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T \V c lîîrt'l tcourts re t e t li iii s s sïiniî iî ia v bc ellîaîdlirng thle <lx îiiiîiite of the' ieW erthîlgta

thliigt. ThcMu nei C onleivîit tof the 1,Îtli-

odist Clinreli bîîsicd itsulf xvitlh iiqestion xxhetlîvr Rev '
D)r. ýSlaîv lî,î lîluelîvu Rex . Drn, W orkîilaîi ini t rditiiig
liiiîi witl c.ertaiin iiunuul tlienlogit aI opinîlus ; w hile the

Ilrvslbvýt'riktiî Glenril Asscniîhly hid ai fliîrv oier the'

apponineut of a îwolessor to the Mou treai l>reshvtt'îiau

College whlo w as :siîl to lî,îîe wrîîtteiî a booîk fit whlut

lie referred to Cvîîesis as aî inass of îîîvth aîid legeuîd. It

w il lie nnted tlikt botiî castes oct îrred ini t oniîettioli wxitli

prolessors nii tlîeîluigic.il colleges. It chues nuit st'vlf to

lit'ftie regiilkr pastt>ratt' wlîich is breakiîîg îiew groiîîu,

but the' scliolarly expert,; in the t'olleges. The Montre.il
prolessor wa s defexîdecl liv Dr. St rinigen, princip;tl of the
Montrt'al etillege, and Drî. Pa.trick, principaîl of tht' I\inui-

peg Prestivteri.iu Cuulege. D)r. Pautrick, indecîl, satat
he always taiîght the tht'nlngy touilained of, kand the

piea wk5 puit tilt for the y~oîng4 tian that aI uletisioli
agaiust hiim woîîld seuil otît the message tlikt the l>res-
byterian Chîireh was mediaeval.

Now I cnufess thiat muiné!îi will lînt cîlahle mie tii sec

the logie nf thîe position lof a hurch wlîiel preaches ne
set oi thlîlgical ofpîîimoîs inî some ni its pîîlpits anid

teaclies quite anther set 'in its colleges. In fact, theo-
logical "opinion" secîns to me tn be a terîn wlîch almost

amotints to a surrender. Is theology a inatter of
"topilion'' ? Is it to lie a question of debate, for iii-

stance, whether certain prophetic statements in the Olu]

'restainent aure truci, andI whetlîcr the' first boo0k in thte

Bible is literali history or oniy "a mass of myth and

legeîîd" ? Docsn't uinyhody KNOW anything defiinite

abonut this Christian religion of ours ? An Anglican
pasttw in the' UnÎtcd States hkis receutly questined the

x'irgin birth of Christ. Next sortie 0one will doubt Ilis

restirrectioîî. One iuan will tell you that lie onîly beheves
i tire Lorc's lrayer aind thte Sermon on the M,\ounit. But
wv shouîld] ie beliex e ini thesei if lie' h'îs abaiîniuî'd f luc

miraeculous tekttires of Clîrist's lite which eiiklC( Ilitn to
speak "as one lîaiing auttuority anu] îot as the, scribes"' ?

We liekr at gre.it deaîl about the diflerences ot dottrine

betîveen thîe denoiiatioîis ; but tliese differences sevm
aliiiost paltry wheîî coiitrasted with the differeîîces in

belief regardiug the tacts nf the Christian religion witliin
the tlcioiniitioiis themselves. Lt is suîrelv a. far less

important tlîing whether or not the modemn Preshyterian
version of predestinatÏon 1w truc or the wider Arminian-

ismn of the other ciuirches bc riglit, than whether a wlîole

botok lu thîe Bible lie true or inerely leirendarv. Thien

îvhtn we corne to, deal with the' facts of Christ's lite

itself, surel y wc cannot be in douht lîcre about thîe

smallest item if a belief in the' scriptural story of thuit

lite is to lie reqiiisite to salx'atioii ? Yet is the aecuracy
ut prophecy tauîght in ail olir thenlogical colle-ges ? Do
tlîey .1Il e' en teacli thie iîterai truth of aiIl the miracles ?
Now 1I(do not enîter into the discussion of tîtese points

îuyself. 1 arn not a theologian. B3ut it tInes seemn to me

that a church which preaches oue thing to its congî'ega-

tiolis anîd teaches anotlier to its voing "theolo)gtîes,''

should hùld an îîîquest into its '<opinions" and fintI out

what it really is presenting to the' people as the essefutial

Gospel of tf~*lc x îGt ~od, wl thnît whluth thlev wil
lit tervr losti

Alot nf uls arv i et tilg Iiti) a loosc tiietîtal at1titude

toix tîihe ('histîaîî chîîî th, t-ik1l1ýi lt(' p4'isltii thlat
ais the ctiîs it tt,ît lies are S''11111 aîîîl as th mura
reiîn ii irg it dliret s are efft i1ivc, il dovs ,aî reaill

îiatter iwuit hi îat it belieîvs dti ,triîî,îll > Nîî il the.

C'hiîrt l i tsclf i wolu], achut tlîis i lew of iLs ilissîii, ou

at tcptiice oi it w nild pruoîblY wnrk ont aIl riglît. But
the Clitirtlî dnes îlot at tept tliis ivex. It îisists upun.

(,)îr au t iltauce vof its <luit tilles n in o~ifln beîîîg senit tq

auiiîîicoiîilortalîle platt e livr tur. This~ llhiV îot inatter

. gruat dveîl wîthl peuple \%ho dcxtlis sort ni mnoral

t ntru ion or evetî to the t a ress lutuni w)o sîîîîpl. iu_,uOrc

it oibt th lv er liest people tu the vut11tri- are biriught

to tlueir kîiees liv it anîd hîave tlîcir wlîu le life iniliiuee
1)iy its inîsistent te.îtliig. Titis is tltc l.asîs of the ,,reat
rev ivais ofl religion that we see, whilt l airt not ae
upoun cthîits or ou mîoral reforîîî, but ou flic divinue revülat-
tionto uth oine truie religion.

(niiseliîieîitly cliirelî dotctrine is a iîîatter of inpor-
taniiee IL. miakes a differelîte ho us .111 xx at tlic piovvrftl
chîîrchles in ouir iuidst hlee.W e are ailt affectedl by it,.

whetlier we worslîip witlî that partietilar comnilon or

flot. To ignore dloctrinal dilfiieîlties on the grotind that
Christian ethics are ail right, would be as if a Chinese
citv were to ignore the religions puirposes of ourî Chris-

tiofi issioiarÏes on the grotînd that their niedical advice
seemed souud. Now, as we are iuterested iii doctrine,
we must surely ask that it be mnade plain what that

tloctriîie is. That there shoulu] be uiflerences between the

&enominations, we exîlcet. These diflerences weaken the
power of Christianity to make pîrogress among "thiý

lîcathen''; but we hiave l>ee<iie adeeistoied to themt.
That there shotîlu be diflereîites xwithiti cach denomrnai-
tiofl is too lncih, however, for exvn our hardened
capacity to overlook unysteries iii the inatter of1 reli!,îin.

The clinrehes sli<înh kit lekist agree, euîeh w ithiîî itselt,
t11>01 the basic question whetlîer or not the Bifile is the
Word of (;od.

Splendide Mendici; or, the Noble Beggars.
Lord ciurzon, sai Chancellor Ouf Oxford, a aPPlded for funde for b im

University, thus followlng the, lead of hM rival, the I>uke Of Devonsahire,
Chancelulor of Cambridge.-Punch.


