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EDITORIA L.

TIE ROCK FOUNDA T'IOiN AND T/IE
GATES 0F lil DES.

B. U. wATKISs IS "Ti.: DISCIPLE OF cnnis."

Wlcn Jesus came into the coasts of Ceserca Philippi
he asked his disciples, saying, whomî (10 ien say that I
the Son of inaiimn? And tlhey said, soie say that tlio
art Jolhn the Baptist, sone Elias, anid otherA Jeremias,
or one of the pvophets. lie raithi unet then, but wnomn
say ye tiat I anu? And Sinonu Peter answered and
said, thron art the Christ, the Son of the living God.
And Jesus answered and said unto him, blessed art throu
Simon Brar-jona, for fleish ad blood hath net revealed it
enta thce, bat umy Father whicl is in H leaven. And I

say also unto theie, that thon art Peter, and upon this
rock I waili m y church, and the gates of heu shall
net prevail a-aiist it. An I will givo nunt thec the
keys of tho zlingdomî of Hleaven, and wlatsoever thon
shilt loose on earth shall be loosed in Hlcaven. Then
charged lie hi disCIples theat they should tell li nian that
lie was Jesus the Clrist.-Matt. xvi: 1.-20.

P ' I.-It seemUs like presumîiptionî to reinvesti-

glite a text whichi has been a subjeet of criticism
for centuries. But such investigmîtion is not inad-
inissable, for first pri.iciples are always prescnt
entities and constantly challenîginig reeclsion.
And especially is this trite when buch exainnation
relates to fl fouindation of flie ehnrch, which
should bu flic pillar :md tlc groud of flic truth.

And I say ulnto thee that thou art Peter, nid
utpon this rock I will build mny chuirehi. This, to
tlc mind of sa Rîoimanlist, implies thiat flue church
was ta bc built upon Peter. They assumnc that
Peter is flue exact synonyil of rock; so ftle text
reads to themî much as if Christ liad said, " Thou
art Peter and on this Peter I will build iy curch."
And were this tie true ieanling of flic passage fl
question would at first blush seeu to be settled
that Peter vas flic real fouidation of the churcl.
But the misfortune of this seeuing soon begins ta
appear in passages of adverse bearing upon this
very question. In 1 Cor. iii: 11, we have these
very remarkable words. " For other founfdations
can no mac lîy than fhiat is laid wlicli is Jesus
Christ." This is hard to reconcile witlh flic notion
fhat Peter is flic foundation.

NMow ive are prepared for criticisi on the text in
question. We nay safely admit that had Christ
said unto Peter, " Tho u art rock, azind on this rock
I will build ny church, flic caise in favor of Roin-
anism would be strong. But how is it ? To mîake
their point flic Romaînists thenselves refer to flue
original text. They think tlhcy find a large rock
in flic name of Peter. Sa it will not bc taking-
them at disadvantage o follow them ina their sys-
tem of proof. Here let us quote flic original text
only ii tie vords li controversy, ' Thou art Petros,
aud upon this pctra I wvill build ny elurclu." The
first observable difference in flic words in question
is in that of Petros and petra. And scholars will
not bc slow to observe that Petro8 's masculine

1

while petra is feminine. This alonre, if there vere
nothing ele to assist us, plainly shows us fthat
Petroa ii not a syîoiiyni vith petra. And if these
words are not siynonymous mhere is no sich In-oliise
i flhe text made to Peter as fle Roamnnipts chumin.
Tluis oughit to bc enouglh to dissipate forever such
a gratuitouls assumiliption.

But this is not all nor yet flic mnost potent argui-
ment i flic premises. There is au wide difference
between fle chîissical imeanings of Petros and pctra.

etros as ai coimîon noun means a fragmaient of
rock or stone; but petra mîeans, as flue lexicons ex-
press if, a living rock in connection with fle earth
-what we eall bed-rock. And Liddell and Scott,
whose lexicon is tle- best expoient of classic
Greek we have, says: " There is noa examnple in
good authors of petra in tle sense of petros for l
single stolne." It is very plain fliat flue fragnt
of n rock would be a very inamdequate basis foi' an
important superstructure, while bed-rock is flue
very beIst that cin be found. Se Peter would be
ani entirely insuflicient fouiidation for flic church.
But flic confession which lie made o! flic Sonship
and Christhood vas tlc very best that lie iiagined.
But, inîasimuchi as flic church could nrot be founded
upon Peter personilly and iaterially, the allega-
tloio nust lie taken ietonymically of flue assertion
that Peter head just tiein made, that is tle Christly
Sonshipî of Jesus. And this is tle rock on which
flic church is certainly built. As an accessory to
this argument we know flh thie Ncw Testament
couverts to Christ marde this confession, that Jesus
was flic Christ flic Son of God. But ie lcar
nothiiig of Peter's ienae being ftus made the bur-
den of confession, whiclh would certainly have been
iecessaly lafd lhis nmiîue been ftle fouidation of flue
churcli.

''lue Divine Sonship of Jesu'is as befitting fouind-
ation-creed for ftle church whicli was to play sucli
au proinîient part lm ftlh theni nascent Kiiîgdoi of
IIeavel. But sncither flic pierson of Petcr suorl his
administration of tlic kingdon wouîld an-swer for a
creed or a rallying cry. So if fli church was biilt
oi that fouidation other thrant which " no man can
1 y e have flic mname of Christ and his Sonship,
flic very thing confessed by Peter in flhe eoasts of
Cesarea Philippi.

To recapitulate in few' words, Peter cannîîot be
flue church-foundation, becatuse flic words Peter
anid rock uare not synonymîous cither in gender or
signification. And not only are these iimîuovable
barriers in tic way of the Roman explanation, but
there is also su mlîarked incongruity in flue persons
of these two important vords. If Christ had ii-
tended to buuild upono1u Peter this would have beei
flic forn of lis address: " I say uento thec thou art
Peter, and upon thee wil I build miy church." in
this there wouuld be no incongruity of persons.
But wlienu lue says, " Thou art P--ter, and upon this
rock I will build," &c., Peter wvhose attention huad
been cauglit by this address in thue second person,
had ls attention imminediately turned fron hin-
self to a rock in flic third person upon which tle
church was to be built, and not upon hinsclf. If
we make Peter the founîdation of th church we
have au irreconcilable difficulty in the New Testa-
ment Scriptures-one passage making Peter the
foundation, and another giving is Christ as flic

i only foundation flnt cin be laid. There is no
harmnonizing these passages if flic Ronan exposi-
tion be adopted. But if we reject it, tie whole
New Testnament is consistent on this question.

Sb ttère are tlrec inseperable objections to tle
RomanfiMhcory:

1. t he notuns petros and petra do not agree in

gender.
2. They do not agree in person.
3. Thy do not agree ii signification. Thcy are

not synonyms. IIence they cannot b the repre-
sentatives of the only foundation of the church.

So we are restricted to the confession of flic
Divino Sonshilp of Jesus as th foundation other
thnit whiil io muan clin lay. But sole one may
ask, Is the church built upon tho confession or
upon Christ peisonilly ? Wc answer decidedly
upon flic confession. For the fruth of this con-
fession is the bond and foundatioi of Christian
love. Where this confession is rejected the living
love of Christ languishes and dies. So the good
confession carries with it ic love of God for flic
world, the love of Christ for sinners, and his
aiutlhority to comannd and rule over thoso for
whoim he has exhibited the highest proof of his

personal love. And if love be tli parent of ail
legitimate authority, well might lie vho laid down
his life for fle world be invested vith ail authority
li lcaven and on earth.

But if flic reader would put flic truc foundaftion
beyond question, so far as Peter is concerned, let
hin examine Roi. ix: 32-33, and 1 Peter, ii: 4-9,
wherc we have the words stone and rock used
several tiies, always applied to Christ and t

Peter niever. It is truc that Christ miuned himu
Cephae, a Syriac word which John translates
1ctros. (.ohn i: 42).

When ai flic passages are examined in conncetion
-witl the foregoinig considerations, tle notion that
Peter was the rock-foundation of flic church is
sinmply an impossibility. Christ alone without
Peter would be a better founfdation than a thousand
Peters witlout Christ. Peter has his place in the
fouifnfation with flic other apostles, as fle fragment
of a rock nuay have in any substratum; but build-
ing upon Peter as sucl is severcly rebuked by Paul
in 1 Cor. i: 1-14.

[Part 2 will take tle place of editorial in our

next issue.] v. C.

TJvr 'lrl ScoTr AcT is no It failure may bo
inferred at least froi-(1) flic streniuous efforts and

noney spent by ilie runsellers and tlicir allies to

mîake the Act inoperative; (2) froin tie resolutions
passed in its favor by flic following ceclesiastical

bodies:-
Montreal Diocesan Synod of thle Clurch of Eng-

land, June 16th:
Thiat we, the inenmbers of this Synod, * express

our gratitude te God for the legislation-which lias restrict-
cd the sale of intoxicating liquors, and that we hereby
express the earnest h'ope that the 1oude Cf Commeons
will preserve intact the character of the Canada Temper.
ance Act.

Presbyterian Gencral Assemnbly convened at Mon-
frean, during last month:

That we reassert our approval of thre principle of tie
Canada Temperance Act of 1878, and recomnmend the
adoption of the said Act as the best available menas for
the legal supuression oi the traffic, and record our cm-
phatic protest against the recent action of the Senate of
Canada i passing amendnents to the Canada Temper-
ance Act, calculated to destroy its usefulness, and that in
the face of the popular will preiously expressed in the
manner provided by constitutional government.

The N. B. and P. E. I. Methodist Conference at
Charlottetown, June'23rd:

We deeply deplore the action of the Senate in regard
to proposed amendments, so called, of the Scott Act, and
trust tat the influence souglit ta be gained by that body
on thle subjece cf temperance, nay -never prevail, and
warn our people to be ever on ,the alert leqt their
privileges and interests be subverted by the subtle plans
of those who seek their own and-not their country's good.

DIVIDINo LINES fast fadinig .way. At Caledonia.
Correr, Queen's Co., N. S., quit a sensation was
crcated by the -announcenent from the Baptist
pulpit that, on the coming Lord's day (June 14th),
will be held in TUs Cuuiucne a UNios Com.v¶ios
of flic Baptist and Frec-Will Baptist churches.
On thc morning of the 14th, there being caiididates

for baptisi into cacli church, by common consent
flic two congregations met ct flic sanie place, saune
hour, having but one service, each preaclier lcading
in and out by turn their respective candidates.
Afterwards all met in flic one houlse and partook
of flic communion. It was thought by some that
the Baiptist preacher may yet be called to au ne.
counit for his liberality in this matter.


