
the infancy and of the death of Jesus and of the events 
that took place after His death, and in many other instances 
as well, are rather a portraiture of the crude beliefs of the 
early Christian churches than a historically trustworthy ac­
count of the real facts. Even in the Gospel of Mark, which 
is considered the oldest and purest, we find," according to 
Professor Wernle, that "the historic portrait of Jesus is 
quite obscured; His pe.rson is placed in a grotesquely fantastic 
light." 

Thqs analytical criticism is compelled to search for the 
sources of the Gospels, and it claims to have found princi-
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p,ally two of them; namely, the older Mark document, the 
source of the pre sen t Gospel of St. · Mark, and the Logia, or 
collection of sayings of Jesus, .the supposed source of the 
Gospel of St. Matthew. It is probably true that our present 
Gospels are based upon previous sources ; b1.tt, in the absence 

- -

of fixed data, it is impossible to determine with any degree 
of certainty just ·what those sources contained. But critical 
acumen cannot rest satisfied even with those sources . Says 
Wernie: ''They are not free from the possibility of modifica­
tion and adultera tion. They represent the belief of the Chris­
tians .as it develo ped in the course of four decade s.'' It is the re­
fore need£ ul to distinguish betwee11 genuine elements and later 
additio ,ns in those sources. This is an exceedingly · difficult . · 
and delicate taskt especially since we do not know, fo,r a 

· certainty, the form nor the substance of those sources. How 
is it accomplished? We have noted an ''inner consciousness'' 
of many textual ~ritics. I am reminded of this when I hear 
Harnack blandly say : ''Whoever has a good eye for tlle 
vital a11d a true sense of .the really great must be ab,le to 
see it, and . distinguish between the Icerne l and the transitory 
husk;'' or when I hear Professor Pfleiderer speak of ''healthy 
eyes ;'' or see how Bousset finds the proofs of genuineness 
in the fact that ''it is psychologically comprehensible,'' or 
Mehlhom in the fact that ''it could not have been invented.'' 
It is with a sense of relief that we read Professor Bot1sset's 
refreshingly naive concession that where we find the sources 
too meager ''we may occasionally make use of our imagin-a-
tion.'' 

Unfortunately our imagination is not a safer guide in his-
tori ,cal and scientific matters than is our inner co11sciousness, 
and the ,eyesight of no two men is exactly alike. A few years · 
ago there was in Berlin an exhibition of paintings represent­
ing scenes fron1 the life of Christ. Hundreds of painting.s 
were -exhibited; they were very interesting to look at, but they 
did not contribute · anything to our knowledge of the real ap-

• 
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pearanee of ] esus Chri st. They were nothing but the por­
traitures of the conceptions which the various artists en­
tertained as to , the f ea tu res of Christ. · Each artist portrayed 
his own ideal of Jesu s. Some of the portraits looked so 
strange that no one would have thottght it a picture of Jesus 
Ghris,t if :it l1ad not been :la.beled as, such. 

• 

This is preci sely the case with 8.11 the se modern attempts 
to write a life of Jesus Christ minus St. Paul, 1ninus St. 
John, minus Matthew, Luke and Mark. If you examine the 
character of this Jesus closely, you will find that He is really 
a portraiture of what the author considers his ideal of a pure 
a.nd holy liie, clothed in the garb of an Oriental peasant two 
thoi1sands, year ·s ago. 

We can11ot here reproduce t l1e details of this twentieth­
century ideal in its strange and ancient environments ; it is 
:a picture of a man from whom every supernatural, mirac­
u.lous, mysterious trait has been erased. ''Jesus has nowhere 

• 

overstepped the limits of the purely human,'' says Bousset; 
- . . - . 

and again : We do no longer start with the tho11ght that 
Jesus was absolutely different from us; that He was from 
above, we from below. And consequently we do no longer 
speak of the divinity of Christ.'' , 

Dottbts and fears, joys and griefs, moments of ecsta sy 
and of utter dejection, all the changing moods of a poor human · 
heart, may be found in His life. ''He was a poor, disquieted 
man, at times shouting with joy, at times woefully despond­
en.t,'' 'Wri.tes · G·ttstave Frenssen, an 1d adds : 1''S11o1n,etim1es He 
was treading upo ,n the very borderland of exalted insanity.'' 

On the whole, Je sus was the personification of faith in 
God, brotherly Jove, and faith in i1nmortality; at times He 
seems to have taken Himself as the Me ssiah of His p,eople ;, in 
everything He was s,ubject to the limitations of mankind. 
There is only one difference between this modem view and 
the old rationalistic view. While the old rationalists, . by all 
sorts of exegetical jugglery, vainly attempted to show that 

.. 
-
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their htuna11 and purely naturalistic view of Jesus was, rea 'lly 
c,ontained in the New Testament record ,s, ,the moder ,n ra­
tionalists are out spoken in their 1assertion that their ow-n 

• 

view is raJdically ~iff,erent fro 1m that o·f the New Testament 
writers. The ,y do, not in the least try to bridg 1e over this 
chas1n, but state · ,einpi'ha,tica]ly a,s J'u]icher doe ,s: ''\Vhere , even 
the first apostles have totally 1nisu11derstood Jesus we must . 
tty to 1~1nd1eLstand. Hi1n bett,er.'' 

This is t'he picture of Ch,r,ist ,Ml1ich the leading· liberal 
theologians oi today have scattere ,d broa 1dcast in tens of 
thousands of copies of cheap pamphlets, wl1ich is described 

r 

Sunday after Sunday in thottsands of pul ,pits both in Ger111any, 
and, s:01newhat n1odified, and as y·et 1--,eto,uche<J,, also in Amer­
ica. Bt1t again a r'eactio11 has set in, the we1ep of whicl1 can ·. · 
not as, yet be wl1olly con,prehended. 

I 

THE VERDI 1CT OF Il~FIDELITY 

A pupil of 1node1·n liberal theologians, the for1ner pastor . 
Gustav Friens.sen, who is a novel-writer of ,great fo,rce, w1,.ote 
a no,vel, ''HiJiige11lei''' (Holy Land), of which hundreds , of 
thousands of copies v,rere sold. The hero of tl1is novel, Kai . 
J anst is, as is generally a<l1nitted, a trite reproduct .ion of the · 
pictur ,e o,f · Ch1 .. ,ist as painted by t~e 1ibera1 theologians. T}1is 
book, as well as some other rece11t publications, gave rise 
to a number of reviews of the ''1nodern Cl1rist'' by eminen t 
li,te1·,a1·y me11 ,and by pl1il,osophers , who do no't claim to, be 
Christians .,, bt1t are known and desire to be· known as 1eader 
of free thought . Some of them ,ver .e fortnerly theologia ns, 
b1ut 11av1e lo,st their faith in the, fttndamental tn1ths oi'f Chris­
tia11ity. Of these writers I n1entio11 Adolf B.artels, editor of 
the ''Kuns twart,'' Leo Berg, Eduard von Har tmann, A. 
Drewrs, W., Von Scl1n,ehen, C. A. Bernoulli, Dr. Kaltl1off, tl1e 

' 

President of tl11e Lea.gue of Mo1,.1ists, and also 'two p'hys,icians, 
Doctors De Loosten a11d E. Rasmussen. 

• 

• 

• 
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Wha t do these men say? . The two phy sicians clain1 tha t 
the only rational explanation of this Chri st is to consider 
Him as one of the great patho logical :figures in th e world's 
history; that means, in ot her words, that He ·was partially 
insane . The others say exactly wha t conservative theolo­
gians-as B. Wei ss, Ihmels, Kahler, Zahm, Hauss leiter, 
Grutz1nacher, Lemme, and others-always have said against 
this naturali stic repre sentation of Jesus , and what was ig­
nored by liberal theo logians . But here are men who were 
trained in the methods of P fleiderer , Bousset, and thei r kin; 
men who possess as much crit ical acumen and philosophic 
penetrat ion as do the liberal leaders; men who se thinking 
is in no wise fettered by dogmatic prejudices,-and their al­
most unanimou s verdict is really remar kable. 

All of them say that this picture of Chri st is both un­
scientific and unhistorical. It is unscientific, because the 
methods applied are purely subjective. Says Dr. Kalth off, 
afte r analyzing the Jesus of a number of modern theologians: 
"Every scholar ·leaves of the words of Christ only what he 
ca11 make use of according to his preconceived notions of 
what is historically possible. Lacking every historical defi­
niteness, the name of Je sus ha s become an empty vessel into 
which every theologian pours his own thoughts and ideas." 

Eduard von Har tmann shows that the only results which 
this method of analytical criticism has arrived at are nega· 
tive result s. "The historic Christ remains a problematical 
figure which is of no religious value at all." W. von Schnehen 
quotes the liberal Professor Steck, who says : "A strict ap­
plication of these principles of research will show that there 
is not one solitary word of Je sus of which we know for 
certain that it was spoken thus and not otherwise by Jesus," 
and uses thi s assertion to prove that all pictures of Christ 
are admittedly uncertain, and consequently unscientific. 

But another arg1t1ment which is of much greater import 
is advanced. Kalthoff, von Schnehen, and von Hartmann 
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re<:Lson thus: If the liberal theologians admit that their pic­
ture 0 1f Christ is different fron1 that which was believed by 
the Chttrch duri11g ali the centuries of l1er existence di£. 
fere nt from tl1at. of St. Paul, of St. John, of tl1e Sy11optic 
Gospels, of the sources of tl1e Synoptic Gospels; if, as Pro­
f essor Pfleiderer says, ''Jewish phophecy, rabbinical teaCbings, 
Oriental gnosis, and Greek philo sophy had alr ·eady put the 
,colors on the palette f1·om ·whicl1 tl1e p.ict11re of Christ was 
pa i11ted in ·the New Testan1 .ent writi 11gs ;'' if, as is admitted, 
the Churcl1 was built f ro·m the ve·ry beginning, 11ot upo ,n the 
Gal 'il,ean peasant Jesus, b·ut upon the Christ, the Son of God; 
and if this Christ is riothing but the creation of speculative 
theologians, a.s, Paul and J ol1n then there is no, n,eed at all 
of a historic Christ. 1·t is not nec .essary at all tha t a n1an 
Jes ·us of Nazaretl1 S1ho1uld ever have lived in. oi'rder · to explai11 
·the, fac.t of C'l1,ri.s·ti.anity . · 

Even from the point of view o,f pres 1ent re:ligious ne ,eds 
of hum .an nature this , Jes,us, of liberal theolo .gy is unn1ecessary. 
Orthodo .x theology is 1Chris .t-centric ; liberal theoJogy is God­
cent.ric. ''Back to Christ,'' ,exclaim ,s. Prof es,sor W ernle, ''b ·ut 
onl,y· as a means to ret lll"n to , God, t,he Fat .her. Go·d thie 
Father , is to ·regain ·that supren1acy over our lives wl1ich Jesus 

. 

had i.ntended to ,giv 1e Hi1n, but of which theological do,gm·a has 
deprive .cl Him .'' The mo1dern thinkers mentioned abov1e can 
not see the need of any ·human mediator between God and 
man. They · want a living, present God, and a constant present 
communion with Him, if they want ,a God at a11. Neither 
a 1C.atholic sain ·t nor a dead Jew is to stand between their 
own lives and . Says Professor Drews : ''The belief in 
the p~rsonat grandeur and the beattty of character of the 
man J ,esus has nothing to do with religion ,.'' W. von Schnehen 
writes still more expt ,icitly: ''E .v,en if God should have re­
ve.al·ed Himself in the pers .onality of the man Jes .us of Nraza­
reth, it is utterly useless to me, unless God reveals I-Iimself 
ta me likewise. If He 1does reveal Himself to me, then His 
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revelation to Jesus is of no more ·i,mpo,rt to me tha 1n is His 
revelation to any g'ood man or His revelation in nature. Tl1e 
exemplary moral and religious perfection of Jesus is of no _ 
hen 1efit what 1ever 't 10 any , one ex·cept he has in l1is bein_g the 
same moral and religious forces whicl1 were in Jesus. But 
if the ,se p,owe,rs are inherent in him and can be dev1eloped in 
his life, then it makes no difference by vvl1on1 tl1e,y become 
ener ,gized, by Jesus or by som.e one else.'' 

1Quite pathetic are, tl1e w·or ,cls of P r,of e.sso1·, D1·ews, show*' 
ing, as they do, the restlessness of an hones t but irreligious , 

• 

mind and the dissati sf ,a 1ctio11 with substititte s in religion: 
,,·we are co ,nsun1ed by a burning desire for salvation and we 
shot1Id be satis fied with .tl1is fabric of the theologians, this 
pictur 1e of ' the historic . Cl11·ist, who chang ,es Ris i f eat11·r·es under 
the hands of every profes sor of the ology wl10 VL1orks 2.t it. 
We need the pre sence of God, an 1d 11ot I-Ii·s past .'' A,nd D1·. 
Kalth ,off write s, quite co1·rect1y: ''A God in wl1om we 1nust 

• 

believe because sch,olars say that two thousand years ago the 
son of a Jewish 1c,arpent 1er , belie ,ved in Him , is n.ot w,orth 
the printer's , ink that is being squandered abottt Him.'' · 

• 

T f!E CHRIST OF THE NEW T·EST.l\1.!EN T THE 10 ,N-LY CrIRIS T 
I 

I "'il l come to a close. Why have I asked you to re,ad 
all the s,e quotatio11s ? Fo 1· two rea sons .: In the firs ,t place, I 
desired to shov.i~ tl1at t·he n1o_dern 1nethod Jof subjective analysis 
of the sourc ,es and of the ''relig ionsgeschichtlicl1e'' comparison 
lea ,ds,, and as a m,at ter of fact did lead, t 10 a c10.mplete n,egation 
of the historicity of .the person of Christ. In the second place,, 
I wished to, point ,out tl1at the modern, Iiberlal conception of 
C.hri st, wl1icl1 strip 1s, Pl im of a11 distinctively ' divin 1e ele1nents 
and makes a pure man of H im, be He ever so good and 
holy, be He ever so sublime a p,att 1ern of · a p1erf,ect life_. be 
He ever so trus ,tw\orthy a guide to God, does not a11d can not 
satisfy the · modern man. H 1e repudiates this man-made Jesus, 
and even accuses his makers of lack of scientifi ,c sp1i1·i·t. and of 

I 
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disl1onesty. Says vo,n Schnehen: ''Christianity is not belie£ 
in the man Jesus, but faith in Christ the Saviour and Son 
oi God. Not the man J estts, the lovable preacher and teacher 
of morals, who 1did n1ot shrink back from death in obedience 
to what was His convictio ,n, has conquered the world, but 
Christ the Son of Goel, who di1ed ttpon tl1e c,1~0,ss in orcler t ,o re­
deein a lost wot·ld. This is the Chri s't of the Gospels an 1d of 
the Church. It is 1dishonest to call this modern vie,v o,f Jesus 
and 10f His religion Christian or evangelical.'' 

It has ever been the mistal<e of rationalism t,o tty to m,ake 
Christiani ,ty acceptab 1l.e to the aver lage man by taki11g off th 1e 
edges 10£ its supranatu1·alis 1n1. It l1as 1ever been a failure, and 
ever '\<vill be so. Tl1e testirnonies of the se mode1·n men sl1ow 
that the portrait of Cl1rist painted by liberal theologians of our · 
own day is an utter f,ailu1·e. They prove that the modern 

. .man, :as well a,s 1nan centttri ,es, ago, nee,ds and ,vants exactly , 
th,e Christ ,of the Church ancl the Gospels or no c ·h,1·ist at, all. 

The only t1·ue, historically and scientifically trt~e, picture 
of tl1e life and work and Gospel of Cl1rist is tl1e one which is 
given in the 1'1ew Testament as a whoJe. Tl1e moden1 histo-
1·ians an 1d pl1ilos,ophe1·s tell the modern liberal t11eol1ogian,s in 
very plain la11gt1age to , be l1on,est anct 1c1t1it ,callin,g ·thems,elve,s 
preachers of the Gospe1 of Christ if t11ey do not 'belie,re in 
the Christ of the Gospels, and quit ca]Iing their cong1·egations 
churches of Cl1rist if they do no1t believe in t11e Christ of the 
Chu1·ch,. Modern n1an is oppo s1ecl to all sh,ams and insinceri~ 
ties. H1e has no patien ,ce with 111en wl~o, while using the old 
phrase ,o'logy, cleverly st1bstitt1t·e1 tl1ei·r S1e1f-made J es,tt,s, for t11e 
God-given 1Cl1rist. 'The C·h1·ist ca11 n~t be chai1ged. He . is 
tl1e same yesterday, today and forevermore. · 

• 
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CHAPTER VIII 

THE HOPE OF TH E CI-IURCH 

BY REV. JOHN MCNICOL, B. A., B. D., 

P RIN CIP AL OF TH E TORONTO BI BLE TRAIN I NG SCH OOL 

There are many indications of a revival of intere st in 
the study of eschatology. The latest attack upon the Chris­
tian faith is being directed against the eschatological teach­
ing of the New Testament. The Christian Church was 
founded upon the promise of a speedy return of Christ to 
establish His Kingdom in the world, but its history has taken 
an entirely different course. The expectation of the early 
Christians was not fulfilled. The teaching of the apostles 
has been falsified. Such is the argument that is now being 
used in some quarters to discredit the founders of Chris­
tianity. This is compelling Christian scholars to give re­
newed attention to the teaching of the new Te stament about 
the Lord's second coming, and wiII doubtless lead to more 
earnest . and thorough examination of the whole outlook of 
Christ and His apostles upon the future. 

It is acknowledged that the eschatology of the N~w Testa ... 
ment is not the eschatology of the Church today. The hope 
of the early Christians is not the hope of the average Chris­
tian now. It has become our habit to think of the change 
which comes at death, or our entrance into heaven, as the 
crowning point in the believer's life, and the proper object of 
our hope. Yet the apostles never speak 0£ death as something 
which the Christian should look forward to or prepare for. 
They do not ignore death altogether, nor do they cast a 
halo about it. It is always an enemy, the last enemy that 
is to be destroyed. But they do not take account of it at all in 
the scheme of things with which we have now to reckon. 
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As a matter oi fact tl1e early Christians were taught that 
th Cy had died already "Ye died and your life is hid with 

1Chris,t in God'' ( C.ol. 3 :3, R., \ 7
• ) , • 

Nor is heaven set fo,rth as ·the Ch:r.i.sti 1an' 's hope.. T he 
• 

New Testament 1·epresents the . Church as in heaven already. 
We have b1een raised up with ,Christ and made to sit with 
Him in the heavenly places. ( Eph. 2 :6.) Our warfare 
is carried on against spiritual hosts of wickedness in the 
heavenly places. (Eph. 6 :12.) Our citizenship is there. 
(Phil. 3 :20.) Browning's conception of the experience of 
Lazarus when he came back fr .om the tomb: 

''I-leaven opened to a soul while yet on earth, 
Earth forced on a soul's us.e wl1ile seeing heaven,'' 

is almost precisely the apostolic representation 0£ the be­
lieve .r·'s lif 1e upon e,arth, It is p1otenti .a·t.ly a life i11 heaven. 
Nei·ther deatl1 nor heaven, then, can be tlri:e Ch,,urcl1's hope,, 
for, in their essential relation to the Christia11 life, death lies 
in the past an,d heaven in ~,he p1·esent. 

,..fhe conversi ,on ol the world is, not the object of the 
Church's hope. It is quite true that this gloriot1s consum­
mation li,es in the future, for ''the earth shall be filled with the 

• 

knowledge of the Lord as the waters co:ver the sea," but the 
task of bringing this about was not committed to the Church. 
On the contrary, the New Testament descriptions of the last 
days of the Church upon earth preclude the thought. They 
are depicted in dark colors. (2 Tim. 3 :1-5; 2 Pet. 3 :1-4.) 
The histo1·y of the preaching of the Gospel in the world 
should be enough to show that this cannot be· the object set 
before us, for, while whole nations have been evangelized, not a 
single community has ever. been completely converted. It is 
a striking fa~t that the apostles had nothing to say ab6ut the 
conversion of the world~ While they were busy preaching _ 
the Gospel in the W'orld they gave no indication that they ex­
pected this wo,rk to result at length in the transformation of 
the world. They were not looking for a cha-nge in the 

• 
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world, but for the personal presence of their Lord. Jesus 
C.hrist Himself was their hope, and His appearing they in­
tensely loved and longed for. 

The attitude of the New Testament Church is represented 
by the Apostle John in the closing words of the Apocalypse. 
Visions of heavenly glory and millennial peace have passed 
before hin1. He has seen the new heaven and the new earth 
wherein dwelleth righteousness, and the Holy City, Ne-w 
J erusalern, ·whose light was like a stone most precious. But~ 
at the ei:id of it all, the longing of the aged apostle is not for 
these things to come. Greater than all these glories, dearer 
tha11 all these dear things, is the i\1aster l-Iimself, and the 
pr~.yer that rises f rotn his heart as he closes his wondrous book 
is simply, "Come , Lord Jesus." 

The hope of the Church, then, is the Pers01ial Return of 
her Lord. As Dr. David Brown stated it in his book on the 
Second Advent, sixty years ago, "the Redeemer's second ap­
pearing is the very pole-star of the Church." Let us see how 
this hope lies upon the pages of the New Testament revelation, 
and how it influenced the life of the New Testament Church. 

1. Chris-t -taught His disciples to expect His return. This 
was the last of the stages through which His teaching about 
I-Iimself advanced. In the early part of His ministry He 
see111s to have kept His personality in the background; I-Ie 
forbade those whom He llealed to tell about Hin1. Then 
there came a time when He asked the disciples, "vVho do n1en 
say that I am?" and led the1n to think of His divine origin. 
After that I1e began to instruct them about His approaching 
death and resurrection, "His departure which He was about 
to accomplish at Jerusalem" (Luke 9:31). In the last days 
of His ministry His return to the world largely occupied His 
own thoughts, and He kept it prominently before the minds 
of His disciples. During His last journey to J erusale1n He 
fores·hadowed His own history in the parable of the nobleman 
going into a far country to receive a kingdom and return, who 
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left His ser ·vants. bel1ind with the comma11d, ''Occupy till I 
c.on1e''' (Lul,e 119 :12, 13). One evening during the last w·ee·k 

. I~e sat on the Mount of 10lives, looking d·own no 1doubt up1on 
tl1e ma ssive buildings 1 ,of the temple, t·he total destruction of 
wh·ich He had jus ·t foretold. The discip 1le,s ga·ther ·ed abo,ut 

- - -

Him w·ith t'he r·equ.est: ''~f,ell 1L1s, when shall these thing .s be? 
. and what shall b1e the · sign of 1'hy coming and of the end 

of tl11e w1orld '?', 1(Ma .tt. 2'4 :3). It i,s evident from the form .of 
this question that His coming was n.o new thought _. to them. 
It was oc1cu.pying' tl1eir minds already. They knew tl1a#t He 
was c.01ming ag.ai.n, ,and tl11ey wished to .kn1ow l1ow to1 recog­
nize the. approach o,f that event. In answer to tl1e qu.estion, 
the Lo,1§d un ·fo1lded a pano·rama of intervening history, an,d 
emphasized the n.eed of watchfulness because the time of 
His corning would be uncerta in. ''Watch the ref ore, for y.e 
know not 011 what day your Lord cometh. Ther ,ef·o1r'e be ye 
also ready, for in an hour that ye think not the Son of Man 
cometl 'l.' '' He enforced this teaching with t·wo striking illns­
·tr .ations of · the t ,voro ld ki11d of p,repar ,ation nee 1ded on ·th 1e 
part of the disciples ,, the inward preparation of spiritiial life 
set forth in the parable of the virgins, an 1d the outward pr 1e·pa~ 
ration of diligent service in that of the talents. Then He 
closed ~is discour se with .. a graphic picture of the changed ·. 
condi·ti.011s in ,;vl1ich I=Ie ·wo1uld app,ea~1-wl1e·n He. 1came the se,c­
ond time_ as tl1e Son of 1\11,an sitt ing upon the throne o·f H 'is 

glory. 
Thro ,ugh the sad and dark h.ours of the very last night 

His tl1ot1ghts wer ·e oc1cupied with His return 11 In the upper ~ 
room, when the faithful litt le ban<i were grouped about Him 
in sorrow for the parti11g which all vaguely felt was near, He 
began His farewell words , to them with this com£ortin .g assur­
an,ce : ''I~et not yo,ur · h1ear ·ts be tr ·oubled. .I g·o to p11~epar1e ·a 
place for you. And if I go * * * I will come again'' 
(John 14:1-3). A few hours after,vards He was in the midst 
of the s·t1ameful sc.ene.s ·of His tri .al, Mark His ans:we1r to 
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the high priest, when He calmly acknovvledged . the claim to 
be the Christ, the ·son of God: "Nevertheless, I say unto you, 
·henceforth ye shall see the Son of Man sitting at the right 
hand of poy.rer and coming on the clouds of heaven'' (Mat t. 
24 :64) . He did not look like the Messiah at that moment as 
He stood there with bound hands before His accusers. His 
appearance seemed to belie His words. But the time would 
come when they would see that His claim was true. This was 
what was in His thoughts. Through all the shame of those 
awful hours, the vision of His return in glory to the world that 
was rejecting Him now shone like a beacon upon His soul; 
and "for the joy that was set before Hi1n, He endured the 
cross, despisiHg the shame." 

At His ascension the same truth was brought again to the 
minds of the disciples. As they stood gazing in wonder 
towards the place where the Lord had disappeared from their 
view, the two angels were sent to remind them of His re­
turn. "This same Jesus who is taken up from you into heaven 
shall so come in like manner as ye have seen Him go into 
heaven" ( Acts 1 : 11). It was this thought that sent the dis­
ciples back to Jerusalem with · the joy which Luke describes 
in the dosing verses of his Gospel. It is very clear, iherefore , 
that when Jesus departed from this world after His first com­
ing He left His disciples radiant with the joyful assurance 
of His coming again. 

2. The apostles taught their converts to wait for the com­
ing of the Lord. All the 1'1'ew Testament churches have the 
expectant attitude. No matter in what part of the world or 
in what stage of develop1nent they are found, they have this 
characte ristic in common. The conversion of the Thessa­
lonians is described as "turning to God f ro1n idols to serve the 
living and true God, and to wait for His Son from heaven" 
( 1 Thess. 1 :9, 10). The Corinthians "come behind in no 
gift, waiting for the revelation of our Lord Jesu s Christ" 
( 1 Cor. 1 :7). To the Galatians Paul writes, "We through 
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the Spirit by faith wait £or the hope of righteousness'' ( Gal . 
5 :5); and to the Philippians, ''Our citizenship is in heaven," 
whence also we wait · for a Saviour, the . Lord Jesus Christ" 

• 

(P hil. 3 :20). In the Epistle to the Hebrews the same at-
tit11de is di,sclose1d,, f 01§ ther ,e. we read : ''.Chris·t al.so, hav·ing be,en 

. 

0
1
0.ce off e1..,e1d to bear the sins of m.any, shall appear a seco,nd 

time, apart from sin, to them that wait for Him, unto salva­
tion ' ' (Heb. 9:28). It is eviderit that the ear]y Christians 11ot 
only looked back to a Saviour who had died for them, but for­
,vard to a Saviour who was to come. There were two poles in 
their co11version. Their faith was anchored in the past in th.e . 
facts of the death and resurrection of the Lord, and aJso, in the 
future in the assured hope of His return. It is ma11if est, 
therefore, that the second comi.ng of the Saviour occupied a 
most important place in the Gospel whicl1 the apostles preached, 

• 

.and ,vl1ich thes,e 1Ch1·istian.s r 1ecei,red~ · 
• • 

3. The whole life and work of the New Testament CJ-1,u1tch 

• 

lzas the coming o,f the Lord in view . All the lines of her ac­
tivity and experience lead to tl1is e,lent. The sanctification . 
of the discip,le is a preparation for the coining of the Lord. 
Pattl write .s, to , tl1e T'he·ssa,l.oni,ans ·: ' 1'The v,ery· God 10f peace 
sanctify you wholly , and I pray God your whole spirit and 
soul and body be preserved blameless . unto the coming of 
ou.r Lord Jesus Christ'' ( 1 Thess. 5 :23). John puts the same 
thing · in his own tender way: ''And noV\r, tittle ehildre11, abide 
in E-Iim, that, when Ee shall appear, we may have confidence 
and not be ashamed . before Him at His coming'' ( l John 2 :28). 
Christian service gets its e11couragement in the same inspir­
ing issue. Paul exl1orts Timothy to fidelity, charging him to 
''keep the commandment, witl1ot1t spot, without reproach, until 
the appearlllg of our Lord J,esus Christ'' (1 Tim. 6:14). And 
Peter writes to his f e11ow elders: ''Feed the flock of God 
which is among yot1, and when the Chief Shepherd shall ap­
pea T, ye shall receive a e-ro,wn of glory that fadeth not a,vay'' 
( 1 P'et. 5 :2, 4) . The patience of tl1e early Christians in suf-
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fering and trial is bounded by the same event. "Be pati ent 
there£ ore, brethren, until the comh1g of the Lord. Establish 
your hearts, for the coming of the Lord is at hand" (Jas. 5: 
7, 8). "Let your forbearance be known unto all men, the 
Lord is at hand'~ (Phil. 4 :S). Their life of fellowship and 
brotherly love reaches its holy consumn1ation at the Lord's 
return. "The Lord make you to increase and abound in love 
one toward another, and toward all men, even as we also do 
toward you7 to the end He may establish your hearts un­
blameable in holiness before our God and Father at the con1-
ing of our Lord J estts Christ ·with all his saints" ( 1 Thess. 
3 :12, 13). Their acts of worship, as for exan1ple, their ob­
servance of the Lord's supper, have the sa111e end in view . "As 
often as ye eat this bread and drink thi s cup, ye do show the 
Lord 's death till I-Ie come" (1 Cor. 11 :26). Thus, whatever 
aspect of the Church's life and work we consider, we find it 
to be a stream which moves on towards one glori.:,us futur~ 
The appearing of the Lord Jesus Himself fills the whole. 
horizon. 

4. The New Testament grace of hope rests upon the com­
ing of the Lord. This word is emptied today of 1nuch of the 
meaning it had among the early Christians. It has come to 
be a vague and misty thing, the general habit of expecting 
things so1nehow to turn out well. Their hope was no such 
shallow optin1ism. It was the light that shone f rorn that one 
glad. coming event, casting its sacred glow over all their lives. 
Paul .sun1s up the true Christian attitude in these words : 
hThe grace of God hath appeared, bringing salvation to all 
n1en, instruct ing us, to the intent that, denying ungodliness 
and worldly lusts, we should live soberly and r ighteo usly and 
godly in this present world; looking for the blessed hope and 
appearing of the glory of the great God and our Saviour Jesus 
Christ" (Tit. 2:11-13). , 

The word hope was of ten upon the lips of the apostles. 
It is used more than a score of titnes .in the epistles in direct 
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con11ection with the comin,g of the Lo1·d. It is not ·unlikely 
that, even when it is us 1ed alone with 1out any 1qualifying pl1rase, 
as in the exp ,ressi ,ons, '-'We are saved by hope,," ''rej ,oicing in 
hop ,e," it has the sa:1ne specific 14 e,f erence. 1~he Epistle to the 
I1ebr 1ews 111alces fre 1q,uent use 0 1£ the w-ord in tl1is way. Tl11er,e 
wlas, a special reason £or this.,. The I-Ieb1rew Cl1ristians were 

• 

• 

a sn1all and. despis 1ed com1nu,nity, living under the con ,tinual 
influence of that majestic ritual which was sti]l going on ill 
the temple at J erusale111. 1'he return of Cl1rist was delayed, 
and tl1ere was a strong tendency to slip bacl, into the old · 
ceremonial system. Their patience and hope had need of 
every en1couragement. , The writer of tl1e epistle · turns their 

· ey1es again and again from the shado,¥s of the past to the re­
ali't,i1es that lay before t'l1em. Their Messiah 11,ad indeed co,n1e 
t,o, put ,awa,y sin1

• by the sacr,ifice • of Hi ,1nsel.f1 bu't He would 
con1e a ' second tin1e, in glo1r}r, wit 'h a final and complete sal,!a­
ti1on. ·This was the 110,pe s,e't bef 01·e the111 to which they had 
fled for ,ref ,ug,e. ( I-Ie,b. 6: 181

.) Let tl1e111 hold fast tl1eir bold­
ness a11d the gl,orying of their hope fi1 .. m u11to the end. ( Heb~ 

• 

3 :6,) 
In a beautifttl passage in his first epistle, tl1e apostle John 

points out tl1e practical value of tl1is Christian grace in. its 
es~e11tial relation to the coming of tl1e· Lord: ''Be loved, 110w 

are t:ve tl1e s,ons of G,od, and it doth not yet appear wl1at we 
.sl1all be; b11t we know that, when H e shall appear, we sl1all 
be like I-Iim ; f 1or ,ve sl1all s1ee Him as I-Ie is,, An,d e,v,ery n,an 
that hath tl1i,s l10pe in I-Iirn p11r,ifie,th l1imself ,I even as· He is 
pure ·'' 1 

( 1 J 01111 J, :2, 3) . · 
,5. R 1ed,emption is not complete u1it·il tl1e se,co1n.d. comi,ig 

of tlie Lord, The ,apostles thinl{ of salvatio n in thr 1ee differ­
ent ways; sometimes "vitl1 reference to t11e past, as , a fact .al­
ready assured at the n1oment of belief in the Lord Jesus 
Christ; so1netimes with reference to the p1·esent, as a process 
still going ·on; and sometimes with reference to the future, ,as 
an act yet to be accon1pli shed. In this last s1ense Paul uses 

• 
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the word when he says, "Now is our salvation neare r than 
when we first believed" (Rorn. 13 :11) ; and Peter also, in the 
phra se, "kept by the power of God through faith unto a salva­
tion ready to be revealed in the last time" ( 1 Pet. 1 :S). Our 
Lor d refer s to the same thing when, after telling the disciples 
about the signs of His coming, He add s, "Wh en the se things 
begjn to come to pass, look up, and lift up your heads, because 
your redemption draweth nigh" (Luke 21 :28). One of the 
most complete types of .the history of redemption is to be 
found in the ceremonies o.f the day of atoneme nt. It was an 
essential part of the ·work of the high prie st on tha t day that 
he should come forth from within the veil, and laying aside 
his linen garm ents, reappear to bless the waiting congregation. 
Our great High Prie st is now within the veil. He has 
offere d the ato ning sacrifice on the altar of Calvary, and 
with the merit of that sacrifice He has gone in to appear 
in the presence of God for us. But the great day of atone­
ment is not yet closed. When His work within the veil is 
ended, He shall come forth , arrayed again in Hi s garn1ents of 
glory and beauty, fo r the final blessing of Hi s waiting people. 
"Having been once offered to bear the sins of many, He shall 
appear a second time , apart from sin, to them that wait for 
H im, unto salvation. " 

Think of what this crowning act of reden1ption will mean 
for the Redeemer Himself, when, attended with heavenly 
glory, Re prepares to descend to the very world that witnessed 
His suffering, sorrow, and ~hame. What will it mean to Him 
when the multitudes of the redeemed gather about Him, and 
at .last He sees of the travail of His soul and is satisfied? 
Is it not reasonable that there should be such a manifestation 
of the Red eemer to the world? Is it reasonable that .the de­
spised Man of Nazareth should be the only view the world 
should have of Him Who is to be the Heir of all things? Is 
it likely that God would allow His Son's retirement from the 
world in apparent defeat without any subsequent vindication? 
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I.£ tl1e prophetic vision of the suffering Servant had a11 actual 
pers onal fulfillment, surely the prophetic vision of the con­
quering King will also have a personal fulfi llment: As the 
wor ld was. asto11isl1ed at Him when He ca1n1e the first time, be­
cause ''His visage was so marred more tha11 any n1ant and His 
t orn1 more than the sons of men,'' so it will be astonished 
wl1en He comes a second time, and the prophet's vi.sion b1·eaks 
11pon its view : ''Who is this that con1eth from Edo ,m, with 
dyed garments from Bozrah, this that is glorious in His ap­
parel, marching ' in the greatness of His sirength ?'' (Isa. 63 ;1.) 

- -

And what will it n1ean for the redeem 1ed? There ,vill be, 
' 

of course, the happy reunion of all the saints when tl1e dead 
are raised and the li,,ing a1·e cha11ged, for, when tl1e Lord de­
scends from heaven with a shout, ''the dead in Cl1rist shall -
ris 1e first, and we that are alive and remain shall be caught 
up together with them i11 the clouds to meet the Lo1rd in the 
air.'' But glorious as these things are,. they are only prelim­
inary steps to a higher and 'holier bliss. The climax of re­
de1nption will be the manifested union of the Church with 
her Lord in th 1e 'tnaitriage ·of th 1e 'Lamb. For th 1en the B·ride­
groorn shall come to claim His Bride, and take her to share 
His glory and His throne . Then the Church that Christ loved 
and purchased shall be presented to Him a glorious Church, 
not having spot or wrinkle or any such thing. Then .· the 
as tonished world, beholding he·r trans£ ormation, sha ll cry, 
''W ho is this that cometh ·up from the wilderness leaning 10n 

her Belo,ved ?'' rr1hink of what it wil,1 mean whe,n, a·f te,r shar­
ing His humiliation in the midst of a scoffing and unbelieving 
wor1d, the redeemed Church is exalted · to , His side., and, as 
the con.~ort of the Kin .g of kings and Lor 1d of lord.s, stands 
'!all rapture through and througl1 in God's most holy sigh.t .. '' 
Nothing less than this is the destiny that awaits the Church 
o,f Jesus Christ. 

If the Lo 1rd com·mitted t 10 His disciples the pron1ise 0£ 
I 

His pe·rs,onal return, and if it oc,cupied so large a place in the 
-
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· lives of the early Christians, surely it is unfair to banish it 
from the Church today. It is unfair to the world, for this 
truth is part of the Gospel which should be delivered to the 
wor ld. It is unfair to the Church, for it deprives the people 
of Christ of one of the most powerful 1notives for spiritual 
life and service. It is unfair to Chri st Hi1nself, for it ob­
scures the real ity of IIis personal presence within th e heav­
enly veil and substitutes for it the thin air of a n1ere spiritual 
influence. 

The hope of the second coming of our J..A)rd has an in1-
portant bearing upon Christian life and doctrine. It has a 
vita l relation especially to son1e points of our faith which are 
being attacked or obscured by the subtle tendencies of modern 
thought. 

1. It is bound up · u:ith belief in the supreme and in.fallible 
authority of the I-I oly Scriptures. It would never be adopted 
on rationalistic grou nds. Th ose who receive it rest their be­
lief wholly on the authority of Scripture, believ ing that therein 
God has spoken in a way that can be trusted. They accept 
the Bible as the record of God's revelation to n1-an, and be­
lieve that in prophecy He has disclosed His purpose concern­
ing the future of the world. It is a protest against th e ten­
dency within the Church to exalt the human reason aboye 
the vVord of God, and to reduc e inspired prophecy to the level 
of merely huma11 foresig ht. 

2. It bears testi rnony to the presence of God in hu,man 
history. , The tend ency of our times is to explain away the 
supernatural .element in his tory whether in the past, the pres­
ent, or the future. To this tendency those '"ho accept the 
doctrine of the second coming refuse to yield. The history 
of the world is control!ed by God ; His hand is on the affairs 
of men. In the person of Jesus Chri st He has already super· 
naturally intervened in the course of human history. It is 
believed, on the authority of His \\lord , that I-Ie will super-
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naturally intervene again. T .he firrst coming of Christ was 
a descent of God into tl1e life of the , h·uman race. The Scrip­
tures teach us to expect ano,ther divine descent, not to bring 
history to a close, but t,o i11trodUrCre new forrces and to i·nau-
gurate a new disp 1ensation. . 

3. It exalts the divine perso1i and u•ork .orf the incarnat,e 
· So,ti of God. It is in dir 1ect oppositio 1n to the Unitari ,an ten­

de111cies \Vhich pe·rvarde SO large a part 0 1f modern rel·igious 
thoug11t. It hol1ds the tru ·tl1 of the Lord's continued existence 
in a glorifierd bod)'' and regards this fact. as of primary im­
portan 1Ce and of prophetic sig11ificance. The personal exis.tence 
of the risen Son of Mari is not to be dissolved away into a 
mere general S,pirituat presence. Th.e rirsen a·n1d asc,end,e1d Re­
deemer exist .s today in hea·ven i11 the true reality oi His glo1~i­
fied humanity; and ''this same Jesus,'' it is believed, shall be 

• 

revealed one da,y in His glo1·ious perrsonality from be·hind the 
unseen veil, to cai:ry on the redempti ,on of the world to its f uil 
completion. 

4. It takes diee 1accou1z.t of the f ral.l of· tlte hui1ian 1··ace. Tl11e 
tende11cy today is greatly to exalt man and to igno1·e the f'act 
of the fall. The great advance that is bei11,g made in every 
dep.artment of human kn.owledge and activity predisposes n1en 
to form the : highes ·t co11c.eptio11s of the p,ossibilities of ·the ·race. 
Th re theory of evolution, which dominates modern thinking, 
leads m.en . to expect a gr .adual perfecting . of the: ·1·ace under rthe 
laws of · i·ts own being, whicl1 wilt issue at ·tast, with the benefi-, 
cent aid of Christianity, in a perfect state of human soctiety 
and the r·eden1ptio·n of the race as a whoie. But human sin i.s 
too deep-rooted and taro widesp,re·ad for the attainment orf tl1is 
end in the present order of things, even with the aid of existing 
spiritua] .age.ncies. It is ack111owledged to be the teac11i·ng Orf , 

Sc1·ipture tl1at, even with ther aid of div·ine grace, the triumph 
of the kin ,gdom of God in the individual is not· ·Complete in 
the present ord 1er, but only at h:is tran .slation to a higher order 
at the resttrrection. I·t ,vould seem that tl1e analog;r sbeuld 

• 
• 

• 

• 

• • 
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hold as regards the race, and that the triumph of the kingdom 
in the race as an organic unity will be brought about only by 
a supernatural intervention of divine power and the introduc .. 
tion of humanity into a new order of things. 

5. It presents a sublime view ·of God's great purpose in 
His creation. It . places the redemption of the whole world,. 
the restoration of all things, in the very forefront of the di­
vine purpose regarding fallen man. Everything has been ar­
ranged and foreordained by God to this end. This is the di- · 
vine event to which the whole creation 1noves. He who has 
this hope has a large vision, a vision not limited to the pres­
ent day and its affairs. He sees the will of God moving 011 

through the history of the age s. The present age is but p1:e­
paratory. A grander age is to be ushered in by the advent 
of the victorious Redeemer, an age in which man ·shall come 
to his own at last, and creation shall be restored to its har­
mony, under its true Head, the glorified Son of Man. 

6. It provides the most inspiring motive for Christian 
Zif e and service. It is a supre1nely practical hope. The re~ 
peated instructions of the Lord and His apostles to be ready 

, for His return indicate the force this doctrine had as a mo .. 
tive in the lives of the early Christians. The great leaders 
who have left .their impress on the history of the Church did 
not discard this doctrine, but rna,de it a real hope in their own 
lives. Martin Luther, in the midst of the throes of the Refor .. 
mation, wrote, "I a~dently hope that, amidst these internal 
dissensions on the earth, Jesus Christ will hasten the day of 
His coming." The acute and learned Calvin saw that this 
was the Church's true hope. "We must hunger after Christ," 
he said, "till the dawning of that great day when our Lord will 
fully manifest the glory of His kingdom. The whole family 
of the ·faithful will keep in view that day." The intrepid 
soul of John Knox was nerved by this hope. . In a letter to 
his friends · in England he wrote: "Has not the Lord Jesus, 
in despite of Satan's malice, carried up our flesh into heaven? 
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And ,shal'l He not re,turn ? W 1e kno ,w that He shall return, 
·and that with expedition.'' J o·hn 'Wesley believed this sam 1e 
truth, as is shown b,y his c,omm,ent o,n the closing verses of 
Revelation : ''The spirit of adopt ,ion in the bride in th 1e heart 
of every true believer says, with earnest desire and expecta­
tion,, 'Corn ie a·nd accomp1lish all the ,vords of this prophecy.''' 
It formed the burden of 'Milton's s.ublime supplication: 'tCon1e · 
forth out of Thy royal chambers, 0 Prince of all the kings 
of the earth ; pu,t on the vis,ible robes of Thy imp 1eria,l ma,j 1eS1t,y; 
take up that unlimited s,cepter which Thy Almighty Father 
hatl1 beq.ueathed Thee. For now the voice of Thy bride calls 
'1~11ee, and all 1creatures ~sigh to be renewe 1d.'' It was the ar­
dent longing of the serapl1ic Rutherford: '''Oh, that Chri st 
w1oul,d re:move the c.ov1ering, draw ,aside the curt ,ains of ti,,111e, 
and come do,;vn, Oh, that the shado,vs and the night were 
gone.'' It was the prayer of Rich.ard Baxter in the ''Saints' 
Ever ,Jasting R est :'' ''1Hasten, 0 my ,Saviour, the time O'f 'Thy 
returne .Send forth Thine ang 1els a11d let th,at dreadful, joy-
ful trumpet sound. Thy cleso1ate Bride s.ai,t,h come. The 
whole c1·eation saith come. Even so, come, Lord Jesus.'' .. ~nd 
if ,ve. woul 1d follo,;v in the step1s of the se men, we "\vill return 
to the simp'le, unmistakable N·ew Testam ,e·nt type of experience, 
and, with faces up 1lifted towards the veil, within which the 
Lo 1rd ,of g,1ory Wrait,s, and \\rith herarts all ag·'l10W ' with a per­
sonal love for Him, we will carry on tl1rough all our life and 
service the same apostolic prayer. · · 
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secretary, and editor of a religious paper, throughout the English - J 
speaking world, so far as the addresses can be obtained. 

Particular attention is hereby called to the following points: 
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