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GCENERAL  ASSEMBLY OF THE
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH [N
CANADA, 150).

The twenticth General Assembly of the Pres.
byterian Church in Canada met in St. David’s
Chutch, St. John, New Beanswick, on Wednesday
June t3th, at 7.30 p.m Pubhc  worship
was conducted by Rev  Thomas Sedgwick, D D,
the tetiring Moderator.  We givein full

LHE MODERAIOGR'S SKRMON
Matt. vii. 20,

The words of the text taken in connection with
the passage of which they form a part, set forth a pro-
found vnd comprchensive truth.  Qur Lord relets to
the natural law, according to which every trec brings
fonth fruit after its kind, and thus in due time dis-
cluses with an accuracy in which there can beno
mutake, ils true nature, whether goud or ewil.
Even so, our Lord tells us, is it with false prophets
In the same manner may they be detected. They
come in sheep's clothing, but being inwardly raven-
ing wolves, their wolfish nature will sooner or later
betray itself. They pretend to be good trees—
trees of righteousness, but, says our Lord * ye
shall know them by their fruits. Do men gather
prapes of thorns or figs of thistles?  Even so every
poud tree briogeth forth good fruit, but a corrupt
tree bringeth fosth evil fruit, wherefore by their
fruits ye shalt know them.”

But while our Lord in the text refers parucul-
arly 1o {alse teachers it scems 10 me that the princ
ple He here lays down admits ot a far wader appl:-
cation, and may be applied to religous faiths as
well. It sugpests to us that religious systems,
whether ttue or false, will unfold in the same omt-
ward and sigmificant way,all their inward and es-
sential pecubiarities.  The true will discover itszlf
asgood, and the false as cvil, by inevitable develop-
menls.

Such, I think, is a fair and legitimate application
ol the text, and it is the application, which, in two
vt three pacticulars, I intend 10 make this cven-
g

Ll. The words of the text may be appled
wall

NEW CHRISIIAN SYSTEMS OF RELIGION,

as compared with Christanity.  Of both it may be
said, * Bytheir fruts ye shall know them.” 1
need hardly tell you, brethren, we all know it, that
Chustanity claims for itself a position entiraly differ-
et frum that of all other rehgions, and 1t makes
this claun on the ground of its being a Divine re
velation, of its possessing a knowledge of God and
of lhis relations to men, which has been communi-
cated by God Himsell to it, and to it alone. And
cqually I need hardly tell you, how from the be-
glaming this claim has in one way or another been
disputed and denied. aad just as often—let m~ add
—as 1t has been disputed and denied, has it been
substanttated and made good.

Now at the prescat time, onc of the chief points
of attack against the supernatural and umque
character of the rehgion of Christ, is based on (he
fact—the certain and indisputable fact—that it ic
but one of the manv rehgions which have existed,
or which now exist in the world. It is alleged that
the presumplion 1s thereby raised that Chastiamty
15 merely the natural product of the human mund,
as all the rest admuttedly ate, and that this presump-
tonas proved to be truc, becruse when we ex-
amuoe and cumpare the difierent rebigions of man.
kind, got simply as they exist now, or at any given
period, but historically, we arc led to this con.
cusion. AlN religions—so we are told—when n-
vestigated 1n the histonical spinst asd method of the
presnt day, must be held—such being the simi-
lanty between them—to be but varying expressions
of the religious spint inman.  All contain, 1t may
be, sume, perhaps many, clcments of truth, but
0.Me require to account for ur to explan them the
inttuduciton of a supernatural cause. The Chus-
tain rehigion, thetefure, while probably the highest
and most perfect development of the seligious spint,
aind contaimng more clements of truth than any
vilier, s simply @ nataral rehgion nke all the
rest
N {i shuuld be carcfuily observed, however, that
the

HISTORICAL SPIRIT AND METHOD

in which thesc investipations ate conducted and
which we ate told leads to the conclusion of which
I have just spoken, is only as a rule another name
{or the principle of evolution. Ido not think this
will be seriously questioned, and hence I may be
permitted a word o1 two as to this principle betore
passing on It cannot be questioned that at the
present day it is the dominating principle in the in-
tellectual world, but there are sigos and tokens not
a few that it is coming—if it is ot alicady come—
to be lso regatded in the moral and spiritual world
as well.

The allegation now commencing to be made is
that such a use of it as I have just referred to is
altogether allegitimate. and that when rightly ap-
plied 1t will prove of the utmost service in the de-
feace and the clucidation of the Christian Faith.

Is such a view eutrect?  There are wany, you all
know, who hold that it is, and they seem to share
in the assurance wlich you cannot but have observ

e is a leading charactenstic of the disciples of thes
school, that evolution, as it i« the solution or on the
way to the solution of all ditliculties n the things
of carth, is in hke manner the sulution or the wav
to the solutiva of alt ditticulties in the things of
heaven, and that by means of it we may come to
the understanding of all mysteries and of all know-
ledge of whatever kind.  ‘T'his characteristic, in-
deed, which 1 have just mentioned, has often re-
minded me of the words of the woman of Samana,
about the Messiac,  When He is come He will
tell us all things,” and this is precisely what, in
eftect, we are told evolution 1sto do  Heance the
pnnciple is fearlessly applied to the Christian Faih
as a whole, alike in its recotds, its evidence and its
contents. It lies at the root, I cannot doulit, of
much that goes by the name of Iligher Critictsm.
The record for tnstance placesar. event, ur a series
of events, at a certun  period, but the histoncal
spitit—in other words the principle of evolution -
forbids us to place them there, and if they happen

ed at all, they must be transferred to a far later
time,~o0r to give another instance—we see the
Books of Scnpture interpreted n the same spint,
and as confidently as if the interpreters though
hvioy, in this ninetecnth century had, so to speak,
been eye witnesses of what teanspued two or threr
thousand years agu.  The evidences tuo are treated
after a similar method.  Many of them are cheer

fully cast overboard, but we are told that this
will only lighten the ship and poustpone at ail
events the shipwreck. And ina word we hear of
the

*CUISTORICAL CHRIS,”

which, however, is far better than the ¢ larper
Chnst” of the Gahlean Gospel, and in the like
way the faith atself as a system of Disine truth s
cast 1nto the same crucible, and we are assured as
the result of the pracess that it will come forth as
pold tried in the fite and as silver thrnce refined.
Well what 1s the result of this process¢ So far as
it has gone, I will only say that the schievement
seems to me to fall far short of the promise. Things
remain very much as they were before, pethaps
somewhat datker, and how further are we to
regard the pnnciple on which the process pro-
ceeds? I can only remind you, this is all that
time will allow, of the use which as we have
already seen, is made of it, to overthrow the faith.
Such, so0 it is insisted upon by thosz who thus
apply it, is onc of s legumate applica-
tions, and may they not be nght?  Fhey
certainly stand in the true hine of succes-
sion to its originators, and arc thercfore
most  likely to understand s true beanng
and scope It excludes, they tell us, and | am not
sure that in so doing they are wrong, all that 15 now
supernatural in the development of the evidence and
of creed. But, if so, there may be room for creation,
but it 1s hard to sec where there is room for sin, and
much more for redemption 1 will not take upon
me to say that such is the only true account of the
punciple.  But those who are best entitled to speak
10 its behalf tell us that it s, and certawly there 1s
not a little which leads us to conclude that thewr
account of it is true.  There does at first sight scem
to be a thoroughly materialistic taint about it, and
the more it is scrutinized, the stronger dees this im-
pression I think become.  Doubtless all this may
not be so, but it may, and just for this very reason
should it r.ot be seriously considered whether a puin-
ciple su -juestionable is likely to fultil a truly fricod-
Iy office o the religion of Christ. or to avail much
in defence and explanation of a Faith which af at
be aoything at all is ideal, 1s supernatural, s
Divine

But to come back to the point before us from
which I have digressed too long; I have no
douln as to the ability of Christianity to repel this
as it has repelled every other attack. It is not, and
will not be difficult to show that comparing it, con-
sidered in itselt with all other systems, the conclu-
sion must follow that it differs from them in mind
as well asin degree. It is not that they contain no
truth.  Why should they not ? Man, though fallen,
has not lost altogether the lincaments of the Divine
image - reason and conscicace stll remain. ke s
placed too ina universe wlach witnesses for ats
Maker, and so coonstituted and placed the clemens
of religion are ready to his hand, of which he could
not {ail and has not failed to avail himsclf. Cum-
pared, however

AWITH CHRISTIANITY,

how defective are their teachings in all the matters
with which religion has to do, how fundamentally
crrongous in most and thereforc how plainly is its
origin not earthly bu: Diviac. But with cqual and
p:xh:})s preater case can we reach the same conclu-
sion if we compare the religion we profess with all
rival faiths in the iight of the principle of the text,
in regard to the influences they respectively exert
and the results they produce.  Regarded from this
point of view Christianity may invite comparison
with any form of heathenism whatever.  What
have these religions done, it may be confidently
asked, in the past? What are they doing now—I
do not say to interpret God to mae and torecorcile
man to God, though this in trath lies at the o0t
of all the rest—but in any real and large sensc to
uplift and transform him? Where isthercin them, a»

TORONTO, WEDNESDAY, JUNE 20th, 18§94

thete s in Chnstianity, a power for truth, for righte-
ousness, for putity, for compassion, for progresse
witnessing for itsell that it 1s the power of God?
How can there be, they beng what they are ? I, for
example, as one teaches, all things are Ihvine, or 1f
according to another existence itself is an evil and
a misery, or if, according to ve1 another, the world
15 1 the grasp of an incxorable fate, what impulse
from them canthere be toward aoything that s
really good ? But effects so unhke cannot surely pro.
ceed from the same cause.

We ate privileged at this Asgsembly 16 have with
us honoured and beloved missionaries of the cross.
They have gone forth with tears, beanng the pre
ctous seed, and have come again with rejoicing
bringing thesr sheaves with them. They will not
tell us I am sure, hnowing as they do what the
fruits of heathenism are, that the tree 18
good that  produces them, or that heathen
religion is kindred to the Gospel, ur 10 anv true
sense of the word a preparation for it. We are
uften told that in those and such like matters the
attitude of the hard working munister and mus«ion-
ary to the theonst and speciahist should be that of
Macy to vur Lord, who sat, as we know, at [ Iis feet
and heard this word  And Iam far from wishing
o depreciate the toul of the speaialist, bot as a rule
his results are arrived atin the closet, his conclu
siuns are drawn from documents and not from hfe
In the matter before us, lookiog at this religron or
that as set forth 1o ity sacred bouks, 1t may be su
cxhibited as to present a pleasing and aot unteuth-
ful picture. But the question remains,~—ls it the
whole truth? How doues the system work 2 And
these are questions which the nnssionary can best
answer, and to which he has given but one 1eply,—
Yes, hie Chustianity proves itself to be Divine by
its fruits as well as its teaching, and companiog it
with all uther rebigious systems, we may say 1n the
words of the text,—By their fruits ye shall know
them,

2 The words of the text may be spphed to the
different

FORM~ OF CHRIS{IANIIY 1TSEQ.

Now ioto the nature of these differences,
much le:s into causes from which, or the
manner 1n which they have ancen, | can-
not enter at any length. Nor will I stay to
lament them on the one hand, or extenuate
or justify them on the other. That they do exist
within her pale is as plain and indisputable a tact
ai is the existence of either religious systems outside
ot it.

What I would point out, however, is, that in a
large and important department of Christian truth
there is litile difference of opinion among those who
profess and call themselves Chustians.  Regarding
Christianity in its true hght as a redemption scheme,
there is, I thiok, substantial agreement among all
Christians as to the great truths—the tnnity,
the incarnation, the atonement, for example,
which bear upon what may be called the
purchase, the mpetration, the obtaioing of Re-
demption. [t 1s however. when we come to deal
with the application of Redemption, with the aon-
swer to be given to the question,—tow are we
made partakers of the Redemption purchased by
Christ, or what is really the same thing, with the
doctrine of the church that fundamental dferences
disclose themselves.

Admitting then, as all do, that our Saviour has
founded a church, that He has deposited i 1t Has
truth, that e has endowed it with ordinances and
promises and made it the instrument of imparting
to men the benefit of His redemption, the yuestion
arises, -- Whatis its nature ? Where are we to leok
for it* By what marks is 1t to be recognized? It is
hers *hat grave differences of upinion emerge  What
are they ? Without going into any minuteness of
detail 1t may be said that these differences of view
resolve themselves in the last resort into two doc-
trines, or theories as to the church, essentially op-
poscd to cach other. There is in the first place,
what may be called the

PRIESTLY, THE HIERARCHICAL THEORY

which 15 held—as you all know—by the Roman and
Greck churches, and by a large and increaswag
party n the Church of Lnglaod,—no doubt with
shades of diftereace, which, however. arc not of a
wvital kind. According to this doctnioe the church
15 to be regarded as ao external corporation which
Chust has made ti.e only channel in which Has
grace 1s to flow.  Having resolved —so 1t 1s held—
tu ercct on earth a sacred society or church, He
made choice of the twelve apostles as its foundation.,
To them 2nd to their successors He gave the pro-
mises, the grace of which was to be ministered
sacramentally by them alone.  Bishops in the usual
meaning of the word, are their successors, and so to
them and to the priests whom they ordain and
govern cxclusive of all others, the treasury of Christ's
gfts and grace for human salvauon has been in.
trusied, to be by them opened and dispensed to men.
The motto of this theory, then, s the old adage,
—~Ubs  Epucopus, 1ba  cecclesia,  Whete the
bishopis thercisthe Church, or which s only
carrying it astep further to s lepimate and
logical assuc—Tb Petrus, 1b:  ecclesia,—~\Where
Peter is there is the Chureh, and thus according to
it, Episcopacy or Episcopacy in subjection to the
Pope, as Prince and head of the Chuich, in succes-
sion 1o Peter, by Christ’'s appowniment Punce and
head of the Apostles, is the true note or mark of
the Church. Very different, on’the other hand, isthe
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EROIENTANT AND FVANGETICAL DOC G RINT,

Thas dutfzrence s based an what ts held to he the true
view of the relation of the Church to the teuth,  1n-
vine trath ain this view 14 the cause of the Church, It
s the instrument by which the Spirit works. apart
from 11, thesefore, she could and would have had no
existence,  OUne chief reason, too, it ic beheved,
why she has been set up i the workl i to huld
it forth  and to hold fast., nasmuch a.
men beaing what they are, it 1 only by the
knowledge  and  behief of 1t that  they .an
be saved It s tlus relation, therefore, at
cording to the Protestant view, the  the churchs to
be mainly regarded.  Not—let me say before pass
ing on--that the Chutch 1s not concerved of asa
visthle society with mraisters and ordinances, ar
thatat s regarded asa matter of unmimportance,
what the nature of its outwaid frame work may he,
but all these things, 1t 1< held, denve thetr import-
ance fiom the truth, which s the cause of her lfe
and petlection  Hence the Chuwchiss held tobe
alike asa whole andan its particular parts, the
suciety of those who  profess the truth  and inas
much as whatever the teuth 1o, Chust himself may
be sard to be the Protestant wlea as  summed
up., and heavtifully and tily  expressed
the saywng - Ul Chraste,  tra o leta where
Chust 15 thereis the Church.  According to this
theory then, truth, Diwine atd Saving Truth and
oul outward organization, s the preat note apd
mark of the Church. Such, then, are the

CONBLIUHING LHEORTES,

How 2re we to deade between them 2 Two things I
will say at the outset,-—The fisst 1s that | bave hittle
sympathy with the manner 1n which the sacerdotal
theory 1s not seldum dealt with, It s held by nota
tew that so little can be satd 1 sts behalf, that st 1~
su unreasvaable, nuy so absurd, that argument s
wasted upon it. I amfar from believing anything
of the kind  The theory is intelligible. It 1iscon
sistent. It is reasonsable, certain things being pre-
supposed. Nay, I will go further and say that it
pussesses not a few elements of attraction, intluence
and power It comes to us recommended by
antiquity, reverence for the old paths being a great
Chns'ian  dutg,—by the many great names,
eminent fur learniag, for intellect, fur guudness,
who have embraced and maintained it, by what
Scripture says, aad it says much about the church,
which, however, it knows well how inits own 1p-
terest to abuse, and perhaps beyond and above all,
by the craving of the human mind and heant, after,
ity be, a vain search elsewhere for centainty, for
infallible guidaoce, far rest in the things of God and
the soul, which 1t affiems it possesses, and which 1t
offers te impart.  Doutale.s other and meaner
reasons for its acceptance might be advanced, but
I prefer to mention those only of a nobler kind. It
is, therefore, to meat least no matter for wonder
that it appeared so soon, that it has been embraced
by so many, and has held its ground so long, fur
that matter it is perhaps as full of lifs and vigor at
the present day asat any former time. I do not
marvel that so many have felt and vwned its charm.

The other remark 1 wish 1o make 1sthis : Ttis
altogether a  mistake to confound the questicn
now before us with the juestion as to which ofthe
several

tORMN OF « BURCH GOVERNMENT

15 most 0 accurdance with the Scrnptusal pattern
The matter 1s often so presented, but such a pre.
sentation of it 1s very misleading. The question of
truth and fact between these opposing taeories of
the chutch s ofren sought to be made out to be
the question  of the truth and excellence of the
Lpiscopal form above all others. But this s not so.
1 have nu desire in what I am saying to enter into
conttoversy with those who defend the Lpscopal
model simply on the ground that 1t 1s most n ac-
cordance with the mind of Chnst. There 1s no
nocessary connection, 1t scems to me, between
Episcopacy thus maintained, and the priestly theory
in question—though it may be true that the one
tends to the other.  Episcopacy may be held to be
true, and yet they that so hold it may ser hold that
Chust's grace 1s su tied to it that apart from it there
can be no assurance o1 indecd  possibality of salva.
lion Andin yoint offact thisis the very grouand
taken in its delfence by the illustrious tooker for
example -tu m-ntion a, uthers—it 1s necessary to
the swellheing. bit by no means to the fang of the
church, and agaiost such an Episcopacy let me oot
be understood as contending.

How then are we  to decice between  those op-
pusing theories * There are many ways in which
this may be done—which ume will not permit me
cven to mention. But it scems to e that the
ptinciple of the text supplies ashort and ecasy
method—if not the shortest and  easiest of dealing
with this question—the method, namely, of brng-
ingratto the test of facts. By thesr frunts ye shall
know them.

You will observe the importance, the wital im-
portance of this question. It bang admitted that
the ordinary munistrations of the grace of Christ
preceed by means of and 10 cobnection with the
cburch, if the pnestly theoty betrue, ifin other
words the church consists of the Papal and Epis-
copal communions, and thesc alone, then it follows

(Concluded on page 504.)
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