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'church, and the vast majority of tho|the thorough study of Scripture pro-lincluding tho provious christening of Luther and Calvin woro great and shin-

aels s ¢ dearned to-day, do not think St. Paul | pheey willnot make me moro and more | tho subject in infancy, thoappointment ing lights of their timos, yot thwy pono-
@""‘d‘h""’g ”“1"8 L‘I"Sllwmlo tbo Hoebrows. Ilere, then, wo!distruetiul of all human syatematizing, | of aponsors, and the Inying on of the:trated nol into the whole counsel of

s dovuted to the furthorance of the Gespel [ havo the opinion of an unknown writer, , and lees willi

of Chriat; and pleads for the union of
all boliovers in tho Lord Jesus in har-

wony with hit own prayer recorded in and thus mado it canonical—that God " This ia honest, and 1 questica if anyono

tho aovonteenth chapter of Jolin, and |
on tho Lasis act forth Ly the Apostloj
Paul in the following terms: ** L there-
foro, tho prisonorn the Lord, bescech i
you to walk worthily of tho calling
wherowith yo wero called, with all low.
Jincss and rechness, with long suffer.
ing, forbearing one another 1n love;
giving diligenco to heep the unity of the
Sparit i tho bond of peace. Thero is
oo body and ono Spint, oven asalsoyo

witnessed to tho Apostles’ work; Lut
then hie goes on to mention in Chap. vi,
“ tho Inying on of hands " as one of tho

abiding principles of tho doctrine of tall tho nations—all tho Gentilo world *

Christ.  What more could we ask for
aa A warrant for our " laying on of
hands,” than that a writer should men.
tion tho ““laying ou of LanJds"as an

who hns no systom to maintain will
differ from Dr, Adam Clark, who says
on this passage : ¥ All nations, literally

tha Jows are necessarily included, bre
they wero spoken of in a particular
menner in tho preceding chapter” [
ceuld il & page with philological and

wero ealled in ono hopo of your calling ;; abiding printiple, long after the date exegetical reasons for maintaining the

ono Lond, ono falth, one
God and Father of all, who 18 aver all,
and through all, and in all."—Eph. iv,
I-G.

- -

The Nations—-Apostles—-Bishops.

Toth Kiorof THRE CANADIAN FvANGELIATE !

Dear Six,—I hope my friend, Mr.
Hheppard, will not allow wy being o
clergyman to prejudico him against my
argumnents.

I still respectfully beg to ditfer from
him on the matter of the meaning of
“ea othué " ; ho seems to imagine he
has an exception to the rule in Mate,
xxv, 32, Our Saviour delivers o dia.
courac, and in this discourse o gives,

tho Epistlo to tho Hebrows we bave
this crowning proot for our present
rite. Yours faithfully,

Wy, Bevax.

An Mr, Bovan desires to bo heard
again, tho Editor consenta to the inser-

I'tien of tho above, giving me the privic

lego of responding.

In the fiest placo I wish to remind
AMr. Bevan and tho reader that the dis.
pute about “all nations’ has grown

lout of tho asscrtion that tho Apostles

assuined tho responsibility of -modify.
ing, or rather altering, the formula of
Christ's Commission, without the divine

fiest, the judgment of the Jows, Matt,
xxiv, 15-41. Then Ho gives the judy.
ment of tho church of Christ, Matt.|
xxiv, 42 to xxv. 30 ; and then, lostly,

warrant, in leaving out the names of

jtho Father and tho Holy Spirit when

baptizing thoJews ; ergo, the Episcopal
caureh has the right to changs beliovers’

the judgment of the Gentilrs, xxv. 31- {haptitra w0 infantile-vontiim, wod-te

46. Our Saviour recognizes tho three-
fold division—~tho Jews, the Gentiles,
and thoe Church of God,

{n Holy Scripture the Jews are not
2 nation ™ but “ the nation,” and the
peoples outaide tho covenant are “ tho
nations.” MMay I refer Mr, Shoppard
to his favorito authority, Doan Alford,
who takeq this visw of the matter,

In Christ thero s “ ncither Jew nor

supplement the change by, what I
asscrt to be, the purely human rito

(of confirmation ; and yot he, rather in-

appropriate to his illustration, turns

about and declares that the Jows wero

not included in tho comwission at all,
Let it Lo understood that I do not

distinguished from tho Jows, Lut that

Greek," or, asit is put in another place, : I ponitively deny tho unmodified Jeclar.

# Jows nor Uentiles (ta ethné), and so

ation of my critio that it “ always ™ ex.

wo havo Jows, Gentilea, und Christians,

cludes tho Jows. Put this “always®’

Ono of the points in the Judgment : Leside this definition of a 1oost learned

of the Nations is their behavior toI

Christ's * brethren,” who are clearly a|¢ Ethnea, plural, in tho N.T. Srequently )

different clasy to those being judged, :

viz, (ko nations” ¢ Inasmuch as ye distinguished frow tho Jows,”—Park. |
did it unto ono of the lcast of theso my 'hurst.  In particular do wo object to!

and famous Episcopalian lexicographer:

signifies the Heathens or Gentiles as

brthren, yo did, ot Tho word:its limited application in the commis.
Lrethren may possioly refer to thoision, which has in Mark’s record, *“Pasi
Jews, Christ's Lrethren according to}ez Atisd,” “every creaturo”; in R. V,

the tesh, or to members of His Dody '
or Churchiy in which the wembers:
were s distinet clasy) neither Jews nor |
Gentiles, but the Church of God.

The author of the Epistle to the,
Hebrows, In Chap. ii. 3, 1, says: * How

shall wo cacape, if wo neglect a0 great {hausen, Steir and Alford, havo taken !

salvationd which having at Grst Leen:
spoken through tho Lord, wagvonfirmed |
unto ua by them that heard, God alsol
bearing witness with them both by!

signs and wonders, and by manifold | his comments at the closo of this chap.

powers, and by distributions of the,
Holy Spirit according to His will.” Itj
is “merismous,” or diatributions, notl
* charismata,” or gifts, of the Spirit ;|
and it was God who boro witness ac-l

cording to Mis will,—God imparted ‘fcel by any means that full confidence!

not tho Apostlcs. St. Paul would havo!
bren the lust of tho Apostles to have|
acknowledged that ho had received the
Gospel in any way but immediately!
from the Lord, ond this is one among|
many rensons why Calvin, Luther, and |
very anany in the early ages of tllo'

“the whole creation *%; which is fs un.
limited as is “ Pan ethnos,” used by
Paul at Athena,  Acta xvii, 26,

Space will not admit of a full review
of tho remarka on Matt, xxv. 32, 1
know that some prewillcnnariang, Ols.

such viows as Mr. Bovan presents, hut |

it would have been bolter that in giving
what ho atylcs wy favorite authority,
Dean Alford’s viows, that he had given

ter in tho third odition (p. 238): 1
think it proper to stato in this third
cdition that, having now entered upon
tho devper study of tho prophetic por.
tions of the Now Tostament, I do not

which I once did in tho exegesis, quo

{ ad prophetical interpretation hore given

of the threo portions of this chapter
xxv. DBut I have no other system to
substitute, and some of tho points hero
dwelt upon scem to mo as weighty as
over. I very much question whether

deny that ethnos is frequently used in|
tho plural to denoto tho Gentiles as.

ptism, ono ! e 4y Epistles of tho Apostles. Ininviolability of tho sacred words of

" Christ, but I will closo by asking Mer,
! Bovan it ho is so thoroughly convineold
j of his position that ho, as an Episcopa.
| Han clergyman, could, if called upon to

I baptize & Jew, nay, ¢f ke dare, in thoe

inepired writer probably referring tol
the Jewish ritual ; as Dr. Adam Clark '
puts it (and other commentators agreo
with him), "I am inclined to think
that alt tho torms in-this sccond verse,
as well as those in the formor, belong
to tho Lovitical law, and aro to Lo ox-
plained on that ground,” or, et any
rate, it is not explaining “ our presenti
eito”s and he that ean sce o)t the be-
longirga of that rito in it must have
cither a miraculous or, moro likely, a
very bigoted oyesight, :

I will closo by a brief quotation from |
Barnes, whoso notes on theso words inl
Hebrows a, _ before mo: * The Saviour |

ng to hazard strong asser-; handa of an Episcopalian bishop to im. God. 1 bescech you, Lo ready to ro-
| whoso lottee the church has ncccpled—'ltlon on tny portion of tho subject.” i part tho gilt of tho Holy Spirit; tho | coivo whatovor truth shall bo made

kuown to yon.”

A theology constructed on the mela.
physical doctrine of premundano do.
crees, or on the absolule sovoreiguty of
God, is ont of dato. It Liae done good
service ju tho 17th contury, but docs
not satiely tho wants of tho 191L.
Every ago must produce its own theo.
logy.

What do wo know about docrees,
passed millions of yoars ago in the hid.
den dopths of cternity ? Can wo con-
ceivo of God as dehiberately discussing

{with Iimeolf a plan of coustructing &

world, and finally coming to a conclu-
sion and makiug out a program ? Is

{faco of his bishop, in opposition to the; did not appoint tho imposition of the [this not subjecting the infinite and

I'ritual to which he has solemnly sub-:

|scribcd-—or, what is of mucl niore con.
\ 6equence, in the prescice of tho Sou of
God, who gave tho commission without
any exceptional clauses—baptize him
in the name of Jesus only 1

assertion mado in a previous article,
that tho bishops of tho Church of Eng-
land havo just tho samo powers as tho
Apostles had, )

Tho passago it Hebrows waa quoted
to show tha vecognition of thu Apostics
[mission ; & recognition not given to
modern bishops,—as Mucknight put it,
“ Qod Himse!f bearing joint witness to
the salvation preached of the Lord and
Iis Apostles, both by signs and won-
ders and miracles of diverss kinde, which
He enabled these preachers to perloro,
and by distributions of tho gitts of the
Iloly Ghost which thoy bestowed, not
according to their will, but according
to His own pleasure.”

And there is the plain record that
these Apostlea did according to God's
will communicate the loly Spirit Ly
tho laying on of hands, which bishops
of no church nowadags can do, for all
: tho aigna are wanting,

P Iong time therclore abode they,
gpeaking boldly in the Lord, which
i gave testimony unto the word of lis
{grace, and granted signs and wonders

i to ba done Ly their hands.”  Acts xiv.
' .

i “And fear camo upon every soul:
and reany wonders and signs wero done
lI:_y tho Apostles”  Actsii. 43,

« And when Paul had lsid Ass bands
iupon them, tho Holy Ghost came on
|them; and thoy spako with tongues
Acte xix, 6.

Tct theso quotations suffice, by con-
_trast with tho wmost unwarrantablo and
| presumptuous claimg for ecclesiastical
'power over made by man, to sottlo this
matter.
| But “in the Epistlo to the Holrews
| we have this czowniug proof (vi. 2} for
jour present rite.”  Indeed 1 if this is
his crowning proof, weak indeed and
worthicsa must Lo tho gsubordinato oneat
, In tho firet place Mr, DBovan and the
| writer of the Epintlo tako cxactly op-
‘posito viewa  Ono sags, ““tho Iaying
,on of handa {s an abiding principle”;
| tho other says, “ leaving theac principles
fof tho doctrine of Christ.” 'Tho ono
’giv« it az A crowning proof of the on
{der of confirmation (mirabils dictu /),

i and prophesicd.”
1

hands of a bishop to bo ono of tho rites
or ccremonies to bo observed perpet.
uslly in the charch , , No ono,
now fs entrusted with tho power of im-
parting tho Holy Spirit in that manner.
Thero is no class of oflicors in Lhe church |

Next wo bave more about Apostlesthat can mako good thoir claim to any tho Epistles,
and Bishops, but no retraction of the!sych power. What ovidence is thero ; Christ hias rovealed to the world is a

that tho Holy Spiriv is imparted at!
the rito of confirmation 1"
E, Stikrranp,

The Theology of the Future,

PILLIP SCHAFF.

In tho scholastio periods, that is,
duriug the Middle Ages nnd in the 17th
century, the orthodox aystom controlled
the Biblical and historical invostign.
tion. TIu the ago of Aneslm and
Tliomas Aquinas, it was Catholic ortho-
doxy as handed down from the Greek
and Latin Fathors; in the age of
Quenstedt and Turrotin it nas Biblical
orthodoxy ns understood by the Roform.
ors.  In both cases the doctirines woro
settlod boforeliand by tho Fathers or
thio Reformors, and confirmed by proof.
texts arbitrarily sclected from any part
of tho Biblo, with httlo or no regard to
its historio character and tho differenco
between tho Old and New Testaweonta.
Now it is just tho roverse. Exogesis
must rulo dogmatics, and the Bible
must bo uscd as an organie whole,

Duriug the present century a now
and most important branch of theologis
cal ecienco has grown up, which is tech-
nically eallod Biblical Thevlogy, It sums
up tho resnlts of ozegosis, and gives us
a counccted viow of the toaching of the
Seriptures in its unity and the variety
of its typos according to tho poriods of
rovelation and tho peculiarity of the
leading writors.  Diblical theology
moust horaafter fonathe basis of chiurels.
ly aud apcculativo theology. Weo waut
to know, firat of all, what Chriet and
tho Apoatles teach before wo consult the
Fathors aud the aymbols of tho diffor.
ent charehes, New and fresh truthe
aro to bo dug out of tho quarrics of the
Bible, aud old traths must bo ronowed
and ro-stated, Tho thoology of the
futuro lies iu this direction. Then wo
shiall havo no more * bodics” but living
souls of divinily. Pastor Robinson,
tho Moses of tho Iilgrim Fathers, broko
the shol) of narrow bigotry whon ho
gaid -+ *"Tho Lord hLas moro truth yot
to broak forth out of Iiis Holy Word.

Eternal Being totholimitatious of time,
and the conditions of a logical procoss
of ratiocination ?

But wo o know tho Listorical mani.

jmmiou of God in Christ. Wo do

know tho God of tho Gospeis and of
Aud the God whom

(tod of saving love. Hoissoveroignin.

l'deed ; but Divino sovereigoty ont of
' Chrint is & terror to a poor sinner. It

bolongs to the Old Testament rathor

-than to tho'New.

There ia no greater word in the
whole Bible than the sontence : * God
is love,” and the other which is hko
onto it: *God o loved tho wworld
tlat o gave Ilis only begotten Son
that wehosoerer bolioveth on Him should
not perish, but have eterual life.”
Slall wo substitato for this: " God is
a sovoroign 2" ' God loved the elret?
Paul teackes that God « willoth that
all mon should be saved, and como to
the knowledgo of truth.” (1 Tim. i, 4)
Shall we change all into soms? And
shall wo in like manner pervort tho
plain meaning and dostroy tho forco of
tho passage, 2 Peter jii. 9, where wo
aro assured that God is “ not wishing
that any sbould perish, but that «l
should como to ropontance 2" John
says 08 distinetly as words can make
it: “ Cbrist is tho propitiation for our
gins; and not for ours only, Lut also
for tho sins of thio wholo world,” Sball
wo doliborately striko out tho **not,”
and tho last clauso, to conform it to the
doctriro of a limited atonomeont ?
Amicus dugustinug, amicus Caleinus, sed
magis amica veritar.

God’a lovo i9 nniversal in its aim and
intent, and abuadant in jts provision
for tho salvation of overy human soul
wado in tho image of God ard redecm.
od by thoe blood of Christ, 1f any ono
is lost bo is Jost by his owsn unbaliof,
not by any ctoronl decreo of reprobation
or an act of pretorition or any lack of
intention or provision on tho part of
God,

Tho idea of the lovo of God to ol
nien and the consequent duly of the
churebs to offer tho Gospol sincerely to
overy creature havo taken hold of tho
church of this ago with irzesistiblo forco
asnover before,  Thisideabas Wuodied
&}l the philantbropio movemonts and
all tho missionary operations at homo
and abroad, and carrios them on with
increasing enorgy and succoss.

Tho theology of tho futuro will be a
thoology of lovo and as broad as God's
love, and as impartial na God's jus.
tico. Such a theology will givo now
life to tho chiurch and proparo the way
for the ro-union of Christendom.



