-i’

e AR T o g

in Canada, 30! thatevery mdl-
at'as a membet- of, the Church

- 3 the Socrety, and bound ; to
ﬁagpromote by his prayers, his . pe};sonal efforts, - and.
& »_;Jhlsfoﬁ'enngs, the Missionary work- of the Church,

2‘#"{5 “Domestic and Foréign elds ;. (3),The
rnethodradopted by, the board of .management,-in
’»»r, rssumg a.nnual]y, at Eplphany,< ircular bearing.

;Jf,. -upon Forergn Missions, and: at ‘Ascensiontide  a

Efgr ansannual offering from each member of
wirch for each of these important’ -objects
(4) wThe duty.of every «clergyman to read the, cir-
1, cular: Iette the times-appointed, and to support
B them iby: sermons, addresses or persona . efiorts,
: . ‘and:to.aflord.the congregations, however feeble in
o pomt of numbers or. wealth, the opportunity . of
; - \mekmg their: oﬂ'ermg and_ haviog . it_forwarded
. promptly through the -diocesan treastrers to the
i+ treasurer of ‘the board of ma.nagement ;. (5) The
e ~1mportance of prompt action .on the: part of the

 clergy with réference to 'the crrculatmg the appeals
! both_at the Epiphany and Ascensiontide, in-ordet

. that they may not conflict with appeals for diocesan
-or parochial purposes, and that the accounts of the
i treasurer, which are closed annually on June joth,
.. may containa full return from all the dioceses and
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. every congregation for each year; (6) The respon-
e slblhty assumed by any cIergyman who undertakes
10.exercise his own discretion as to the best time
for. pregenting these appeals, instead of acting. &,
the seasons adopted, after a. careful consrderatron
of all the circumstances, by the board of manage-
ment, on which all the dioceses are represented ;
(7) The advantage which will be found to. attend
‘the appropriation and division of the. offerings,
. whether for Foreign or Domestic Missions, by I.he
" board of management, who have the whole field in
each case, with all the latest information, drstmcﬂy
and “fully’ before .them, and who are accordingly in
“a better.position to judge of the needs of each than

the individual, who ‘may appropriate his offerings |

smply from feehng or preference; and not from a
', careful comparison of all the various circumstances,
.+ which!cannot be known to him ;. (8) The deter-
mmatron ‘of the board of management in every
case to apply the offerings of each congregation
., and every individual as they may direct, although
. " they would urge on all the advantage of intrusting
the division and appropnatron of their offerings to
the’ board who are in 2 position to know thoroughly
and welgh accurately the comparative needs and
claims of all the Domestic and Foreign Missions.
—Carried. -

It was . moved by Mr Walkem, seconded by
“Hon. J. B, Plumb, that & committee, consisting of
> Rev. E. P. Cr.'rwford Mr. Thos. Wkite, M.P.,and
. Mr E. B. Reed, be appomted to draw up a statis-
tical report of work done by the Church of England
in Canada, and presented at the September meet-
ing—Carred.

In the absence af the treasurer, the secretary
read his report, which, on moticn duly carried, was
reccived, -

Moved by Mr, Walkem, seconded by Rev. E. P
Crawford, that the sum of $1,082.38, unappro-
prrated balance for Foreign Missions, now in the
Treasurer’s hands, be divided equally between the
S. 1.'G, and C. M. S.—Carried.

Moved by Mr. Walkem, seconded by Archdeacon
. 'Johes, that of the sum of $661.79, unappropriated
balance for Domestic Missions, now in the hands

. of the tréasurer, two-thirds: be ' given to Algoma,
.and-$100 1o Moosonee, to be applied to the erec-
“tion of a’church at Fort Churchill.—Carried.

It bemg six o'clock, the meeting adjourned,

; _r_"l‘he Historical' Evidence of the Resurrec-
tion of Jesus Christ "from the’ ‘Dead.

[

(Prermt Day Tracts, by Reév. Pre&ezr'mry
o \ Lo Row, M. A) .

ST (Cantmued ) :
.8 In the fifteenth. of the First prstle to the
imcormthmns, St .Panl makes a very. definite: state-
L kmeut as.t0 .a number of persons who beheved that.
it eyzhad seen Jesus Chnst after He had | nsen Irom

in | generally adunt
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the~ dead, . ‘He, tel]s us; aton* one occasron H
was so seen by;more’ than ﬁve hundred persons’ at
once, of whom more, than half, ,wer f
he wrote . ‘the” eprstle Now, € consrder ho
makmg this assertron, .he _must *have put }
in the hands of 'his.opponeits,. if this fact was. not |-
ted to be’ true, . They. mij h K
"reasonmgs then “and there by}
the falsehood of such a statement

put.an end.to
simply exposm

g
_rrcular bearmg upon,; Domestrc Missions, .and- in sThe attempt of unbehevers to° escape the force of

this fact by - the alleganon that the a.postle was care-
less of inquiry into; the tiuth of such stories is here,
‘quite beyo 1d the. mark for they forget that it ‘was,
made in the presence of those who would have, been’
only too eager to expose 'hismis-statements 1f they
had been able. But if these five hundred persons’
really believed that they had seen Jesus Christ after |.,
His crucrﬁxmn, how is it possible to:account for.so
singular- a fact, otherwise than on the assumpuon
of its:truth ?

. But further’: there . were members of the
Cormthran Church, who affirmed that a resurrec-
tion .of the body was, if not. impaossible, . yet 2 most’
undesirable event ; and that all that was mrended
by the promise of 2 Resurrection was  a. great
sprntua.l change. Ve, with singularly defective
logic, they. admitted that the Resurrection of Christ
bad. beena bodrly one. (1 ‘Cor, xv. r4-17) The
apostle presses them with the followmg reasoning,
to which I invite the reader’s attention : How can
you deny a bodily resurrection hereafiér, when you
admit that Christ actually rose from the dead ?’
If the :resurrection of Christ had not been the
foundation of the faith of the Church, they might
have made short work of the apostle’ ‘and his logic,
by.. mmp]y ‘denying the truth of the bodily Resur-
rection of -our Lord. :

But further: this illusion proves ‘that there were,
persons in this. church who were far from being
disposed to accept with eager credulity the story of
a resurrection from the dead.

I have therefore proved, on the most ummpeach-
able ‘historical evrdence, that there- is-at least oné
miracle recorded in the Gospels, which is neither a
myth, a legend, nor even a mental hallucination
which slowly grew during the latter half of the first
century, but-that it was fully believed in as a- fact
by those who gave the new impulse to the Chris-
tian Church immediately after the crucifixion of its
Founder ; and that it formed the one sole ground
of irs renewed life, Letitbe observed that I'have
foreborne to quote the testimony of the Gospels, be-
cause unbelievers affirm that their date is com-
paratively late. I have, therefore, simply made
use of historical documents, the geuumeness of
which they do not dispute, It remains, therefore,
to inquire whether it is possible that this belief
could have been the result of some species of
mental hallucipation on the part of the primitive
followers of Jesus, for .this. is the only- possible
alternative to-its - historical reality. : But beforc
doing s, let me briefly set before the reader the
points which have been proved on hrstoncal evi-
dence of the highest order.

1. That within less than tWenty-elght years after
the crucifixion, the entire Christian .Church, with-
out distinction of party, believed that the one sole
ground of its existeice .was the fact that jesus
Christ ha+! risen from the dead.

2. That at that period there were more than two
hur.dred and fifty persons then living, who believed
that they had seen Hini.alive after His crucifixion.

3.- That the belief in the Resurrection was held
in -common. by St. Peul and his most violent

‘|opponents.

4. That it is an unquestlonable fact that the
entire Christian Church believed in (he Resurrec-
tion' ‘of its Founder, as ‘the sole ground of its

: exrstence, within six or seven’ years after the date
1 of His crucifixion.

5. That' at least three of the ongmal apostles

i e.sserled that they ha.d seen jesus Chnst ahve aﬂer
His death. "

‘6, That wrthm a few. months after the cruclﬁxrcn

the Church ‘must have been re-constructed on the
»foundauon of: .the behef that 'its crucified Messiah. |
-had&been raised Jagain i

the dead. I say. a fow;

beeu longer

‘months,” becausc if the mterval had

»
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wpllerme belre&wxs growing, thf F h urch musrfl}ave
Joal ey

rished n 1ts’Founder’s ave.
S 0 A “which., the’ ,hrstoncal

foundedon a reahty .
et the reader therefor
only ‘three possxble alternatives;
,d, I1.. Either Jesus Chns : actually rose from the

ead. K

: "3

victims of Some specres “of | mental' hallucina

Other alternative there is none.
“It,will be unnecessary to.exa e

these altemanves, because it _.heen abandoned

2s untenable by all, emlnent modern un,bellevers
_Two, theones have been propounded as a.ﬂ'ordrng

a rational account of the. origin of the belief in the -

Resurrectmn of Jesus, on the a.ssumptlon that it

was due to the mental hallucma 1 of Hrs drscrples.

Of these. the first is— i

That - they were, 5o mtensely enthusrasnc and
credulous, that.some: one .or-more;of them fancied.
that they saw Jesus ahve after His crucifixion, and
that they succeeded in. persua.dmg theothers, that
it was a fact. . This theory, is technically called the
theory of Vrsrons It -has: been: propounded in
many. forms, but that of Renan may be cited as a
fair illustration of it, that Mary- Magdalene, . in. the
rmdst of her gnef .and emotion,- mlstook the
gardener for Jesus, fancied-that He was.risen from
the dead, and oommumca.ted her enthusxa.sm to
the rest.

The second is, that Jesus drd not rea]ly d1e of
the effects of crucifixion, but that He'was taken -
down from the .cross in.a 'swoon, from' which: He
awoke in the sepuichre ;.that He- succeeded in
creeping out of it an' exhausted State; in. getting to
a place of retirement, and died shortly afterwards ;
and that ‘His credulous -followers mistook. this
[partial recovery for a.resurrection:from the dead. .

-I must ask the reader to observe, that:to impart-
to- either:of: these :theories -the appearance of
plausrbrhty, it is necessary to-assume-a: boiindless,
I may say an amoint of credulity that. surpasses
belief, -on the  part of the followers of Jesus, - But
when we ask that some proof:should be adduced
of the existence of this extreme credulity, the only
one whick is forthcoming is, that the Jews of that
period .were. habitual believers in supematural
and demoniacal agency.

I will ‘deal wrth the second of these theones
first :~—

I allow that it was posslble for a man who had
been suspeneded for some time on’the cross, if
taken -down, and carefully treated, to recover.
This, we informed by Josephus, happened to'one -
of his friends, though it was the excepuon, for two
out' of -three diedunder care. But in the case of
Iesus, unbelievers must meet the fact that He was
in the hands of His enemies, who, as a matter of
course, would have seen to His burial'as a'criminal
who  had ‘been publicly éxecuted, and have thus
put the possibility of His recovery in his Grave out
of the question. It'is true that our Gospels.inform
us that Pilate surrendered His body to His friends ;
our sol¢ knowledge of this fact is denved from
their testimony, but- unbelievers affirm thnt they
are unhistorical, and they cannot therefore ‘in‘this
particular case clarm the benefitof it. If, hOWever, .
they accept the statements of the Gospels'on this -
point they are bound'also to accepr tneir further
assertion, that Pilate took care o ascerram ‘that
Jesus had actually died ‘before he" resngned pos-
session- of ‘the body -} and that it wag afterwards
consigned ‘to -a sepulchre, the entrance of which
was closed with a large stone. - But those who pro-
pound the. above . meory cannot help admmmg
thata. sepulchre hewn na. rock,was a mgst un-
likely place for, 2 man who had been cruclﬁed to
recover from a swoon,, whxch «could be mistakern for
death ; but " ‘even if this -is conceded to besd, . pos-
szbrhty, they: are met: with thexusuperable diff c\‘rny,
ofa. n'ran in'this’ wounde‘d‘ : exha.usted cod"dlu B

. » PROONS e
e - . . .r.'r*af“.':-i- Testemw



