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Our Contributors.
NI I.'F.‘Ih‘.‘-ul‘ THE MANUSCRIPT.

By KNONONIAN

The Knox College Jubilee showed that the
Smerican habit of using the manuscnpt
public speaking is on the increase in Canada.
President Patton was the ooly speaker who
seemed to be entirely independent of the
paper. We did not hear Mayor Kennedy,
but judging from the report published in tull
we should say his address was written in full
and read either from memory or from manu-
sceipt.  Neither in his sermon nor s address
did the President of Princeton do or say any-
thing that suggested the paper. He may
have written both, but he deltvered them 1o a
style that defied detection. Principal Graot
delivered about three-fourths of his spiendid
speech without looking at his notes, but he
consulted his note-book quite frequently to-
wards the end. His fine peroration was
slightly weakened by an attempt to read and
speak at the same time. DIr. Blake never
looked at his notes, but he had them in his
hand, presumably for use, if needed. Vice-
Chancellor Mulock had a fully written manu-
script and used it quite freely. President
Loudon read and ‘‘ made n. bones about it.”
Dr. Burwash had a wetl-prepared manuscript
and Principal Sheraton used his paper faith-
fully. Professor Newman kept his eye on his
notes sjuite as much as on his audience. Oane
of the best pieces of work dune at the Jubilee
was the address delivered by Prof. Thomson
when vuvering the portrant of the late Pro-
fesn Georpe Pax-on Young., Prof. Thom-
sou d.d uot 1ead nor even oonce consult his
mabuscript, but the paper was within a
reasonable distance of the worthy gentleman,
and 0o doubt he would have used it if stress
of weather had made theuse necessary. In
fact the whole Jubilee programme, except the
informal addresses of the chairman, was
largely a2 manuscript programme. It was
hardly fair to say that Dr. Reid read an
histonical sketch of the college. Some men
pot more than half the age of the venerable
Doctor read as closely as he did.

There are some manifest advantages in
teading speeches. Reading speeches is a
contradiction in terms, but let that pass. One
of the advantages is brevity. Few men have
time to wnite a long speech, word for word.
And even if they do find time to write there is
less time needed in delivery. A speech or
sermon that would take thirty or thirty-five
minotes in free delivery can be read o fifteen
or twenty.

The matter of 2 written speech or sermon
1s likely 1o be better. IIost men say things
when speaking extemporancously that they
would aever think of writing. Some of these
things may be wise a* * some may be pamnfully
otherwise S me of hem may be balliant
and some are pretty certain to be silly.  Itas
the easiest thing :n the world to say some
thing in an extemporancous speech that makes
the speaker feel half ashamed next moro-
ing.

A manuscript keeps 2 man from wander-
ing all over creation and from going into
other worlds when he can tind nothing more
to say about this one. It prevents him from
fleeing 10to other cities when he 1s persecuted
in the one about which be 1sspeaking. This
aloneis an immense advantage. Not long
ago we heard of a preacher, and a good one
he 15 100, who goes 1nto his puipit loaded for
bear, but when he has fired a short time at
bear he begins to fire at various other animals,
That kind of huntiog ic done more or less by
almost ecvery speaker or preacher who does
not use his pen. Brother Boanerges goes upon
the platform loaded for bear, but whea he
has fired a shot or two at bear, begins firing at
the hion and tiger and eclephant and some-
umes cannot be induced to cease finog uaul
he has taken a shot at all the animal creation.
Now the manuscript keeps a man from firicg
universally and hitting nothiog 0 particular,
aand that 1s a good thing for the man who
fitres and not 2 bad thing for the human
family.

THE CANADA

Still there are, and always must be, draw-
backs in the use of written n atter for oral
purposes, The written style and the best oral
style are 11 some partizulars essentially differ-
ent. The more carefully and elaborately any-
thing is written the harder and more unsatis-
factory will be the work ¢t the man who has
to deliverit. It is impossible to speak an
essay well. Donald Fraser tells us in his
autobiography that he would not allow him.
self to write sermons in a finished, elaborate
style because 1t ;s nov well 10 **talk like a
book."

Perhaps one first class man in a bundred
caun deliver carefully written matter without
auy suggestion of ‘“a book.” Dr. Munro
Gibson caan do it. His paper at the Presby-
terian Council was no doubt carefully writlen,
but he delivered itin the perlection of orator-
ical style. Not long ago we heard a young
law student, who was in the gallery at the
time, go over some of the ‘* points” in that
paper and he remembered them distinctly.
Could he bave remembered them if Dr. Gib-
son had talked *‘like a book.”

There is reading and reading aod reading.
Professor Young one day gave his class some
earnest advice against reading their sermons,
** Did not Dr. Chalmers read his sermons,”
asked one of the students. ‘¢ Yes," replied
the professor, ““and f you cao read like
Chalmers, read vyours too.”

There are some advantages in reading.
There are some men who ought alwaysto
read their sermons and perbaps their speeches
too. There are some occasions oo which it
may be best for most men toread. There are
some audiences, though the number is few,
that are more benefited by reading than by
oral delivery. But when all these exceptions
are noted, the fact remains that the most
effective style of speaking or preaching dis-
cards the manuscript.

THE REV. DRS. JOHN LAING AND
A. T. PIERSON ON “THE AGES
OF THE KINGDOM."
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Near the close of page 622, we read, * The
light of the gospel s to spread ull all lands
shall see1t,” Acts xui. 47 ; *“ Aod all nations
shall serve King Jesus,” Daa. vii. 13, 14.

This quotation means 10 plain words that
the world shall be converted to God by the
spread of the gospel as it 1s now being carried
abroad. That is the position of post-millen-
mal brethren everywhere, Dr. Laing states
s doctrine very timidly, but it is there all
the same. The main points are foundin the
two words ‘“see” and “serve.” The two
passages above are quoted 1o support of the
dogma. Acts xui. 47 reads, “for so hath the
Lord commanded us sayiong, I have set thae
to be a hight to the Gentiles, that thou should-
est be for salvation to the ends of the earth.”
As a wituess,this verse does not testify what Dr,
Lamg brought it forward to do. It teaches
that Jesus Christ has been set as the light of
all natwous, which 1s a great truth, but it does
not touch the point at issue. It does not
say or even hint that the work s to be done
exclusively by preacking. Then Dan. v
1314, is too long to quote. The passage
poiats on to milleanial days, when ‘‘all
nations and laoguages shall serve Hum, ' but
it says notbing as to how that happy state of
tkings bas come about. Let the reader turn
up this passage and examioe it as to whather
it tcaches that all nations are to be brought to
serve God, by preacking under the influence
of the Holy Ghost and he will see thatitis
silent on the subject. Pre-millennial brethren
hold that no such teaching is anywhere to be
foundin the Word Dir Laing's quotations
help to confirm them iz what they hold.

Acts xv 14 has a bearing on the matter in
hand. It reads, * Simeon hath declared how
God at tae first did visit the Gentiles, fo fake
outl of them a people for hic name That
verse strikes the key-note of the work of grace
during the present dispensation. There bas
never been more than an out-gatheriog as yet
trom amoong men ioto the fold of the Great
Shepherd. The time is coming when they
shall be brought in abreast, one and ali.
May God speed the day.

———— s

PRESBYTERIAN.

' That event (the fall of Jerusalem) took
place A. D. 70, and with it came the 2nd of
place and nation, and of symbolic worship,"
Matt, xxiv. 3-14; Markxiii. 30; John iv,
21.24. So teaches the Doctor, pages 622-3.
Then the nationality of the old covenant
people is gone forever. In so saying, the
writer puts himself in cooflict with the facts
of Providence, and with explicit statements of
the Word. The Jew has stood out separate
from all other peoples through the apes.
Balaam said, ‘Lo the people shall dwell
alone and shall not be reckoned among the
nations.” But according to the words quoted,
they are a nation no more, and hence there is
no reason for their continued separate exist.
ence. In such case there can be no ‘' receiv.
g of them ” back agawn. But wherew does
this doctrine colhide with the word? * I say
then batb God cast away His people whom He
forcknew?’ He gives the reply himself and
makes it emphatic, * God forbid.” They
are not cast away forever, “in a little wrath
he smote them." Jer. <xx'. 35-37 says, ** Thus
saith the Lord, which giveth the suntora
light by day, aod the ordinances of the moon
and the stars for a light by night
ifthose ordinances depart from before me,
saith the Lord, then the seed of Israel also
shall cease fron, being a nation belore me for-
eve). Ii heaven above can be measured, and
the founaausns of the earth searched out,
beneath, I will also cast off all the seed of
Israel, for all that they have doune, saith the
Lord.” Thesetwo quotations, the cne from
Rnox College Monthly, written by Dr. Laing,
and the other from the prophecies of Jere-
miah, written by the prophet, are in battle
array as fairly as ever two armies were. Dr.
Laing says that the nation is gone andsym-
bolic worshiptoo. The symbolic worship is
gone forever, and in the same sense the
pationality is gone. Jeremiah teaches that
you can no more obliterate the nationality of
that chosen people, than you can bring day
and pight to an end. The Holy Ghost
through Jeremiah taught that the seed of
1srael cannot cease to be a nafion. Surely
Dr. Laing has oot given the place to that
promise that it ought to have.

It isin dealing with this same question
that Paul pens the memorable words, " The
gifts and the caling of Godare without re-
pentance.” God called Abrabam and said He
would make of him a great nation. If He
has blotted out the nationality of the descend-
aots of the patniarch, no longer caan it be sard
that “ the gifts and caliiny of God are without
repentance.”

Paul says, Rom. xi. 15, ** For 1f the casting
away of them be the reconciling of the world,
what shall the receiving of them be, but life
from the dead!” The custing away of
the Jews was a liteal thing. The
Romans, who were chosen of God to do it,
performed the deed. The city aund
temple were burned and the people carned
away. The casting away was ternbly real
and hiteral. And *the receiving of them”
will be asreal and as literal. Here 15 one
point at which Dr. Laing errs, and on which
Dr. Pierson 1s scriptural. Dr. Laing says
there is no national literal *‘receiving of
them * ever to take place. The old covenant
people are no more to God now than the
North American Indians are, in the judgment
of the Doctor. When he holds the casung
away to be literal asd the receiving of them
to be figurative, his conclusion is arbitrary
and unscuiptural.  When he eaplaias the
threatenings they are all to be taken 1o their
plain obvious sense. When the promises are
under consideration, they are figures of
speech, and all that 1s 1n them belongs to the
church.

There is no national restoration for the
Jew, says Dr. Laing  In the last verse ofthe
prophecy of Amos these words occur, ** And
I will plant them upon their own land, and
they shall NO MORE BE PULLED up out of
their land which T shall give them, saith the
Lord thy God." That promise implies a

plantiog of the Jew n the land after which

there shall be no pulling up. Dr. Laing savs

that pcople bas beco pulled up never to be

plaoted again. The prophet says that they

shall be planted never to éc gulled up. Both

gositions caonot be true. The old one is the
citer.
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‘It has for him no fixed meaning,” sy
Dr. Laing. That is the Lingdom of God hy
essumed no definite shape in the mind of Dy,
Pierson. To say the least, the position thy

Dr. Laing herein takes, is extraordinin}

when the facts of the case are all looked &

In the first place, the whole article is abo:|
If Dr. Pierson has ““no fiv:}

that subject.
meaning " in all he writes, how does Dr. Lai;

spend so much time in exposing the mistake;§

made | Is he pounding the air all through 1k
seventeen pages of the monthly? But lg
any reader turn to page Sos of the Revies,
and there he will find Dr. Pierson's viewsd
tbe kingdom, clearly put.
that Dr. Pierson is charged with Lerg
muddy. Let me give one short quotauay,
“ The peculiarities of this comsng age an}
these : First of all, Christ’s personal reiga, .

the kingdom will then be marked by
wisibility ; it will not be elective, but collective,
comprehensive, extensive, and advance tof
ward universal dominion. . .

of completion.” When we remember that Dr.
Piersca undertook to write at length aboz
only /o ages of the kingdom, it is remarkabie
the amount of truth presented, and with s}
clearness. The fact is, that Dr. Laing hin-
self has gone so far in spiritualizing the plas
statements of the word made concerning (.t
subject that the kingdom bas no longer .
definite being to anybody. To these te
strong men, * the kingdom ” means difieten
things. Dr. Pierson accepts the language it
its ordinary grammatical meabing, and hold

that it implies a country, a kiog, laws, throse}.

subjects, and all good things that belong to:
kingdom., Dr. Laiog has assumed the liben;
to say that all these things are figures, at}
then proceeds totell us what they mean. 3
throne is not a throne ; that interpretation ¥
too carnalfor him. A Zingis nota king—
cty 1s nota city. If he had lived belon
Cbrist came, he would bave said Christ wi}
never /ilerally enter Jerusalem ridiog on a
ass—tbat is absurd. The passage meaus thi}
He will be humble. Tbhat higher critic fron
Germany, lecturing in Edinburgh, a few montti}
ago, said to the students, that Jesus nevap
Ziterally vose from the dead ; His spirit rox}
in Feter and John and the others. That af
pounder knew how to take liberties with th:E
word.

* Satan wrested the sceptre from the ha’f
of the first Adam,"” says Dr. Pierson. To thu§
statement Dr. Laing takes serious exception,§
and asks o astonishmeat was Adam a kgt
In Geo. i. 26 weread that God gave Adanf

domimon over the creatures, first made, asiky

over the earth, It was that sceptre that i}
devil wrested from Adam. With that faj
before us, all that Dr. Laing says about wrestf

ng the sceptre from the hand of God, fallste £

the ground.

Before leavfng this matter, let us look 2§
a manifest contradiction into which thtf
Doctor falls. He admits that Satan usurpsif:
dominion, and became the god of this worldf
He is clear on tbis point—Satan has got bolf
of the world meantime. With that fact 1o b}
mind, Dr. Latng should oot say thatit suf
* an iogenious he " on the part of Satant}
offer those kingdomsto Christ. Satan waf,
and is a great liar, but we have no proof wzf
he was lying on that occasion. On Dr. LaiogtE
showing, Satan bad thekingdoms at bus conf
mand, and may have stood readyto maltg
Jesus s prime minister. Satan bewng g

possession of the kingdoms, Dr. Laiog hastik-

night to say that he /sed when he offerad bt
glory of them to Jesus. We must aot chapg
even Satan with falschood unless we kauk
our grouad.

*¢ Dr. Pierson errs greatly when hetcacts
that God's kingdom ceased when man fell'E.
says Dr. Laing, When we look at facts tcf
clear that a mistake has been made. On ®f
first page Dr. Pietson says: ¢ The kingdes:
of God is therefore to be found wherevertys
community or even an individual soul oFC{
His sway.” That seateace just auswers (4
charge n full. The kingdom of God 1s on ity
carth now. It is herzin mystery, butits¢
here. So Dr. Pierson teaches. e
Dr. Laiog says, page 626, ** The kingde=§’.
was taken from the Jewish nation and givsp.
te all nations,” NIatt. xxi. 43. He meSg
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It is not very ofte |

This com}.
tog age will be one of conquest. It is anap}
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