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OUGHT PREACHING 70 BE DOGMATIC!

(Continued).

(1) TRe end sought to be accomplished by preacking, whes
vicwed in the light of onr mental constitution, shaws that st
showld be dogmatic,  So {ar as man is concerned, that cnd is
on all hands admitted to be hus spititual benefit—his reli-
glous improvement.  “This is the end in regard both to the
regenerate and uaregenerate -the guwd and the Lad, 1n
the case of the impenitent and unbelieving the primary ob-
jeet is to bring them to repentance and faith ; in *he case of
the believer it is sought to prumote growth in Christian
character, in the knowledge and love of God, and in capacity
and zeal for the service of God. Now the question comes to
be : How can this end be accomplished? By what kind of
instrumentality can Christian character be originated and
developed? It is agreed that preaching, while not the ex.
clusive, is a highly important instrumentality ; therefose we
inquire, of what surt must preaching be?  Ous reply is, that
since all pruper states of mind, all that is goud in human
character, anscs from apprehension_and acceptance of the
truth concerning God and out relations to Him, preacling
should be dogmatic, i.¢,, it should faithfully present and ap-
ply this truth.  Nothing can be a substitute fur the truth
manifested ** to every man’s conscience in the sight of Gud.”
This is scriptural doctrine, butit is also correct philosophy,
and will be denied only by those who misconceive the nature
of true religion, or the way in which the human mind is to
be approached and influenced. Nothing can be mure ndi-
culous than to exhort 3 man and to appeal to him till he
sees what you would have him do, and why you would have
himdoit. You are first didactic, then persuasive, and
didatic in ozder to be persuasive. Secking tv persuade men
to walk in the paths of true sreligivn, the preacher will de-
scribe those paths, and will make plain his arguments for
cotering upon them, or prosecuting them wi..h increased
carnestness.  The process to be accomplished is a rationsl
process, and while no persuasion of the preacher can supes-
sede the work of the Divine Spirit, he will proceed accord-
ing to the laws Ly which the mind and heart are natarall
governed.  As belore stated, he will not forget that his
office isnot identical with that of the theologian, and he will
not imagine that his duty is over when he has clearly ex-
pounded the several truths and principles of religion to
which his discourse relates,  His cunstant aim wifl be to
apply these truths and principles to the hearts and consci
ences of his hearers; but he will seek nut less solicitously
than the speaker or writer whose pruvince is scientific, to
satisfy the minds of those addiessed regarding the principles
of religion—the truths which underlie his exhortations. It
is no* required that the dudacuc or dugmatic should
every discourse precede the hortatory, or be intermingled
in a certain proportiun with it.  The preacher will ofien
take for granted the intellectual comprehension of the truths
which he desites to press hume, and he may properly de-
Liver many discourses in which the elemeat of ducct teach.
ing is nul promineat, but i will never ke mauer of wadif-
ferenc= to him what conceptivns of religivus truth are enter-
tained by his hearers; and his ministry in the entire course
of it will propound and exhibit fully, clearly, and caraestly
the great docuines of the Gospel—the principles of the
kingdom of God. His munistry will involve a gruss psycho-
logical mistake if he shuns the didactic and confines himsell
to exhortation.  For even should the proper rehigious cun-
ceptions be in the minds of his hearers, it is nccessary to
vivify them by repeated and earest statement of them, and
fus anything that he knuws sume of his hearers may nut have
those conceptiuns, ut they may occupy 8 position of intel.
lectual opposition or hesitancy.  The address even of the
mere exhurter ever must tu sume extent hold the didactic
clement in solotivn, butl a prea her who is never anything
clse than a mere exhurter w.ll poorly accomplish the aim of
the Christian ministry, and wi‘.‘l swn cease to interesl and
benefit those whose mental constiiutiun his discouises f2il to
respect.  Now, itis here to be carefully cemembered that
all right spiritual cunditions and charactenistics are produced
by the truth, and may be called the counterpart ofit. Every-
thing in thought, feeling, and cunduct, swhich is morally ap-
provable, is formed under the influence of the appropriate
truth applied by the Hol, Ghost. The truth is the necessary
seed from which the virtue, whether of heast ot of conduct,
shall spring.  Thus we read of “‘the incorruptible seed of
the Word which liveth 2ad abideth for ever.” It follows
if we seek to produce ang proper spiritual state, to prodace
or strengthen any virtue, we must present aad apply the
truth which standsrelated to it.  Whatever mental state the
preacher would induce, whatever virtue he would form or
strengthen, he must begin by manifestation of truth, the
appropriate truth. He zannut gaii lus end —he caonot
make any progtess towards it —unless he be didactic as well
as bortatory. He must declare the truths and docinines of
the Divine Woid; and inasmuch as Chastian character is
wide, and the necessities of the Church and the world mani-
fuld, and all Scr.pture is Fivcn by iasp.tation of God, and
i. profitable for doctrine, {or reproof, for correction, for in-
struction in rightevusness —his teaching will not confine it-
self to a few particalars, bat will embrace, as well as may
L, the entire cycle of revealed truth.  The view now set
forth is so clearly in accordance with a true psychology that
the opposition 10 it so strenuuusly and often made seems
bard to accuunt for  The oot of this hostility —the grafos
foeudos —consists frequently, we cannot doubt, 1n a wrong
conception of what true religion—troe pietly- -is,.  Accord-
ing to theopinion of many, religion is merely sentiment. It
has its scat entirely in the emotions, 1t 1s trust in that
great Being who is cver present with us, and who is the
source of hife and happiness ; but, in arler to such trust, it
13 NOY NOCESSATY We quu]d be able to frame propositicns and
wake afirmauons regarding this Baing.  Ia some tostances
a more ot icss develuped paatheism wuld aot permut the em-
pluyment of 12rms of decaded personaliny . He s the ** power
cxternal to us which makes for nghtcousness.”  But even
whete the soul has not come so con"llcxely under this mozal

aralysis, we find in multitudes of instances 2 shnnking
Kuxn all very definite statement segardimng God, the pervon
and work of Chirist, and the unseen world, Were thissimply

a recoil from & too materialistic an i detailed handling of those
things which we sce but “‘through a plass darkly,” and
from = too anlhropop:\lhic treatment of the divine attributes,
we mifht regard 1t with toleration, and even with some de.
tee of sympathy.  Bat it means much more thae his, Tt
s dimness of the spiritual sight; it is weakness of the con-
scicnce ; it is anwillingness to know Gud, and be brought
near to Him. If subjective religion is nothing more than a
vague sentincent of icveaence o1 tiusi, we popeily shunk
fiom every species of dugmausm reranding the divine natuce
and perfections, and the way of salvation, There can, in
this case, be no need of discussing questivis touching the
Trinity, the incarnativn, the person of Chust, the nature
and cfficacy of Iis death, ete., fur whatever impornance
these puints may have in relation to theology (i} indeed
theolougy be a complete science at all), they have ao connec.
tion with relyriun, according to this view ot at.  Butaf, as
another extreme view would have it, religion consists exclu-
sively un conduct, huwever inadequaic this cunceptiun of 1t
may be, it scarcely affects the guesuun as to dugmatic
preachung. For if the preacher isnot with ceaseless monotony
to cry " Do ught, du nght,” he must explata the nature of
the several virtues, treat of the cunsequences of virtyous cun.
duct an.d the uppusite, and shew that all virtuc depends upun
the natare and chatacter of God, and derives its chief sanc-
tion from His authority.

(2) 1 provead mext to consider the sinptural cvidenie of the
position that preaching shoxuld b dogmatic, (a) To sume ex-
teat the serptural argument 1s anticipated in the account
already given of the nature of true religion. We have, inour

revious reasoning, attempted to shew that persunal rehigion
is the 1eflex of divine truth vitally apprehended, that every
feature in the rencwed Jharacter corespunds to sume fea-
ture sn the tiuth of Gud, and that all leginmate Chastian ex-
perience is developed, and all right cunduct directed and
overned, by the inspired Word, It was not pussible to ex-

ibat the argument undes the preceding head wahout toudh.
ing upon this ground.  Bai at 1s here propet to say that the
scriptural proof of it is abundant and clear.  You cannot
opea the practical and devouonal partsofthe Old Testament
or the New without sceing that all genune expenmental seh-
gion, and all holy actions, are the counterparnt of the truth,
and that the reception of the truth sucely leads to them.

{8) But the New Testament contains explicit instructivns
fur the preacher concetrung the scupe and character of hus
teaching. A lishup mast be ““apt to tcach ™ (Aidoktrkes),
must be ** nuwished up 1o the words of faith and guud duc-
trne,” and must * hold fast the furm of sound wonls.” He
must * command and teach.”  He inust * give attendance
to reading, to exhurtation, and to ducinae.™  ** 1f any man
teach utherwise, and consent nat to wholesumz wo+ds, even
to the words of our Lord Jesus Chast, and to the ductrine
which is accuiding to gudiness, he s proud and hauweth
nuthiag.” That provisiun may be made for the conunaance
of the gunssity, Timwthy s dustiudted tv ‘cumaut the
things which he has scen and heard o fauthfud men, whie
shall be able to teach vhers alse.  The tiue teacher, who
needs not to be ashamed, will “* nghtly divide the word of
Lfe.” The wurds of false teachers, even such as “'en
from the fauth,” ** eat hike a canker,” and ‘' vverthruw the
faith of sume.” The apostle charges the evangelist to
¢+ preach the Word, {ut the time will cume when men will
not endure svund doctnne . . . bat shall heap to them-
selves teachess, having atching ears, and they shall wrn
away their cars from the tath.”™  In his letter to Tiius, 1he
aposile, des.nitung the Lishuy, says he must ** hold fastthe
faithful Word as he hath been taught, that he may be able
by sound doctune both to exhont and conwiace the gain-
sayers.” And agan, “speak thuu the things which be-
cume sound docitune.”  And haviog iefersed to tue holy hile
of the believer, to his cunstant lwbking fur the appeanng
of the dimne Saviour, and to the sacufice offered by that
Savivut fut vur alemption, ke adds, ** These things sprak,
and exhuit, and lcbu{.c wah all adthouty.™ Aed agamn,
declaring the gieat truths of redempiion oniginating in Gud's

“love, of our justifivatiun of Christ's righicousncss —not oot
own—uf regencratiun and continual renewal by the Spuat,
he thus speaks, ** This is a faubful sayeng, and these things
1 wall that thou affism cunstantly, that they which have be.
lieved 10 Gud might be carefol to mainiain guod works™ We
are impressed— awed—with the impuitance attached to hold-
mgfast,teaching inpurity andcontending earnestly fus thetruth,
The preacher who nervously shuns dogma cannot preach as
Paul, Peter, and John would have him dv —cannot tahe the
pastoral cpustles as his dusectory.  But the wise and farthiul
preacher, scclun%x to comprchend to the full extent of in-
spured teaching the great things of the kingdom of God will
camestly proc.aim ali that he has himseil been taught. Thus
sinners shail te converied, and beiievers Luwiit ap o thes
most huly fauth.

In the New Testament we have seceial speamens of
apostoliaal preachiag, and we have many Jetiers wntten to
Cf;xo:rcha oz to individual Ichievers.  An analysis of these
discuurses and episties would be very instiucuve, as shewing
how the apostles actually fulfilled their own office of preach-
sng and teaching.  This buaach of proof cannot, huwever,
behere exhibited excepian the briefest mannei. No asalyss of
the epistics can, of cuurse, Le here alicmpted. 1 aaa only
state, what we all know, that they ate largely didactic—
sume of them, as the epiviles to the Rumaas, Galauans, and
Hcbiews, being more so than the rest. But an all these letters
thers s % didactic clemeat, aad in acaily ail passages which
may becalled purely didactic. Definiic vicas o such great
matters as the propet deity of oar Lord, His priesﬂf office, in-
cluding atoncment and intercession, the universal guilt and
misery of men, the tightcousness of God by faith, tegenera.
tion and sancuficauon by the Holy Ghosti, the telation of
the faw to the Gospel, are not merely imphed i x curreat
of exhontation, but are clearly stated, and neatly all of them
established and defended at leogth.  Everyone kaows the
character of the three epistles which 1 have aamed, and n
scems strange tndeed that any hooghtful seader of these
cpistles, 1t hie docs but regard apostuscal teaching as a modcl
for us, should qoestion the propnety and necessity of {alt
and detailed exposition of Christian doctuine an the pulpu.

These careful demonstrations of doctnne shew the import.

ance which the apostles attached to it, and the large place’
it should ever hold in preaching ; and they shew that when

the first principles of the faith are understood and received

—*“repentance from dead works, faith towards Gdd, the

ductnine of baptisms, and layig on ol hands, and resurrec-

tion of the dead and cternal judgment "—the office of the
teacher 1s not discharged, fut he must lead hus hearers on to
¢ perfection “'—to a deeper and more coniprehensive under-

standing of the Redeemer's wurk i all sts aspects. With

tiese examples before us, we cannot hewate whether we

shall fullow the counsels of Jhose who warn us against what

{s popularly called dugmausm, and who, if the presence of
ductnine (except the (ﬁrcclly cthical) 1s allowed in sermons

at all, would refrain from emphasizing the modtcum which
they tolerate.  Rather with Paul, let the preacher reverently
seck to guide his hearers 1nto the depths of those mysteries
which reveal the glory of Lud 10 redemption; and let him

camestly pray for a deeper knowledge and experience,

that he may the betteg be tited for such a task.  Let hun
necver dream that exhoriation on a meagre basis of ductnae,

uncertasnly and timidly avowed, 1s all that his office requires

of hum. ~duch an ideal of preaching he cannot get from

Scupture,

(3) The hustory af preaching shews that the dogmatic 13 the
reaiy cffcctive method. We here request that the true cons
ception of dugmatic preaching be kept in mind, and that we
du not, 1n spue of protest, identify it with preaching addressed
tuo exclusively with the ntellect, or with a style which is
culd, ut hand, ur techmeal, or minute 1n analysis, or meta-
phoncal, or arrogant. It 1s the preaching which makes
doctrine the root of practicz, and regards all genuine reli-
gious sentiment as the product of truth, which sceks above
cverything to make truth real and impressive. Now we state
wuth cunfideace that preaching of this type has better accom-
phished the end of the pulpit than any other description of
preaching has—than the practical, so called, or the vague
and sentimental. There may, of course, be dogmatic preach.
ing which enfurces error instead of truth ; but we shall not
be understuud to claim good results for the method irrespec-
tve of the ductnne. It 1s the truth of God which must be
preached, and ao sybstiate for 1t can be found. But our
contentton ss that the preaclung which has proved truly
effccuve, which has eminenuy resulted in the production of
spuitual life and a holy walk, has been the dogmatic.  The
seachers who have spuken to theis felluw-men with power
Lavc been thuse tn whum the tzuths of revelatin were living
cunvicliuns, and who have appeared as men delivering their
testununy, and persuading their hearers to receive a message
frum heaven.  Afier what has been said regarding the ser-
mons and addresses of the apustles, I might well claim, in
provf of my posiuon, the remarkable seocess with which they
preached the Guspel.  Thousands received the Word from
the hips of these witnesses—these men who must speak the
ungs which they had seen and heanl—these eminently dog-
matie preachers. But inasmuch as it seems better to cite in-
stantes an which anspitatiun and the other peculiasities of
apusivhical preachuag aic aut invulved, 1 proceed tosay that
the patrustu preaching which most remarkably developed
spnritual life was dugmatic. A pre-eminent illustration of &
dugmatic meustry was that of Augustine ; for the teachin
of thus great servant of Chnst ever enforce truths which he
was honuured so tnumphanily to vindicate a;i:inst error.
And I need scarceiy say that the religious life of the Church
—its piety —was more indebted to Aogustine and his school
than to any school i cidss of teachers of less dogmatic ten-
dency.  Tne leaders of the Reformauon, it will hardly be
disputed were dogmaunts, and we nced not fear to say that
there would have been no Refurmauon undes theic hand had
they nut been so.  No one duubts that Calvia is dogmatic
thioughuut; dogmats, indeed, is one of the epithets which
his adversanes luve to fling at him.  But Lutber iy hardly
less dogmauc. What would Luther, do you think, have
sand of ihe prcaches whuse harangae shuuld have been after
this fashion . **Be true to yoursclf, carelully follow your
sciigious instincts and antentivas ; lead the useful, the gen-
tle, the beautiful Wfe?” Could this prophet of fire, this son
of thunder, have cndured such folly2 Had he not a mes-
sage from Gud which hus suul lunged to deliver 2 Ttis quite
true that some of the theology to which the Reformation
subscquently gave Lirth was too minute in analysis, and per-
haps over-conhdent 1n posivions of a secondary kind —posi-
truns w huch cannut be tegarded as esseaual to the integrity
of the teuth, and that this featute of the theology did, to
sume extent, affcct unfavourably the preaching of the times
i which it prevasled.  In some instances, too, tite didactic
clement was promineat beyond due proportion ; and sezmons
cuuld be pointed to which are hard, technical, and almost
repulsive. We have no antesest in cuncealing the defects and
wiong featuies by which degmatic preaching has sometimes
been matied.  Bat will any fair-minded man who believes
the doctnine of the Refonnation deny that the dogmatic

tcaung of these three centaues, so far as it faithfolly en-
urces the truth which the Reformation vindicated, has been
producuve of the best fiut—has had special evideace of the
divine approhation?  Wherever you look, on the continent
of Luiupe, in Batain, 0 Ameniua, in the missivn fields of the
wuild, the cainest and faithful preaching of the doctrines
embudied in vut standaids has been accompanied with the
wwer of the Holy Ghost; men have been turmed unto the
rd, and a religious hife of camistakable identity with that
of New Testament times has been developed.  Whereves,
on the viher haad, the gicat Jeading ducinacs of the Gospel
{fot we count these one with Reformation doctrines) have
ccased to alppc:u in preaching, or have been timidly and
apologetically introduced, and the preacher has occapied
himself rather in delincating and enforcing virtue, whether
wn senument and thought ot in ontward conduct, spiritual
death has prevailed, and the kingdom of God has withdrawn
atself from view. Fourly have the lessons of the last cen-
tury and a half- been learned by the Presbytenan who does
not know this fact.  Amungst preachens distinguished fiom
oue anvther by esery sancty of natural cadowmentand of
cultuce you cannot aame one whose spoken ot published dise
courses hiave been markedly fruitful.who was not, 1 the
sease, degmain—=ho did naly ' & manyetation of the
truth,"” seck to ¢ commend himsed o cvery man's conscis



