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n Gvangelist,

+ + TO THE PEOPLE ALL THE WORDS OF THIS LIFE."

$1 PR YEAR IN ADVANCE

THE

Ganadiay Euangelist
Is devoted to the furtherance of the
Gospel of Christ, and pleads for the
union of all believers in the Lord Jesus
in harmony with 1iis own prayer re-
corded in the scventeenth chapter of
John, and on the basis sct foith by the
Apostle Paul in the following tcems:
¢ T therefore, the prisoner in the Lord,
bescech you to watk worthily of the
calling wherewith ye were called, with
all lowliness and meckness, with long-
suffering, forbeuting one another in
love ; giving diligence to keep the
unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace.
‘There is one body and onc Spitit, even
as also y¢ were called in one hope of
your calling ; onc lord, onc Faith, one
baptism, one Ged and Father of ail,
wha {s over all, and through ali, and in
all."—~Eph. iv. 1.6.
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An Evening With Prof. Briggs.

During my recent visit to  Anrn
Atbor I had the unexpected pleasyre
of spending a good part of two days
in company with the distinguished
Professor of Biblical Theology in Union
Theological Seminary—Dr. Charles A,
Briggs. He had an appointment to
ecture at Ann Arbor on Tuesday even:

75 bt o TR hronrviryoithem {thia” minttWatisn B iroriology, e

tour he artived on Monday afternoon,
and we werc guests together until
Wednesday morning following at the
residence of Bro, C. A. Young,
who for a time was a student in
Union, and was personally acquainted
with the professor.  On Monday even.
ing, while Bro Young was engaged
with his duties, I spent several hours
alone with him, and had an opportunity
of drawing him out on many of the
questions of the day.  Some of my im.
pressions concerning.him, an-d some of
his sayings, will not prove uninteresting
to the readers of the Christian Evan-
gelist, .
Prof, DBriggs is a man of medium
size, and has just passed his fifty-second
birthday. Ilis whiskers are quite gray,
but his hair less so.  He has good
health, cate heartily, and is evidently
capable of doing a great deal of work,
He is of a nervous, sanguine tempera.
ment, and while ta'king frequently
works off surplus encrgy by the tapping
of his foot or his hand. He hasa be.
nevolent looking face, and a very pleas.
ant voice, not unlike that of the late
Is2ac Eerett, of whom he reminded me
in some of his mannerisms.  Hehas
the manrers of a cultivated gentleman,
and the habits of the scholar.  He
conve'ses with great freedom on all
matters relating to his alleged hetero-
doxy, and, as any one knows who has
read alter him, iz 2 man of very poti-
tive convictions,  H has enjoyed the
best advantages which this country
and Euope offer in  theological
studics, having had, as he said,
the best teachers in the woild, in.
cluding such men as Henry B. Smith
and Doswell Hiucheack in this coun-
try, and Dorner and others of like
fame in Germany, [n historical studies
relating to the Westminster Confession
and other creeds of Christendom, he is
prubably without a peer. It is this fact

antagonist in the struggle now going
on in the Presbyterian Church, He
has been a student and teacher of Bib-
lical theology for twenty years, he says,
though of course he h:s only entered
that chair recently.  With all these ad-
vantages, however, he makes no pre-
tense of having mastered all Biblical
questions.  In answer to some of my
inquiries he would say, frankly, “ 1 have
not made up my mind on that ques-
tion,” or, [ have not fully thought
that out.” Without attempting to re-
port him with verbal exactness, or 1o
follow the exact order of our conversa
tion, I may give the substance of some
of his statements, gathered from the
evening's interview and from other con.
versations.

On my refetring to the fact that his
teaching had produced some conster-
nation in other religious camps than his
own, he replied that he was aware of
that fact, regretted it, but that he saw
no help for it; that every advance in
Biblical knowledge had been accom.
panied by similar alarm among extreme
conservatives and traditionalists. “ Are
you awate, professor,” Iasked, * that
you are represented by some of yout
own brethren in the ministry, and by
other good people, as teaching the
errancy of the Holy Scriptures in mat-
ters of faith and practice, as well as in

torical and scientific references, eic?”
* Why don't they sead 1" was his com-
ment. *“No one,” he added, *holds
with greater tenacity than I do the in-
fallibility of the Seriptures in all that
pertains 1o faith and salvation.” * But,”
1 said, “there are those who contend
that while you are able to make this
discrimination and maintain your faith
in the authority of the Scriptures, the
tendency of your teaching is to under-
mine the faith of others, and particu-
larly of the young.”  ** The best proof
that such is not the case,” he replied,
“is the fact that of the 2,500 students
1 have taught in Union, not one, so far
as I have heard, was ever led to gis-
trust the Scriptutes, while very many
have told me that my teaching bhad
saved to them their faith in the Scrip-
tures.”

Reference having been made to the
waning power of creeds, he said, ““Yes,
but 1 do not object 10 creeds ; I am
not attacked on that scote, 1 stand by
the Westminster confession in its orig:
inal and histotical meaning ; the con-
test, so far as 1 am concerncd, is be.
tween Princeton theology and that of
the Westminster divines.”  When i
was said in reply to this that the objec-
tionable feawure of creeds, from our
point of view, was the requiring of
others to subscribe 10 them as tests of
fellowship, he answered: *Well, on
that point, T am coming to the position
of your people ; 1 seriously doubt our
sight to require of others subscription
to these formulations of doctrine.”

The matter of s inaugural address
coming up, 1 told him I was among
those who understood him in that ad.
dress to teach that the Rible, the
Church and Reason, were three co-
otdinate sources of authority, and that
while I had read his denial of this in.
terpretation I was not sute 1 fully un.
derstod him as to the sense in which he

which makes him a2 mos: formidable

“Yes,” he réplied, LAfyl Bive tany
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of authority. This led him into an
elaborate explanation of his meaning,
which I cannot give here in full,  Ttis
only fair, however, to say that his ex.
planation removes most of the objec:
tions which have been urged against
that position.  In the term Reason, he
includes conscience and the religious
cansciousness, ot cxperience, thyough
which, of course, God docs speak to
the soul By the Church, he means
any church that is truly a church of
Jesus Christ.  In its+ordinances, its
worship and its ministry the divine
power is continupusly present witnessing
to the truth.  ‘Take away this thought,
and we worship a dead Christ; who
lived more than eighteen centurichy ago.
If God is present in his ordinances and
waorship, there is something healthful
and inspiring in a Christian service, and
if in the call to the minisiry God is
speaking to  men, preachers would
preach more efficiently by realizing that
fact, ‘The church seldom realizés that
when it meets, as for discipline; Jesus
Christ is with them, as he piromised,
and so loses that power and inspira-
tion which such a faith would bting.
Something hke that i3-his idea of the
church- as a source of.authority.

T belicvey professor, you are an ad-
vocate of Christian. union,” 1 said.

Vis hnsuian The
truth i, he added, it is my advo
cacy of Christian union quite as much
as anything else that has gotten me into
trouble.” I remarked that I was glad
to hear him say that, for [ had said as
much for him in the Ciristian Evan-
gelish, and was pleased to have him
confirm it, 1tis not any merely senti-
mental, inward, invisible, and intangi-
ble unity that he favors, but a united
church, organically and visibly one.
He appreciated very highly, he said,
what we had done for the cause of
unity, “but, of coutse, there is the
question of baptism” he added,
4 about which we differ.”  * What is
your solution, professor, of the baptis.
mal problem in relation to Christian
union 2“1 would make it a purely
congregational matter,” he answered.
# Let every individual chinch settle for
itself whom it wilt receive for baptism
and how it will baptize them.,” 1 told
him that in wrestling with the problem
recently that solution had occurred to
me, but.that I had deemed it imprac.
ticable, not to mestion any other
objection, because cengregations prac
ticing immersion s the only baptiam
would not agree to recognize and frat-
ernite with those churches which prac-
ticed pouring and sprinkling and in-
fant Baptism. »Well,” he replied,
“in that event nothng can be done
until we are willirg to allow that there
is sufficient grourd for difference of
opinion on this subjcct not to make it
a test of fellowshup.”  ““ Then you do
not regard it as clear, beyond reasona-
ble doubt, that the uniinal practice was
immersion ?” he w2 asked. *“No, 1
do not,” was hus reply. T rather
think the candidaies with the adminis.
trator waded into the water, and then
water was poured on the heads of those
to be baptized.” He was reminded of
the figure of 2 buma) and resurrection
in connection with baptism, ' Yes”

made Reason and the Church sources

he replied, * that 1 ene figure, but the

poucing out of the Holy Ghost is an.
other.”  He avowed hixv willingnese,
liowever, 1o be imwmersed any time for
the sake of Christian union, on the
ground that the Lord would more
teadily forgive him for repeating his
baptism than for continuing the sin of
division, ' You are aware, perhaps,”
I said lo him, * that the religious
movement of the Idsciples was origin-
ated by Preshyterians?”  “Oh, yes,”
he .replicd, ¢ T am acquainted with the
history of the Campbells.”

‘¢ Professor, what do you think witl
be the oulcome of your case in the
General Assembly in May?™ v Oh, 1
shall be defeated, T think. I have no
hope to,the contrary. The west and
south are against me, and Pennsylvania
will send an almost solid delegation
agrinst me.” What will be the result
of your condemnation?” "“Sofaras1
can nnw sce, it will result in a division
of the Presbyterian Church. It is only
a question of how large a part of the
chirch will go out witk me.” 1 ven-
tured to hope that he was inistaken in
this, and that more prudent counsel
would prevail when it became apparent
that a distuption of the body would re-
sult from his conviction, He thought
it barcly possible that a few of the more
reasonably conscrvative men, like Dr.
Nicholly, of St, Louls, might, by acling
i (ime, prevent such a result, but he
feared he was too late now, “ What
would be the policy of the party going
out with you?* *“We would adopt 2
short and simple creed, and denom.
inationalism would probably not figure
much.” “While you are shortening
your creed, doctor,” I 1aid, *“why not
go back to the old creed of Simon
Peter?” "1 am ready for that,” he
said, * but T do not think we could get
others 10 agree 1o go farther back than
the Apastles’ Creed.” Personally, he
said, he would have preferred quietly
withdrawing 1o being the cause of the
distuption of the church; but his
friends thought he ought to fight it out
on that line. "1 do not know,” he
said, **what will be the result 10 me of
all this commotion, but [ am sure that
good wilt come out of it to the cause
of Christ.”

We had much morc talk as to his
views of the middle state, the possi.
bility of learning abaut Christ after
death to those who never had the op.
portunity to know about him in this
life, the doctrine of the resunection,
elc, to report which would make this
article too long. One other point of
some interest I will mention.  He was
refetring to the false meaning that had
been put into the doctiine of total her-
editary depravity, when I asked him if
it were not truc that neasly ali the old
Reformation doctrines had undergone
deterioration, and instanced that of jus.
tification by faith. He replied that
this was undoubtedly true, and that
the modern idea of faith extracted
pretty much all meaning of value out
of the word.

In closing this partial teport of our
interview=—vxhich must not be consid.
ered a vetbatim report, though 1 have
used the direct style frequently=-1 find
these impressions of the man:

t. He isa man of undoubted faith
in God's wotd and in its power to take
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care of itse}f against all enemies without

the need of any false plea in its behalf,
Indecd, he told me he did not know
what it was to doubt the authority of
the Seriptures; thatif he had had some
trouble on thatline he might have heen
better ab'e 1o sympathize with the po.
sition of those wha are troubled about
his teaching, He may hold a wrong
theoty of criticism, but he is a profound
believer in the inspiration of the Scrip-
tutes and in Jesus Christ as a duwine
Saviour. Can the church of to-day af.
ford to convict such a man of heresy ?
¥ am sure that I differ from many of my
bretheen on the question of Higher
Criticism, 1 regard it as one of God's
providential agencies for breaking the
power of tradition, freeing the church
from 1ts bondage to creeds, and accom-
plishing the very ends for which we
have been praying. Others, equally
loyal to Christ, tegard it as an enemy to*
be resisted. But we shall have no
heresy trials among us on the question
unless we first repudiate the very basis
on which we have made our fight with
denominationalism, and go back into
the tyranny from which our fathers es.
caped.

3. Prof, Briggs is a courageous man,
more coursgeous than prudent. He
will have notruce or compromise meas-
ures, He is not aiways careful to
guad againat riieunderstandings, ~He
1s an able man, too, having equipped
himaelf as few men in this country, 1
think we need a few such men as Prof,
Briggs in the church, but it would not
be well, pethaps, to have everyhody
like him.

3. He impresses me a1 2 man of un.
even development—a radical in some
things, a conservative in others, ‘This
is the intpression his book * Whither?”
made on me when I read it, and my
personal intercourse with him deepens
this impression. There are some ques-
tions he has not studied thoroughly, or
“thought out,” as he says. But he is
destined I believe to play an important
part in the ecclesiastical changes of the
near (uture, 1 shall always esteen him
more highly for having had this personal
acquaimance with him, and while T may
in the future, as 1 have in the past,
criticise some of his positions, | cannot
doubt his sincerity, his honesty of con.
viction, his courage, or his faith,—J. H.
G, in Christian Evangelist,

*“Give me the fust (ive years of a
child, and T will make of it a saint or a
devil."—dA Catholic Priest,

1f I had my ministry to go over
again, [ would give more attertion to
the children.”—Retr Dr. Ashbel Green.

% Train 4p 2 child in the way he
should go, and when he is old he will
not depart from it."—2Proterds x2xii, 6.

 We can naise more Christians by
juvenile Christian culture than by adult
conversion—a thousand times mose
Dr. I. G, Holland,

“The time is coming when there
will be two scrmons preached 1o chiis
dren and youth where there is one to
adulis"=Bushop Janes.

** After the observations and experi-
cnce of a long life T have come decis-
isely 10 the conclusion thatif I had my
life 10 live over 2gain, I would pay ten
times as much attention to the young
of iy chatge as 1 ever did =Dy,

Samuel Miller,
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