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with such words as “If the people were what they | Lord Himself to His own Messiahship and divio
®ur QonttibutOY& ought to be,” etc. ? There is a remote possibility that

JF PEOPLE WERE WHAT THEY OUGHT
70 BE.

———

BY KNOQXONIAN.

If people were what they ought to be there would
be a larger attendance at the prayer meeting. It
people were what they ought to be there would not
be so many vacant seats in church, If people were
what they ought to be there would not be so much
trouble in raising money for religious purposes. 1f
people were what they ought to be there would not be
so much friction in many congregations. 1f people
were what they ought to be they would not be so hard
to please with preaching.

These are remarks that we hear almost every
day. Quite frequently they are made by ministers
and elders. They are not particularly original re-
marks, and do not indicate an applied knowledge of
the doctrines of the Bible, especially of the doctrine
of human depravity. Can there be anything more
absurd than the act of a minister who preaches a
rousing sermon on the words * The heart is deceitful
above all things and desperately wicked,” and when
he goes home says to his wife,  If the people were
what they ought to be there would have been more of
them in church to-day”? Fancy a solid elder con-
fessing all manner of sin in his prayer, and then at
the close of the prayer-meeting saying, * If the people
were what they ought t6 be there would have been
more of them out to-night.”

If all men were honest there would be no cheating.
If all were truthful there would be no lying. If every-
body had perfect bealth there would be no sick
people. Ifall men had common sense there would
be no fools. If all men had large hearts there would
be no mean people.

These profoundly original observations involve ex-
actly the same absurdity as the common remark—If
people were what they ought to be they would or
would not do so and so.

It goes unsaid that if people were what they ought
to be this world would be a different kind of place.
Probably those who use this expression most fre-
quently have not meditated on some of the radical
changes that would take place if the people sudden-
ly became what they ought to be. If peovple were
what they ought to be there would be no use for
preachers. Their occupation would be clean gone.
A preacher would be more useless than the fifth
wheel of a waggon if the people were what they
ought to be. Theological colleges might be turned
into sugar refineries if the people were what they
ought to be. But even that is doubtful, for if people
were what they ought to be perhaps they would
not use sugar. They might need no sweetening, and
then the sugar refineries would have to go. If people
were what they ought to be all our elders and
deacons and managers and Sabbath school people
and missionary officials might go out of office. If
people were suddenly to become what they ought to
be perhaps the only thing needed would be a choir.
Perhaps even the choir would not}be needed ; for if
people ‘were all they ought to be each one could sing
for himself. If people were what they ought to be
the whole machinery of the Church would be abol-
ished in an hour and all tbe preachers and professors
would have to turn their attention to something else.
When a good brother looks sad and says, “If my
congregation were what they oug_ht to be,” etc., the
correct reply is, ¢ If your congregation were what they
ought to be they wouldn’t need you.”

1f people were what they ought to be what would
become of editors? Where would the lawyers go if
people were what they ought to be? If all men were
perfect we would need no parliaments, and no poli-
ticians, and no law. A perfect world would be hard
on politicians. Professional moral reformers would
bave to emigrate to some other planet if people were
what they ought to be. There would be a large num-
ber of persons put out of office in this country if the
people were what they ought to be. Some of them
would find their bread rather thinly buttered if the
people suddenly became perfect.

Would it not be as well to admit that none of us are
what we ought to be? That is what ministers preach
ng the Sabbath. Why begin sentences on Monday

even ministers are not what they ought to be. If
they mean all they confess in prayer they are not
quite perfect. Itis conceivable that even elders who
moan about the people not being what they ought to
be, are not absolutely perfect themselves. There is
a tremendous possibility that even a Methodist class-
leader may have some slight traces of original depra-
vity in his composition.

Let all those who are trying to do the Master’s work
stop this senseless talk about people not being what
they ought to be. None of us are what we ought to
be. There is no man so far from what he ought to be
as the Pharisee who thinks and boasts that he is all
he ought to be. All work for God and humanity
proceeds on the assumption that men are nof what
they ought to be. Sin has made terrible havoc in
this world of ours. It has hurt everybody and
ruined many. The Church exists for the special pur-
pose of helping to make men who are far from what
they ought to be something more like what they
ought to be. The special work of ministers, elders
and all other office-bearers is to try and make poor,
sin-stricken humanity more like what it ought to be.
The minister or other Christian worker who has not

mastered this elementary fact has not his eye-teeth
cut yet.

——

IS CHRIST OR PETER THE FOUNDATION
OF THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH ?

————

BY THE REV. R. WALLACE.

————

As the Church of Rome teaches that the Apostle
Peter (Matt. xvi, 18, 19) ‘was invested with supreme
and infallible authority over all the apostles and over
the whole Church, that he was the first Bishop of
Rome, and that all the Popes of Rome are his infal-
lible successors, and as she holds that this doctrine
must be received as infallible truth on pain of eternal
damnation, we should examine this claim with careful
study, and seek to ascertain who or what is the foun-
dation of the Christian Church. Now we can best as-
certain the import of our Lord’s language here by
considering the circumstances in which it was spoken.
In the context we are told that our Lord, wishing to
prepare His apostles for a fuller revelation of His
sufferings and death, by which His spiritual kingdom
was to be set up in the hearts of men, asked them,
“ Who do men say that I—the Son 6f Man—am?”
For nearly three years the people had been speak-
ing about Jesus and His mighty works. They ad-
mitted that He was a good man—a prophet, or even
the forerunner of the Messiah. But they could not
conceive that the expected Redeemer of Israel would
come in the guise of ** the meek and lowly one of Na-
zareth.” Now at the very time that this question was
put to the disciples the world held that Jesus was not
the Messtah. Yet in the face of this public opinion
Peter, naturally forward, but taught in this matter by
the Holy Spirit of God, replies, *“ Thou art the Christ,
the Son of the Living God.” Peter evidently meant
to speak the belief of all the apostles that Jesus was
the promised Messiah, the Divine Son of God and
only Saviour of men. This confession implies the
divinity and humanity of Jesus.

Our Lord declares that this was not a discovery of
human reason, but a revelation from God. (1) Yet as
Peter was the first frankly and openly to confess that
Christ’s claims were well founded, our Lord puts spe-
cial honour upon him,and declares that he whose fam-
ily name was only Simon, son of Jonas (John i. 42),
should in future be associated with Himself, the true
foundation of His Church, as in a secondary sense—
along with the other apostles—a part of the founda-
tion of His Church. (2) The pre¢minence here given
to Peter seems not unlike that which he appears to,
have in other places. He was a natural leader
among the twelve: prompt, forward and ever-ready
to speak and act. But he is no more the foundation
of the Church than the other aposties, for we are
plainly told that in a certain sense the Church is
“built upon the apostles and p ophets, Jesus Christ
Himself being the chief corner-stone.” The prophets
of the New Testament Church share equally with the
apostles in being the foundation in the secondary
sense intended. But Jésus Christ is the chief cor-
ner-stone. Thus in Psa. cxviii. 22 we are told “the
stone which the builders refused is become the head-

stone of the corner.” This passage is applied by our
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(Mark xii. 10). And so Peter himself ap?hesc::uw
Christ after His ascension before the Jewish ot by
cil. “This is the stone which was set at nouf

ore
your builders, which is become the head of the ¢

ner” (Acts iv. 11). In Isa, xxviii. 16 the Gospel Py
phet says in regard to Christ, * Thus saith the Lo a
God, Behold I lay in Zion for a foundation Stor.wn,
tried stone, a precious corner stone, a sureé found‘?tlza
he that believeth shall not make haste” of s'n g
not be confounded,” as Peter renders it when app!y’ 5
this passage to Christ (1 Peter ii. 5,6). FPeter hi s
self, who ought to know the import of our Lor ns
words to him in the text, says on several occasto
that Jesus only is the foundation of the Church. by
Christ, the Son of the Living God, confesscd he
Peter and by prophets and apostles, is the Rock,
immovable living foundation. Peter is only one ¢ ne
living stones laid on that foundation. But Christ 1S t ¢
“Petra,” the Rock or Divine Foundation upon Wb;;at
all believers are built. This corresponds Wwith whis
both Peter and Paul have said in regard to * re
foundation (1 Cor. iii. 11 ; 1 Peter ii. 4-6). W€ ahe
told by Bengel and Meyer that our Lord spak? n ttb
Syriac language, and that the term used 1B boo "
clauses is the same. “Thou art Kepha, and “p“y
this Kepha will I build My Church.” Lange, eq“."l')le
eminent as an expositor, says : “ But it is poss! ex:
and to my mind almost certain, that Matthe¥ he
pressed by the slight change of the word what iy
Saviour intended in using necessarily the sameé Wl"n’
in Syriac” (as there is only the one word in that aa’
guage for stone and rock), “namely, that the ¢ P?tfne
on which the Church is built by Christ, the Div!
Architect and Lord of this spiritual temple, is 20F tn
person of Peter as such, but something more deep 3n
comprehensive ; in other words, that it is Petef Qty-
his confession of the central mystery of Christian?””
Peter in Christ, and Peter moreover % tist»
senting all the other apostles in like relation to C,hr ™
as in Eph.ii. 20” So also in Revelation X!
John says. of the New Jerusalem, * The walls
city had twelve foundations and in them the names .
the twelve apostles of the Lamb.” The apostles 8 0
all equally associated with Christ as the founde™®
His Church, and as under the guidance of divin® ‘te P
spiration setting forth the way of salvation. But pe in
is not represented as superior to the other apostles
that respect. 3
(T o be continued.)

NOTES FROM INDIA.

. . . in
It is now certain that our Viceroy, Lord Duffert™

will lay down the reins of government, a year b,efo‘:_
his term of office expires. The news of his resig?
tion has been received with regret by all who ar® a
to appreciate the work he has already done, 3% en
yet do for the good of India. The climate has be )
somewhat trying to his constitution. Personal c?ng
siderations are assigned as the cause of his lay!
down his trust a year before the appointed time. is
We are sorry he is so soon to leave us. As?2 m of
sion we owe him much. The assurance he gave Kt
the voyage out, when the difficulties with HOIb o
were brought to his notice, that he would reme™
us and give what help he could to put matters o
has been fulfilled, as the present satisfactory stat‘,n
things at Indore in reference to liberty for carty! 1y
on mission work, bears testimony. The necessare_
word was quietly spoken, and opposition for the P! an
sent at least has ceased. The Canadian Presbyte”’
Church will appreciate this. *
Although he holds office for nearly a vear Yoo .,
press has already begun to pass judgment on his ¥
It is disappointing, though hardly unexpected; 0
the native press almost wholly adverse in its Yo
cism. It gives him little credit for the annexa
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and pacification of Burmah, or for the skill displa¥®” .

at a crisis when a single false step would hav® Ei:
cipated a war with Russia, but looking to the finan b
embarrassment due to events and causes over ¥ ¢
he had no control, blames him for increas'"gn set-
taxes, and declining to follow the radical and l;vIaHY
tling policy of his predecessor, Lord Ripon- rion of
native journals grow violent in their deﬂ““claf jlure-
his Administration as a disappointment and 2 aesults
But I have no doubt that when later on, the ¥ ative
of his policy are wrought into history, our 4 more
friends will take a clear, more dispassionate 3“0
just view. The native chiefs and others ¥
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