CHRISTIAN OBSERVER.

Vou. I.

PR M e Sl e B e Al - an” e T Il 2l

TORONTO, APRIL, 1851.

.

No. 4.

e - — f e e vy

Puetry. |

THE SAINT'S REST,
My rest is in heaven, my rest is not here,
Then why should I murmur when trals are near 74
Be hush’d, my dark spirit, the worst that can come,
But shortens thy jouruey, and hastens thee home.

It is not for mo to Le secking my bliss,

And building'my hopes in a region like this;
I look for a city which hands have not piled ;
I pant for 2 country by sin undefiled.

“The thorn ant the thistle around me may grow ;
Y svould net lie down upon roses below §

T ask not a portion, I seck not my reat,

Till I find them forcver on Jesus’s breast.

AfHictions may damp me, but cannot destroy;
Cne glimpse of his love turns them all into joy ;
And the bitterest tears, if he smiles but on them,
Like dew in the sunshine, tuin diamond or gem.

Let doubt, then, and danger my progress oppase,
They only make heaven more sweet at the close ;
Come joy, or come sorrowv, whate’er may befall,
One hour withi my God will make up for it all,

A scrip on my back, and a staff in my band,

T march on in haste through an enemy’s tand;

‘The road may be rough, but it cannot be long;

And Pll smoothe it with hope,and 7l cheer it with
song.

Boctrine and Duiy.

{FoR THE CHRISTIAN 0BSERVER.]

TIE KNOWLEDGE OF JESUS, THE
MOST EXCELLENT OF THE SCI-
ENCES, by Auex'r Camsox, LLD.
New York: E. H. Frercuer, 1850.

‘We should hesitate before we join in the
customary congratulations that the science
of our day is not like that of & former ge-
neration, arranged in open hostility agninst
religion. It is matter of con ation
that many of its rost distinguished cultiva.
tors are disciples of Christ ~ But it would
be & grievous mistake to construe the tone
of co and respect which worldly wis-
dom holds towards Christianity into an a

propbation of its distinguishing doctrines;

as if the reproach of the Cross had ceased.
Asin the ordinary intercourse of life the

takes the place of the scorn which the world
formerly poured upon all who would live
godly, is due not so much to the elevation
of popular sentiment as to the depreciation
of the standard of Christinn profession 8o
there is reason to fear the coneiiatory tune
of stience is due not so much to its lute-
sprung friendship for the gospel, asto the
extent to which the advocates of the gos-
pel consent to keep its obuoxivus features
in the back ground.

Ifthe gospel may be treated as & mere
system of ethics, and the Seriptures as
mere reflection of the light of nuture, why
should not science tolerite or even patro-
nize Christianity ? If the Roman govern-
ment could have quictly placed the sta-
tute of Jesus as one among the motly
crowd by which the Pantheon was peo-
pled, the sword of persecutivn would never
have been whetted against his followers.
This is virtually the condition on which the
man of science will speak approvingly of our
faith.  We must be permitted to leave out
of view every thing which exposes the lost
and undone conditiun of man, and which re-
veals God as a just God, and yet a Saviour.
The cross must be veiled.

There is called for, a Toud protest in the
name of Christianity agminst the dilutions
and perversions of truth by its carnal abet-
tors.  But there is still more urgently de-
manded a forcible and earncst endeavour
to lead so called evangelical churches back
to the beginning of Christian confidence.
{f there is but one name given under hea-
ven whercby men may be saved, then is
tifere nothing censorous in the allegation
tnat to a fearful extent, the preaching in
our pulpits, and the faith in our pews, are
delusions in which multitudes are hastening
to hear a slighted Saviour say, #Depart
from me, I never knew you” Preachers
may declaim about a change of heart, and
consecration to God; professovs may talk of
their hopes, their feelings, their lamenta-
tions, and their resolutions, and in all this
He may be entirely left out, whom to know
is life eternal:

“The knowledge of Jesus™ is ike want
of our times, and in Dr. Carson’s little
work we have not only a masterly presen-
tation of the whole thems. but an exhibi-
tion of it admirably adapted to the present

‘enigencey.

It is more immediately addres-
sed to the man of science, who in the serip-

Iseeming respeet for Christians, which now tures finds a revelation that “ has not a

feature of the divine character which gives

- just ground of hope to the guilty” But

we would seatter iv by thuusunds amongst
professing Christians with the expectauon
that it would vierthiow thousands of fond,
but false, hopes, and startle hundreds of
preachers with the discovery of the worse
than vanity of their most learned and popu®
lar declamations.

The features of the work on which wo
would fix attention, are its illuslmlipng of
the important truths that the gospel is a

 manifestion of the Divine character, the only

manifestation of it that is a ground of con-
fidence for siuners, and that the gospel i
self-evident truth, it cannot be known with-
out being belicved, and on this ground ths
rejection of it is condemnation,

Tn scumming up his trcatise the author
remarks, “L am not aware that these views
ure found in any human writings”  With.
out questioning his olaim to the repwtation
of singular originality as a thinker and
writer, we think better of his views than to
believe, that they were left to be discovered
at this Jate day; and without pretending to
very profound learning, we ¢an furnish from °
recollection many illustrious defenders of
the faith who stand side by side with him
in the maintenance of every important
point.  In the very important position, for
instance, that the gospel is self-evident
truth, we find him occupying a place side
by side with Owen, who devotes an admi-
rable treatise t6 this very theme, “that the
word youkes a suflicient proposition of it~
self wherever it is, and he to whom it comes,
who refuses it because it comes not so or
so testificd, must give account of his athe-
ism and infidelity. ~ He that has the wit-
ness of God, need not stay for the witness
of men, for the witness of God is greater.”
We may suggest moreover, that in the
course of his arguments he deals out re-
bukes not dissimilar to Dr. Carson, against
that philosophy which professes so pro-
found an adoration for the ‘God of nature,
while it turns with dis%rust from the more
glorious manifestation of God in the gospel.

Besides being writte 1 outand advdeated,
we beliave that. it has heen the distinction
of all times of the church’s glory, and of
every ministry which God has blesced, %
the advancement of & work of grace, that



