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. TERIAN CHURCH,
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[The following is onc of the course of fectuyres on *‘Pres.
byterian Topics,” recently delivered in Montreal.)
“1 believe in the Holy Catholic Church.” Although
tlxcsn\ords were not dictated by James, the son of
' Alphn.u!, as Rufinus asscrted, nor_had any place in
the C!m;ch’s Confessions of leh {ill the sccond cen-
. tury, they aré true and good wordy for any Christian,
itoutter. And yet they may stand in need- of- some’
~~explanation, s a reminiscence of my school.days tells
me. The head-master of onc of my carliest schools
was a strict Episcopalian,and required that on a certain
day of the week his scholars, after rcading a portion
of the Scripture, should rccite the Apostic’s Creed:
But one of them, the son of a Welsh Minister, stoutly
refuscd, basing his objections on the article relating to
the Church, and maintained that, being ncither a
Cal Allc nor a Churchman, it would be an act of base
apbst'\c "to make any such confession. The boy was
wrong undoubtedly, and yet he had too good reason
for being wrong, Ask the majority of people what
the Cdtholic Church is and they will direct you to the
Church of Rome. Ask the larger half of the minority
and they will either inform you that it is their particu-
lar denomination, or, if not 5o highly favoured as to
belofig to a religious body claiming the name Catho-
lic, that it consists of narrow-minded people who think
themselves in the right and everybody else in the
wrong. I need hardly inform this enlightened audi-
ence that the Greek word “catholic” simply means
universal, and nothing more. That organization
which contains in itself all the Christian teachers and
disciples of Christ in the whole wide world, may call
jtself Catholic. The Presbyterian Church has never
made this claim. It cannot do so consistently with
the least regard for truth, nor has it cver shown the
_ slightest desire 30 to unchurch the rest of Christen-
‘dom. But if our Presbyterian Church cannot and
will not arrogate to itself the title of universality, it
doges not thereby place itself in an infesior position to
any scct of professing Christians; for no other Chu.ch
can assume the name Catholic without, on the one
hand, casting contempt upon the body of Christ,or, on
on the other, playing the fool's part with words that
have no meaning.

For the catholicity of the Presbyterian Church,
therefore, we must look bLelow the rent fabric of
modern Christendom, and beyond the mere vision of
a visible unity to the lofty ideal that rules the mind of
the true Churchman, and to the warm emotions that
flow from his genercus heart. 1 shall, indeed, before
1 close, direct your attention ta the constant recognition
in the Church of our Presbyterian faith and polity,
and to their present wide diffusion, but would first
seek to exhibit our catholicity in the ccnception of he
Church which our co-religionists have ever held, and
in the relations they have sustained to Christendom
and the world atlarge.

Who has not known the value of a high ideal, a
master principle of thought, a purifier ¢f the moral
nature, 2 rebuker of the base and scrdid, a grand in-
centive to noble deeds.and life-long labours. Though
its beauty and proportions be {never mirrored in the
. real world without, he ruus no wild-goose chase, fol-

lows no will-of-the-wisp dance, that pursues it with

beart and mind, for it leaves ite impress on the more
real world within, and stamps the soul with one God-
lik%e character at least. The artist and the poet, the
philosopher and the statesman, have only begun in
these degencrate days to pretend to limit the fight of
their art and science by the well-defined horizon that
scparates the actual and the sensible from the great
denths and heights_beyond. I say they pretend thus
to limijt themselves only, for there is not one who, while
shatting out from his mentalvision the radiant heights
of the ynseen. universe, has. not lost himself at times
.in depths obscurs, to which o human observation has
.. ever pengtrated. The science of the Christian is
ranscendental. His facts, it is true, dre among the
.mmost_real and ugivessalin man’s experience, but for
thelr,causes and their ends alike, he must transcend

.the limits of time and space’and the fiecting show of |’

all earthly things, The Godhead has indeed been

revealed but revealed under a dark veil of hamiliation
and. suﬂ'cnng. The Divine antitype of perfect man.

-

hood the world has'séén, nnd-its image is befpre usin
| tha Gospel of Jesus Chriat, but the vision of perfect
“manhood glorified has been vouchsafed fora few brief
moments only to three poor Galilean fishermen in
the holy mount, True theology secks to free itself
from the tradilions of men and the imperfections of
human thought and experience, influenced as these

are by time and cifcumstance, that it may risc to an
apprehension of thoughts and ways that are highee
than man's. The devont naturalist strives to attain to
the Master Duilder's plan, to a knowledge of the
archetypes in the Divine mind, according to which
the different departments of nature assumed their
wonderful varicties of form and structure. These
archetypes - he finds in no existing Individual
or jdpecies. —They. arc ideals that the eye of
sense has never beheld.™ Fictions men may call them
as far as material existence is concerned, yet they are
necessary fictions to the mind that looks beyond the
chaos of the phenomenal to the order and harmony of
the real.  So it is with the true churchman’s concep-
tion of the Church. He finds his model is no species
or individual, though they be ealled of Paul or of
Apollos, of Cephas or of Christ. Yet is his ideal no
abstraction, the result of induction from a comparison
of existing communitics, but one revealed from hea-
ven itself in the words of that Son of Man, who came
down from heaven to pray in the garden of Gethsem-
ane and suffer on the bitter cross, “that they all may
be one.”

There are those who hold that these words, and
kindred expressions of the inspired apostles, bear no
reference to a visible unity. I am happy in being
permitted to leave such objections in the hands of the
rev. lecturer on the Constitution of the Church.  Deal-
ing, as I am, not with arguments but with facts, I can
simply say that such views have always been those of
a very small minority in the Church; that in many
centurics they have had no exponent even among the
worst of Scparatists; and that from Presbyterians
they have never met with an ounce of sympathy. As
carly as the time of Tertullian in the second century,
though he himsélf was in a measure a schismatic,
the churches of Africa requircd from their members
a profession of faith in the Church catholic. It was
high time; for the divisions foreshadowed in the days
of Paul had become a matter of painful anxiety to
devout belicvers in the pillar and ground of the truth.
Then followed the martyr Cyprian, a grander charac-
ter by far than he whom in his humility he delighted
to call “the Master.” Diligent and faithful in the dis-
charge of his immediate duties to his pcople, his soul
burned with a great longing for the unity of the
Church. He erred in working out the details of that
unity, and laid the foundations of the Episcopal and
Papal system in his errors, yet the end he aimed at
was a visible realization of the petition of Gethsemane.
No man ever believed more firmly in the holy Catho-
lic Church. The wcumenial councils, beginning in
the reign of Constantine, testified, as provincial synods
long before had done in part, to the doctrine which
the African father had advocated. Augustine again,
that wondrous combination of strong, stern intellect
and bleeding heart, was roused by the schism of the
Donatists, the first voluntaries of ecclesiastical history,
to follow in the footsteps of his African brathren, and
to declare that God desires His Church's unity. And
so the truth passcd on to the time of Gregory the
Great, who, disdaining the title of universal bishop
and charging him who held it with blasphemy, did,
nevertheless, more than any other pontiff to bring the
Christian world to the fect of Rome. He was a sixth
century Cyprian in his conception of what the Church
should be, and unhappily went far beyond the martyt
of Carthage in his erroncous methods for carrying out
the great design. A wish for umfonmty and subject-
ion took the place of the old desire for unity; “and
force and fraud superseded the intercessory prayer.
Noble missionary churches, full of life and zeal, and
purer far than those of Rome and Constantineple, fell
before the rage for centraliration. The Churches of
the'East and West were mutually excommunicated;
witnesses for the truth arose in_ both to upbraid them
with their gross defection, 2 defection that increased
and intensified from year to ‘year; yet still the grand
idéal remaided, and the Words “I believe in the holy
,Catholic Church.” They found an echo ‘on the lips

B h Culdees and Italian Waldenses, English

not corrupt, nor blood quench, normartyt. fires destroy
tche Church’sarchetype. It wasthisthat kept holy men

and Bohemian Hussiies; for ¢orruption could”

in the Church. of Rome, even when its days were
dnrkest and its crimes called most loydly to-heayen.
The reformars before the Reformation. Were no sclus.
matics, that causelessly withdrew froin- Rome's com-
munion, They didnot wislitogo. Rigltly or wrong.
ly she was to them the Churchy and they would fan
have remained within her borders ¢d capry on a work
of purification that should have made the unfaithul
spouse of Christ once more all. glodous, They were
driven out with fire and sword and flerce anathemas,
still clinging to the doctrine of ‘the Church universal.
And 50 it was with the Reformers proper. They would
famn have reformed the Church, but it would not be
reforined; they would havé remained in visible unuy
with Rome as a_protesting section of:the Churchyhad
iserty 16 carry out their own reforms been granted
them.  In individual states Presbytcrianism itscif was
no schi-.a, but the cffect of provincial reformations,
No new churches arose in the Protestant cantons of
Switzerland, but, in these, sections of the old Church
accepted a reformation, a restoration to primitive fauh
and polity, that the Church elsewhere refused. In
Scotland so thoroughly was this the case that even

" thosc bishops were retained in their sees who did not
reccive the new order of things. In England also the
Presbyterian Church, which was for & time supreme
in the duys of the Commonwealth, was no sect. It
was the Church of England purified by thogse who
from the Reformation had protested against mere
partial amendment of Rome’s unapostolic ways, In-
dependency was a sect in the judginent of our Pres.
byterian forcfathers, and, with all respect for the picty
and worth of Independents here and wherever they
may be found, [ must say that it was they who under
the Protectorate gave English Presbyterianism its
death-blow. Butfor Cromwell the Church of England
might have been Presbyterian to-day. The Puritans
were no secedess; they hated the very thought of
schism. And this perhaps is why in Milton’s eyes
“new preshyter was but old priest writ large” ‘The
iden of setting upanother Christian communion along-
side of the Church of England never entered their
minds. They were the Church of England, purified
and thus brought into those relations with the reform-
ed Churches of Scotland, France, Germaay and
Switzerland, for which Knox a.nqueza, Zanchius and
Bullinger had pleaded in vain.

It may be new to many of my hearers thatin a land
so famous for ecclesiastical secessions as Scotland, the
doctrine of the Church’s catholicity found numerous
and strenuous supporters. A glance at Walker's
Theology and Theologians of Scotiand will show that
their number was legion and their views 48 decided
as those of Cyprianand Augustine. “ This conception
of the Church,” says Walker, “of which in at least
some aspects we bave practically so much lost sight,
had a firm hold"of the Scottish theologian§ of the
seventeenth century, It enabled them to meet the
Church idealism of Rome—in many ways so grand
and attractive—with a nobler Churcliidealism, Iten
abled them to throw back the charge that Protestant
ism fails to realize the Bible doctrine of Church unity
—that it dismembers and breaks up the kingdom of
heaven upon easth in severing it fromits visible centre
of unjty—with the reply that Protestant unity is as
fuch a reality as Roman unity, only that the centre of
it is in heaven, not on the banks of the Tiber, Of this
great visible Church the various separate true Churches
are members, in communion with one another, related
to one ancther like the departments of a kingdom; and
though diffcrences may exist between thcm, thcy are
not on that account te be regarded as in opposition or
conflict. Inaccordance with this idea, the GEcumeni-
cal Coimncil or Assembly was acknowledged by them
to be the supreme Church uuthonty ‘on the sort of
questions which naturally fall 'within its scope, ques-
tions bearing on such matters as are necessary, not in-
deed to the Church’s being or well-being, but certainly
to its highest wall-being. It was also held that it was
only the evil of the times that prevented a Protestant
(Eciimenical from assembling and pronouncing sen-
terice of excommunication on the Church of Rome as
a false Chirch, or in some form cuttmg it oﬁ‘ from
ecclesiastical fcl!owshxp.” R

The Church of to-day wotld hardly care to liomolo-
gate all that these old divines have said on the subject

+of catholicity, yet in its éssentials'the doctrine remains
-the same. Modifications have arisen in the applica-
tion of it, but it has never lost'its hold upon the Scot-
tishanind. Good men went out from the Church of
Scotland not lightly, ‘but with strong and weighty rea-



