ep—

. (. BN
"Iaqlnotu_hmd

+

-Vol. 6. No. 26.

PUBLISHED EVERY THURSDAY FOR THE PROPAGATION OF EVANGELICAL PRINCIPLES AND
IN DBEFENSE OF THE FAITH ONCE FOR ALL DELIVERED TO THE SAINTS.

$2.00 Per Year, Pgotpaid, to any Address. 5c. Per Single Copy.

. . 'T.'T. Smievos, Editor.

of the gospel of Christ.”—Romans 1: 16

Address correspondence: THE GOSPEL WITNESS, 130 Gerrard Street East, Toronto

TORONTO, NOVEMBER 10th, 1927

— ———

Whole No. 288

McMaster “Substantially” | Orthddox!

Dr. Farmer Says So!

For some years one of the fiercest religious controver-
sies of modern times has been raging in the Baptist Con-
vention of Ontario and Quebec. The centre of attack
has been McMaster University. It has been contended
by some that the Governing Bodies of McMaster Uni-
versity have for years assumed a hospitable attitude to-
ward what is now called, for want of a better name,
Modernism. It has been alleged that this attitude has
manifested itself by the retention for many years on the
staff of McMaster University of Professor I. G.
Matthews; later by the articles of an anonymous writer
in the editorial columns of The Canadian Baptist,” (which
articles were repudiated by the Ottawa Convention of
1919) ; that it further showed itself in thé singling out
of President Faunce of Brown University for special
recognition; and that at last it has come out into the
open by the appointment, retention, and defense, .of
Professor L. H. Marshall. ' : !

On the other hand, the Editor of this paper has been
blamed for being the chief accuser, and on this point
no argument is necessary, for we frankly admit it> The
medium through which these charges have been
launched against McMaster has been The Gospel Wit-
ness, for whose utterances the Editor is solely respon-
sible. In reply to these charges McMaster University
has contented itself almost exclusively with .an at-
tempt to discredit the pastor of Jarvis Street Church.
Agents of McMaster have gone up and down the Con-

A

vention representing that Dr, Shields always mis- -

. states the facts, and that his words are utterly un-
trustworthy. Hundreds of letters have been written,
and indeed perhaps thousands, by our opponents, and
in conversations that were “private” or “confidential”,
" the Editor of this paper has been -assailed as being
altogether a bad man. The controversy has issued at
last in an amendment of the Constitution of the Con-
vention, and the application of that amendment to the
~ exclusion of Jarvis Street Church from the Convention.
_ These are the broad facts concerning the contro-

- versy, briefly stated. In this article we are going to

N

assume, for the sake of argument, that all that McMas-
ter and its aides allege respecting this Editor is true. -
We will suppose that he is altogether a very bad man.
Let us take the indictment as it may be drawn up by
the bitterest of our opponents, and again, for the sake
of argument, plead guilty to all their charges. What
then? The question is not settled; it still remains for
Canadian’ Baptists to discover the cause of the trouble.

What if a convict should escape from Kingston Peni-

tentiary? What if his record were so bad that he had
been committed to the penitentiary for life? Being at
large, this convict some time in the night, watching
while others sleep, discovers that a large building in
which .hundreds of people are housed is on fire. He
turns in an alarm, and the fire brigade are soon upon
the 5pot to which they have been called. Thereupon
someone advances to tell the chief that he recognizes
in the man who turned in the alarm one who was serv-
ing a life sentence in Kingston Penitentiary and had
escaped from that institution, and that he was alto-
gether such a bad man that no attention should be
paid to anything he says or does, beyond arresting
him and sending him back to prison. Would the chief
of any fire brigade be influenced by such counsel, espe-
cially if smoke were belching from the basement win-
dows, and the stifling fumes gave indubitable proof
that there was a fire within, which threatened the
destruction of thousands of lives? One can imagine
the fire chief replying, “I do not care who called us
to the fire, even if it were the Devil himself; my busi-
ness is to ask, Is there a fire? And, if there is, to put:
it out.” a

Or, if a bank robbery should be reported, and- a
policeman should recognize on a car speeding past him
the license number which had been reported as belong-
ing to the robbers—what if he should mount a motor-
cycle and overhaul the speeding motor, and arrest the
occupants? And what if later, when they are brought
into court to answer to the charge of robbery, .the
defense should produce a witness to declare that the



o

2 (438)

THB' "Goséiat'.' WITNESS

November 10, 1927

o
policeman who arrested the accused was not. alto-

gether an honest man, and that he was certainly grossly . .
untruthful, would that affect the case? What if the . .
prosecution should actually produce the money found .. . -
on the person or persons which had been taken from'

the vault in the bank, would not the court say, “The
issue before the court is not the.character of the police-
man who arrested the accused, but rather the ques-

‘tion, Are the accused guilty or not guilty of robbery?”.

We submit that this is the course which should be
pursued in respect to the controversy now raging
among us. It is not the character ‘or record of Dr.
Shields that is the issue before Ontario and Que-
bec Baptists—though he covets the closest scrutiny
.and the fullest investigation of both—the question is,
Are Ontario and Quebec Baptists affording hospitality
to principles which are unscriptural and unbaptistic?

We submit certain questions as comprehending the
present issue between Canadian Baptists. -

I. Is there Modernism in McMaster?
II. Has the Convention endorsed. Modernism?

III. If the foregoing questions are answered in the
affirmative, can true Baptists longer support either
the Boards or the Convention? C e

L . o
IS THERE MODERNISM IN McMASTER?

Again and again we have been told there is'no Mod-
ernism in McMaster! Everybody is loyal to the Word
of God! Everybody is still more loyal to the Charterl

And if these professions of loyalty are not convincing,

they will cap the climax by quoting -MecMaster’s
Motto: “In Christ all things consist”! In some quar-
ters some people seem to think, to quote a great auth-

ority, that “prayers are morality; and kneeling, reli- -

gion”.
For the convenience of those who may not have at
hand in convenient form the utterances of Professor

Marshall we shall assemble some of them here. We .

have said before that Professor Marshall is a-symptom
of the plague by which McMaster is afflicted, rather
than the plague itself; but the symptoms must be
" carefully studied if anyone would know the true nature
of the malady from which the patient suffers. We

‘begin therefore with the Professor’s most recent utter-

ances and give

Quiotations from Professor Marshall’s Conventlon
. Speech.

“Surely if 1 were to confess that I had dlmculty in re-
gard to an iron axe-head swimming—I understand I am
to be held to the word ‘swim’—you would not have there
irrefutable proof that I neither believe in-the Bible nor
love the Bible. Such a kind of argunient is really
puerile and absurd.”

“It is alleged that I have been untrue to the Chatter,
that it is I who have been wanting to alter the Charter. '
I beg you to note, fellow-delegates, that it is my critics
who want to alter the Charter. You say, ‘How do you
‘make that out?’ They want to alter the Charter in two
directions, which I, for one, am not prepared to accept.
In the first place, they want to alter it in this direction,
they want . to fasten this creed on the denomination,
namely, the absolute infallibility and inerrancy of the
Bible. Why is that not in the Charter? 1 will tell you
why. Simply because those who framed the Charter

knew that such a position cannot possibly be main-

- tained, and there is no Baptist church in the world that
. fastens upon itself the doctrine of the absolute mfalh-
bility and inerrancy of Holy Scripture.”

" Y cannot subscribe, as an honest man who knows the
- ‘facts, to this doctrme of inerrancy and infallibility, and

. I won't.”

“The Bible.is not authoritative for instance where sci-

. tific questions arise.,”

_ “The Bible is not a textbook of science. Its author-
ity is in the realm of religion and morals, and I hold it
is dangerous to the cause of religion among men to put
the alleged authority of the Bible on such matters
--against established scientific facts.”

(The, reference in the following quotatlon is to the

Genesis record of Creation.)

“I think I should like to repeat at this pomt as far as
I remember them, the words of one of the greatest
Biblical scholars of our time, ‘How long, oh Lord, will
those who profess to be Thy servants, turn Thy beautl-
ful Oriental poetry into their own dull western prose?’”

“What Jesus said was this, ‘Ye search the Serxﬁtures
because in them ye think ye have etemal life and ye will
not come unto me’.”

(The text is John 5:39. We hope Professor Marshall’s
omission of the words, “that ye might have life”, was
not deliberate.) '

“This is too big a problem to go' into here and now,
this is no class in the history of doctrine, and these
hmgs are far too difficult to summarize But when it
is asserted that I do not believe in a substitutionary view
of the Atonement, because I do not believe in a penal
substitutionary theory, because I won't say the word
‘punish’, well I must say that is going too far. I had no
idea that there was anything very novel in this refusal .
to say the word ‘Punish’. Look at what I have got here;

It is The Canadian Baptist of November 2nd, 1911,
sixteen years ago. It is an account of a sermon preached
by one of our Toronto ministers, who is with us to-day;
he is in the bmldmg now, Rev. J. A. Grant, on the
Atonement. This is what he says:

‘That God punished Christ, or that He was angry
withll-?Ei’r,n, cannot be held. Christ was not punished
at al

“May I say, quietly and calmly, that I cannot say the
"word punish. . You must not be cross with me. To me
it does not seem scriptural. To me, according to Scrip-
ture, the Atonement is rooted and grounded in the love
~of God.- ‘God so loved the world that He gave His only
begotten Son.’ That is Scripture. ‘God commendeth His
love towards us in that while we were yet sinners Christ
died for us.! That is Scripture, and you must take it
into account when you are discussing the Atonement.

“It seems to me the word punish is not ethical. Where
there is no guilt there can be no punishment in the
_ strict sense of the term. To me it is also bad theology
. for this reason: to represent Christ as more sympathetic
to fallen humanity than God, is to deny the essence of
the Christian revelation. ‘He that hath seen Me hath
seen the Father.” I believe with all my heart that God
is like Jesus Christ. One of the greatest words Paul
ever uttered was ‘God was in Christ reconciling the
world unto Himself.’ Therefore, remember, I accept
the fact that Christ suffered for our sakes and in our
room and in our stead, If there is not substitution there,
I cannot put it in. ‘He suffered under Pontius Pilate,’
says the Apostles Creed. You see I have a great classi-
cal document on my side,—to a certain extent at any
rate. As Spurgeon says, the Atonement is a mystery
our human intellect cannot fathom. I accept with all
my heart the greatest authority of all upon this sub-
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ject, our Lord Himself; I am thinking of His own ac-

count of His death, when He declared that He regarded -

His death as the means of establishing a new spiritual
" covenant relationship between God and man, the covenant
relationship foretold in Jeremiah 81. He said: ‘This cup
is the new covenant in My blqod.' ” . .

“The issue is not fundamentalism versus modernism,
it is this: Are we as Baptists to stand for ignorance and
obscurantism and intolerance, or are we to get into_ line
with all the truly great men whose names are written
upon our Baptist roll of fame, (and the greatest of them
all, in my humble opinion, is Wm. Carey, the great
pioneer of modern missionary enterprise) and stand for -

-sound scholarship, for the love of truth, for tolerance,
for reasonable liberty, with the McMaster motto as our
watchword: “In Christ all things consist.’ That is where
I stand, ladies and gentlemen, and, I ‘say. again, the
issue is for you to decide.”

We have quoted above Professor Marshall’s own -

words in the address delivered before the Convention

in Temple Baptist Church. It should be remembered

that the address was what a Montreal writer called,
“A dress-suit” address.
he was under criticism, and that his address was to be
printed. He had had ample time tq prepare his ad-
dress; he was not called upon to speak on the spur
of the moment. We must therefore assume that he
said the best that could be said in defense of his
position. .

But we must refresh our readers’ memories by re-
minding them of other things spoken by Professor
Marshall when he was less on his guard. ~ ~ -~

OTHER QUOTATIONS FROM PROF. MARSHALL.

The'foliowirig quotations are taken from utterances
.of_Professor Marshall made from timé to time, both in
this country and in England:

On the Scriptn‘res. e

“Some of our people are theologically the narrowest
of the narrow, while others are the broadest of the
broad, but all are one in personal loyalty and devotion
to Christ. We hold, for instance, that the Christian dis-
ciple is free to adopt the Hebrew tradition about the
creation if it satisfies him, or the teaching on that sub-
Ject of modern science. He is free to interpret the Scrip-
tures by any method which commends itself to his judg-

- ment- as true—he can follow the so-called orthodox
method or the method pursued by modern scholarship.”
EFrlomd Sermon in_ Queen's Road Church, Coventry,

ngland. :

] .

. “We feel that Professor Marshall’s attitude is that

he would give the final voice in the settling of any matter

to .‘science’ rather than to the Bible, . fn conversation
we spoke to the professor as follows: ‘Here is the Bible
and here is science. We do not believe that there is any
contradiction between the Bible and true science. Con-
tradictions to the Bible are not found in scientifie facts
but in scientific hypotheses. And in such cases we accept

- the statements of the Bible before all else. Now what
-is your attitude?’ The professor proceeded to say that

" was not his attitude. He stated tﬁat he would put sci-
ence first.”—The Prophet, June, 1926.

“In talking over this question with the professor he

practically said-—and clearly implied—that any man

. who holds a view such as most of us here to-night hold,

that such discrepancies can only be apparent and not

. real, and that the Bible is verbally inspired, is brainless,

and blind, and will not use his God-given wit.—Testimony
of W. G. Brown, given on January 14th, 1926, ° :

“Where is the real authority for religion? . ... We
want to get home to people that religion ‘is in_their

" . in the hope and prayer that, shall we say,

Professor Marshall knew that - -

N

souls. If they are grounded in religion they can laugh
at any alleged changes in theology. Religion is in men
and not in manuscripts. The only real valid authority:
is the authority of experience. Matthew Arnold helps
us there, it is inadequate but helps: “God is a power, not,
ourselves, that makes for righteousness’.”—Notes of
students in Prof. Marshall’s classes, published in The

Prophet, ane,‘ 1926.

. On Man’s Natural State.
“In the past, the church, often enough, instead of con-
centrating on the spiritual care and culture of the young
uite natur-
ally some day their spiritual awakening should come
and they should appreciate the beauty and the glory of
Christ and give themselves to Him in the act of personal
surrender—instead of doing that kind of thing the

" church has too often let the young people drift.and then
by spasmodic effort—by expensive missions held once a -
year—it has tried to bring them back again by forcing
them through all the throes of a psychic revolution. Now
that is a wrong method. There is no need for a lad to

o to the devil before he comes to Christ. I don’t be-

ieve that. And this error in policy, I think, has been

due almost entirely to a false view of juvenile human
nature. :

“I believe that just as it is natural for a plant to turn

* toward the light or the mariner’s compass to point to the -

north or a new-born babe to suck nourishment from its
mother’s breast—so I believe it is, in the best sense of
the term, natural for the spirit of man to seek illumina-
tion and strength and inspiration from the Spirit of God.
I believe it is very important nowadays to emphasize
the fact that religion is really and truly perfectly na-

* tural; and that Jesus Christ Himself said that when a

man really comes to himself and realizes all he needs,
and the powers and possibilities of his nature—what
does he do? He says with the prodigal son, ‘I will arise
and go to my father. -

. % »

“Well now, that is important where the religious
education of the child is concerned. When you and I
give children religious training and education, when we
take the baby hands and put them together and teach

. the child to pray, we are not endeavoring to graft some

alien growth into the nature, or force anything artifi-
cial upon child life: we are simply and solely helping the
child to recognize the best and highest and noblest pos-
sibilities of its own nature; and we are seeking to initi-
ate the.child into. the mystery of God.”——Hamilton Con-
vention Address, Oct. 19th, 1925.

On the Supernatural.

“l. Miracle of evil spirits entering into swine, Matthew .
8:28-34. This cannot be fully explained by any known
law; but is there anything in modern science which can
give us & clue? The following story is told, not as an
explanation, but as a possible clue to the situation.

“In an asylum in England there was a patient who -
was perfectly normal except for the delusion that his
arm was glass. His doctor tried many means of per-
suading him to the contrary, but could not convince
him. Eventually, once when the monomaniac was walk-
ing alone, the doctor crept up behind him and hitting the
glass arm he dropped a glass bottle at the same moment.-
From that time the man was normal in every way, for
he believed his glass arm was broken, and so the delu-
sion was lost. In this way Christ possibly scattered the
delusion of the madman in the country of the Ger-
gesenes by saying the demons had entered into the swine,
for they saw them rush into the sea, and so the de-
moniac may have been cured by thus being made to be-
lieve that the evil spirits had left him. "
© 2, - Christ walking on ‘the sea. i

There has recently been psychic research carried on
by Sir William Barrett dealing with the problem of levi-
tation, meaning by levitation that in a certain psychic

- state the body loses weight. This is offered as a.clue,

not necessarily as an explanation, when speaking of this

. miracle—Testimony of students in Prof. Marshall’s
Third Year Class in Arts’ Bible, from The Prophet,
June, 1926, o
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. On the Atonement. ) L a Cross. 'I_:Iho, l%'r;at asr, tl:lis -gloulg l:le, tl;:;e }zs énrlgch

: : bhe - more in the Redeemer’s death.” God veiled the se

Students W. _Gordon Brown and W. S. _Whltcombe in darkness, and in darkness tauch of the deep mean.

report the teaching of Professor Marshall in the class- _ing lies, not because God would not reveal it, but be-
room as follows: cause we have not capacity to discern it all.

“My point was that you havé to remember that the
world in the apostolic age was reeking with sacrificial
blood. - You have that in Mythraism, not only Jews but
pagans were relying on blood. The Apostles naturally
laid stress on the blood of Christ in opposition to this,
but the Apostles never did think of the physical.blood
of Christ as being the cleansing agent. The idea that

" God has the physical blood is absurd. I hope my point
is clear now. When the Apostles referred to sacrifice,
they referred to His sacrifice. They could have referred
to it without the blood had it not been that the world
was full of it at the time. All the way through Paul’s
teaching his great thought is that the saving thing in
his life, his fellowship, with a risen and glorified Saviour.
Away with this crass physiecal notion! . . . Who wants
to wallow in blood? It is spiritual of course. I do not

- mind who. knows what I say on that point.” .

In one of his classes Professor Marshall mentioned
Luther, and spoke to the following effect:

Luther’s theory is possibly the boldest, and I think
(if I may say it without offence), the erudest statement
of the substitutionary atonement; that sin could not be

forgiven until it had been punished and Christ endured
' 3he ptigizsshment of sin in man’s stead.—The Prophet,

une, .

In his speech at the First Avenue Convention, Pro-
fessor Marshall quoted, with approval, Dr. Denney on
reconciliation as follows:

“Punishment is something which can only exist in
and for a bad conscience, and the sufferings into which
Christ’s love led .Him and in and through which His
. reconciling work was achieved, do not come through a-

bad conscience and therefore are in no sense penal. That
the innocent, moved by love, should suffer with the
guilty and for them is in line with all we know of the
moral order under which we live. It is the triumph of
goodness in its highest form. But that the innocent should
be punished for the guilty is not moral at all. It is in
every sense of the term impossible. As an incident in
. the divine administration of the world it is simply in-
conceivable.

“It may not be out of place to quote one or two ‘of
the most signal instances of this perversion. Luther,.
for example, carried away by the passion with which
he exulted in Christ’s identification of Himself with men, -
could write that ‘in His tender, innocent heart He had
to feel God's wrath and judgment against sin, and to
taste for us eternal death and damnation, and in & word,
to suffer everything which a condemned sinner has merit-

ed and must suffer eternally’.”

Then he went further and referred to C. H. Spur-
geon as follows: : :

“Whether I am a heretic or not on this question of -
-the atonement, I simply take my stand by the side of
Charles Haddon Spurgeon. (Applause). You will find
the passage if you want it in Fullerton’s Life. It is
Spurgeon who is the speaker, and I never came across
any statement which has so appealed to my heart:—

. “This darkness tells us all that the passion is a
great mystery. I try to explain it as a substitution
and I feel that where the language of the Scripture is
explicit I may, and must, be explicit too. But yet I

. Teel that the idea of substitution does not cover ‘the

. whole of the dread mystery, and that no human con-

ception can grasp the whole. Tell me the death
. of the Lord Jesus was a-grand example of self sacri--
fice—I can see that, and much more. Tell me it was

a wondrous obedience to the will of God—I can see

that, and much more. Tell me it was the bearing of

what ought to have been borne by myriads of sinners

.of the human race, is the chastisement of their sin—

I can see that and found my best hope upon it

But do not tell me that this is all that is in the

Well, that is just what I feel about the matter—and you
. can, call Spurgeon a modernist if you like.”

In his quotation from Dr. Denney, Professor Mar-
shall omitted a paragraph occurring between the two
paragraphs he quoted. The paragraph which Pro-
fessor Marshall omitted is as follows:

“All this may be admitted without reserve, and we
may reflect with pleasure that it excludes a great deal
by which the Christian conscience has often been shock-
ed in discussions of the atonement. It excludes the idea
that the Son of God, with whom the Father was well
pleased, should be regarded at the same time as the ob-
ject of the Father’s displeasure, and the victim of His
wrath, on whom the punishment of all the world’s sin
was inflicted. It excludes all those ideas of equivalence. -
between what Christ suffered and what men as sinners
were under an obligation to suffer, which revolt both in-
telligence and conscience in much of what is called ortho-
dox theology. It excludes all those assimilations of the
sufferings of our Lord in the garden and on the cross
to the pains of the damned, which cast a hideous shadow
on many interpretations of. His Passion.”

Let it be borne in mind that while quoting Dr. Den-
néey wijth approval, Professor Marshall said, “I simply
take my stand by the side of ‘Charles Haddon Spur-
geon”! But let our readers now go back and read the
last paragraph from Dr. Denney quoted by Professor

i\ Marshall—of which he approves—and at the same
time, take the paragraph from Spurgeon with which

Professor Marshall claims to be in full accord, and

then let them read the following which is taken from
the very sermon by C. H. Spurgeon from which Pro-
fessor Marshall quotes: :

“His strong crying and tears denoted the deep sorrow

of His soul. He bore all it was possible for his capaci-

. ous mind to bear, though enlarged and invigorated by

‘. ynion with the Godhead. He bore the equivalent of hell;

‘* nay, not that only, but He bore that which stood instead

of ten thousand hells so far as the vindication of the law

is concerned. Our Lord rendered in his death agony &

homage to justice far Freater than if a world had been
doomed to destruction.” .

Prof. Marshall and Dr. Shields at First Avenue
Convention.

We come now to a quotation from the stenggraphic
report of Dr. Shields’ speech before the First Avenue
Convention: :

“Now, Professor Marshall having told us that—and I
wish the Professor would tell me whether I am correct
or not—that he does reject the idea that the innocent
was {)umshéd for the guilty, and that such view is not
moral—I think he quoted Dr. Denney to that effect. Is
that correct? ’

PROFESSOR MARSHALL: I do not care for the idea
of the word “punished”. “Suffered” for the guilty; “suf-
fered” in our stead, but not “punished”. That is the -
word. But I am not going to be drawn into a debate,
into a discussion. (Cries of “Oh, oh”.) I simply refuse
to have questions put to me, to be catechised on the floor
of this Convention. (Applause). I simply stated what -

. Spurgeon’s view was, and read—.

DR. SHIELDS: Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to
catechise. I simply want, now that Professor Marshall
and I are face to face, to get a clear understanding—
(Cries of “Oh, oh” and laughter) — of Professor Mar-
shall’s statement of the atonement. '

PROFESSOR MARSHALL: I told you it. Spurgeon °
gives it perfectly. I have nothing more to add. .

- ———

-
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DR. SHIELDS: Now, Mr. Chairman.and friends, I,
too, read Spurgeon, and I am going to quote from Spur-
geon. I think I am within my rights, am I? (Cries of
“Amen” and “Yes").

Professor Marshall has said that he stands with Spur-
geon in his view of the atonement. If, after I have read
this, Professor Marshall will stand with Spurgeon, then,
I think all controversy would be about at an end:

Spurgeon Agreed With Luther on Substitution.
. “If any man here should be in doubt on account of
- ignorance, let me, as plainly as I can, state the Gos-
pel. I believe it to be wrapt up in one word—Substi-
tution. I have always considered, with Luther and :
Calvin, that the sum and substance of the gospel lies
in that word, substitution, Christ standing in the
stead of man. If I understand the gospel, it is this:
I deserve to be lost and ruined; the only reason .
why I should not be damned is this, that Christ was’
punished in my stead, and there is no need to exe-
cute a sentence twice for sin. On the other hand, 1
know I cannot enter heaven, unless I have a perfect
righteousness; I am absolutely certain I shall never
have one of my own, for I find sin every day; but
then Christ had a perfect righteousness, and He
said, ‘There, take my garment, put it on; you shall
stand before God as if you were Christ, and I will
stand before God as if I had been the sinner; I will
suffer in the sinner’s stead, and you shall be reward-
ed for works which you did not do, but which Christ
did for you.” I think the whole substance of salva- -
ti;n lies ’i,n the thought that Christ stood in the place
of man.’” :

Professor Marshall No Religious Kinship with Spurgeon.

Thus it will appear that Professor Marshall says
he stands with Spurgeon, while, at the same time, de-
claring that he does not believe there was any penal
element in the Atonement, or that Christ endured our
punishment ; while we have quoted Spurgeon as affirming
that the very heart of the gospel is in the truth that Christ
endured the punishment our sins deserved. All over
the Convention it has been published that Professor
The quotations we
. have given prove to a demonstration that Professor

Marshall’s position theologically is not Spurgeon’s at
all. After thus using Spurgeon’s great name, and de-
claring his agreement with him in respect to the
Atonement, driven into a corner, Professor Marshall
has to admit that he stands with-Spurgeon only in the
isolated quotation contained in Fullerton’s Life of

Marshall- stands with Spurgeon.

Spurgeon. T

At the close of Professor Marshall’s. address at the
Educational Session of the last Convention the follow- -

ing interesting discussion occurred:

‘REV. C. J. LONEY: Mr. Chairman, members of the
Convention, I rose to ‘ask a question of Professor Mar-
shall before he left the platform. My question is this:
Professor Marshall has quoted again this afternoon
Charles Haddon Spurgeon. I should like to ask Pro-
fessor Marshall, seeing that he has quoted Mr. Spur-
geon in connection with the Atonement, if he accepts
the Spurgeonic interpretation of the Atonement?

'"PROFESSOR MARSHALL: May I reply?
THE CHAIRMAN: Certainly. .

PROFESSOR MARSHALL: I read a statement from
Mr. Spurgeon’s work last year. That statement I ac-
cepted. If that is not a complete statement of Mr.
Spurgeon’s position that is not my respomsibility. I

. accepted that particular statement. It was printed in
" the official report. Mr. Spurgeon said it, nobody can
deny that, and when Mr. Spurgeon made that particular
statement I was in perfect harmony with him. That
does not mean, does not imply, that I am neceéssarily
in harmony with all Mr. Spurgeon’s other statements.

I am in harmony with that one statement. .

¢

\

REV. C. J. LONEY: Mr. Chairman, that is not my
question. We are all convinced that our Professor is
too well educated a gentleman not to know the matter
whereof he speaks. My question is, Does he endorse
Mr. Spurgeon on the Atonement, not that particular
statement ? ' T ’

A DELEGATE: What is it? )

REV. C. J. LONEY: I am asking my question.
knows what it is. I am not here to discuss it. . )

THE CHAIRMAN: It is quite possible that the Pro-

He

.fessor is not familiar with the Spurgeonic statement.

Perhaps Mr. Loney will tell us what it is. (Applause.)
SOME DELEGATES: Order. S s
REV. E. T. NEWTON: Has the Spurgeonic interpre-

tation of the Atonement been written into the Charter?

We are not committed in this Convention to the inter-

pretation of Luther, or Spurgeon, or anyone else. I

believe it is entirely aside from the gquestion.

THE CHAIRMAN: There is a good deal in what Mr.
Newton says, but we are granting a little license, pro-
vided it does not develop into licentiousness, (Laughter.)

REV. C. J. LONEY: Mr. Spurgeon said—

A DELEGATE: What are you reading from?

ANOTHER DELEGATE: Give him a chance, -

THE CHAIRMAN: Just give Mr. Loney a few min-

. utes, please.

REV. C. J. LONEY (quoting from Spurgeon): “It is
our delight to preach the doctrine of substitution, because
we are fully persuaded that no gospel is preached where
substitution is omitted. Unless men are told positively and
plainly that Christ did stand in their room and stead, to
bear their guilt and carry their sorrows, they never can
see how God is the ‘just, and yet the justifier of the un-
godly’. We have heard some preach a gospel something
after this order—that though God is angry with men,
yet out of his great mercy, for the sake of something
that Christ has done, he does not punish them but re-
mits the penalty. Now, we hold that this is not of God's -
gospel; for it .ig neither just to God, nor safe to man.
We believe that God never remitted the penalty, that
he did not forgive the sin without punishing it, but that
there was blood for blood, and stroke for stroke, and -
death for death, and punishment for punishment with-
out the abatement of a solitary jot or title; that Jesus
Christ, the Saviour, did drink the veritable cup of our
redemption to its very dregs; that He did suffer beneath
the awful crushing wheels of divine vengeance the seif-
same pains and sufferings which we ought to have en-
dured. Oh! the glorious doctrine of substitution! When
it is preached fully and rightly, what a charm and what
a power it hath! O! How sweet to tell sinners that
though God hath said, ‘Thou must die’, their Maker
stopps His head to die for them, and Christ incarnate
breathes His last upon a tree, that God might execute
His vengeance, and yet might pardon the ungodly.” (End
of quotation from Spurgeon.) Mr. Loney continued:
That is but one statement; I have many more here if
you want them read. I ask again, Does our professor
endorse Spurgeon’s view concerning the doctrine of the
atonement, that Christ died the Just in the stead of the
unjust; that He was made sin for us, He who knew no
ein, that we might be made the righteousness of God in
Him? And if the professor endorses the Spurgeonic
position, I turn, sir, to ask him another question, Do
you still take the position that is ascribed- to you by .
Professor Farmer as holding the Driver position as to -
dates and authorship?- If you hold one, what about
the other? You are on the horns of a dilemma. I want
the answer.

THE CHAIRMAN: Now, it is very apparent that this

" kind of thing could go on for the afternoon and into the

evening (Cries of “Oh” and “Shame”.) Just a mmaute,
please. There have been presented to us two state-
ments by Spurgeon relating to the Atonement. The
professor declares that he believes one. But Mr. Loney
believes the other. Why should we discuss this matter
at greater length? ' :
A DELEGATE: That is not the point, Mr. Chairman.
REV. C. J. LONEY: All I am asking is this. If you,
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Mr. Chairman, make that statement, I am ectly

satisfied. I have never taken the position in this Con-

vention—if the majority take the other side concernin
God's Word, they have the right to have the kind o
professors teaching what they believe. I am quite will-
ing to take my position. All I want to say, sir, is this:
Does the professor take the opposite position to the one
I take here, that Spurgeon takes? :

THE CHAIRMAN: ‘No.

REV. C. J. LONEY: You have just said so.

THE CHAIRMAN: The professor has declared that

he believes the statement made by Spurgeon relative to
the Atonement. We have no right to gather up a hun-
dred statements from Mr. Spurgeon and ask the Pro-
fessor if he believes them. -
- REV. C. J. LONEY: Mr. Chairman, when I was or-
dained I was on the floor two hours and had to answer
every last question put to me by the ministers. Why
should not the man who is teaching our young men for
the ministry answer some questions? (Applause.)

THE CHAIRMAN: This is not an ordination service.
Mr. Linton has the floor. (Cries of “Shame.)

Professor Marshall on the Resurrection.

“Personality must have some vehicle of expression.
As we have a psychic body in the present life, so we will
have a spiritual body in the next. The electrons of
which the atoms are made up are always in motion, float-
ing in ether. . If we could very highly magnify the hand,
we ‘would find that it is made up of minute particles
which ‘are not even touching, but floating in ether. So

" we have now an ethereal body or spiritual, and a physieal
body, and death will be merely the parting of the two.
If this is so, Paul went right to the heart of the matter.
Paul's conception is that the resurrection body is a spiri-
tual body, not the fleshly resurrection of the Pharisaical
teachings. It is hard to think of a discarnate personality
when thinking of the afterlife. How is this personality
to exist? Paul says there is an ethereal or spiritual
body, which is the bearer of the personality.”—7T estimony
%f_ ;ltudents in Prof. Marshall’s Third Year Class in Arts

ible.

Professor Marshall on Conversion.

“In the past, the church, often enough, instead of con-
centrating on the spiritual care and culture of the young
in the hope and prayer that, shall we say, quite natur-
ally some day their spiritual awakening should come,
and they should appreciate the beauty and the glory of
Christ, and give themselves to Him in the act of per-

. sonal surrender—instead of doing that kind of thing the
church has too often let the young people drift, and
then by spasmodic effort—by expensive missions held

once a year—it has tried to bring them back again by .

forcing them through all the throes of a psychic revolu-
tion. Now, that is a wrong method. There is no need
for a lad to go to the devil before he comes to Christ.
I don’t believe that. And this error in policy, I think,
has been due almost entirely to a false view of juvenile

‘human nature.”—From Hamilton Convention Address, -

October 19, 1925, ) .
- Professor Marshall on the Ordinances.

“To regard baptism as essential to salvation or even
to membership in the Christian Church is to ascribe to
the baptismal rite a crucial importance for which there
is no warrant in the New Testament, or in any truly
scriptural interpretation of the Gospel, or in common
sense.””—From article on Baptism and Church Member-
ship, in Baptist Times and Freeman.

Professor Marshall’s Statement of Faith.

Copies of Professor Marshall’s Statement of Faith
_have been freely distributed throughout the. Conven-
tion. Since the Hamilton Convention, and after much
criticism of the article beginning, “I believe that Jesus
ever liveth”, Professor Marshall has added the words,

“to make intércession for us”!

The quotations we have given showing Professor
Marshall’s view of the Atonement will serve to define

his meaning of the word “vicarious”. .

The clause relating to the authority of Christ is care-
fully phrased, and distinctly limits His authority: “I
believe that on all the great questions of morality and
religion the absolute and final word is with Jesus
Christ, our Lord and Saviour.” Christ is an authority
only on matters of “morality and religion”! He s not
an authority on matters of biblical criticism! He is not
an authority, for example, on the Mosaic authorship
of the Pentateuch; or the Davidic authorship of the
one hundred and tenth Psalm; or the historicity of the
book of Jonah—these belong to the realm of literary -
criticism, and therefore the pronouncement of Christ

"in these matters may not be final! That clause, in-

deed, does away with the absolute infallibility of
Christ, and opens the flood-gates for the inflow oﬁ all
the alleged “assured results” of modern scholarship.
With the foregoing quotations from Professor Mar-
shall before them, our readers 'will be able to judge for
themselves whether we have sounded a false alarm in
saying that Professor Marshall is a Modernist. If it

. be admitted that he is—and we believe it cannot suc-

cessfully be denied—it follows, of course, that there is

- Modernism in McMaster.

What About Other McMaster Professors?

- Thus far we have confined our attention to Pro-
fessor Marshall, but we do not believe Professor Mar-.
shall is one whit worse, theologically, than Professor
Chester New. That Professor Wilson Smith is an

‘evolutionist everybody who knows anything about

the case is aware. And now we are being told that
Professor Parker is blossoming out into a full-blown
critic. No doubt, in due time, abundant evidence wil
be forthcoming to establish our contention that Me-
Master University is now almost thoroughly modern-
istic in its attitude and teaching.

Who is Responsible for McMaster’s Modernism? °

But the next question which naturally arises from
the considerations we have had before us is this, Who
is responsible for McMaster’s Modernism? Dr.
Farmer has frankly admitted that the responsibility
for Professor Marshall’s being in Canada rests largely
with him. Professor Marshall said in his speech be-
fore the Temple Baptist Convention: “You did not ap-
point Mr. Linton to examine me when I came out
here; you appointed Dr. Farmer. And it was Dr. Farmer
who declared that my views on the Bible were within
the Charter.” But Dr. Farmer evidently found some-
difficulty in recommending Professor Marshall, for
this is what he said in his speech before the Hamilton
Convention: : .

“I have been trying honestly to work on the basis of
the charter, and when this thing was in its crisis in
July, and I had to make up my mind as to my action, I -
faced the thing then, before God and in my own room,
and I said to myself: As an honest man and as a Baptist
Christian man, I cannot turn down a man like that
whose spirit is so fine and who so exults in the grace of
the Lord Jesus Christ. And I took my stand, and I am
going to stand by it.” :

"What Was the “Crisis” Faced by Dr. Farmer?
We beg to enquire, What was this “crisis” to which

the Dean refers when he says he had to make up his .

mind as to his action, when he faced the thing before .
God.and in his own room? Does not the language
suggest that the Dean was face to face with some

. great problem, and that he had some sort of a battle
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with himself before he was able to make up his mind .

as to his course of action? What does he mean when
he says, “I said to myself, I cannot turn down a man
like that”? Who asked him to turn down Mr, Mar-
shall? Against whose protest was the Dean mentally
- contending? It has never been suggested that any
objection to Mr. Marshall was mentioned in the Sen-
‘ate. Was it the Dean’s own conscience? Was it his
own conviction of truth? Were these the protestants
. on this occasion? One thing is certain: we were not
to blame, for we were in ‘California at the time; and
were blissfully ignorant of the whole “crisis”. Mr.
Marshall had been brought all the way from England
for the purpose of interviewing him. It was-after the
interview, after the Dean had questioned Mr. Marshall

so thoroughly, that he faced the thing before God,

and in his own room! We ask again, What was the
“cri=is”? \What was it he faced before God in his own
.room? Who asked him to “turn down” Mr. Marshall?
" Was it conscience? Was it conviction? Our readers
‘must form their own conclusion as to whether or not
Dr. Farmer did in himself feel that there was some-
thing about Mr. Marshall’s position that 'was not
strictly in accord with that which is.believed by the
people of this Convention. :

"Dr. Farmer Knew Prof. Marshall’'s Coming Would Cauée.'
: Trouble. :

~ We quote from an address by Mr. W. S. Whit-
combe, B.A., in which he reports a conversation he
had with Dr, Farmer as follows: . .

“In conversation with Dr. Farmer, he admitted that he
knew the coming of Professor Marshall would cause
trouble among us. Why did they bring him? What was
his reason for bringing this trouble on us? : .

His claim is that since there is a number of not unedu-
cated people in this Convention that hold a view which is
different from his own (that is, Dr. Farmer’s) view, we .
.should allow them some voice in the management of the
University. That is, there are two parties in this con-
vention, and both should be allowed to have their repre-
sentatives on the faculty of the University. .

He went on to say that if we had two seminaries here
in this Convention it would be a different thing. One of,
them could be just as orthodox and just as conservative
as they pleased, while the other could be more radical,
more modernistic, in its tendencies.” . .

Dr. Farmer's Plea for the “Looser” View. °

~ In his speech on Education Day before the Hamil-
ton Convention, Dr. Farmer said further: .

“There are two views; one is that Seripture from cover
. to cover, through and through, every word, every
sentence, every thought, is infallibly in;?iréd; it is the
" word of God through and through.. Now I have no
hesitation in saying that my sympathies have been with
that strong view of the Scriptures; I have stated it in my
clagses. I know perfectly well that we have not got the
original text; I am quite clear that there may be many
scribal errors and the like of that, but as I think of these
Scriptures in the marvel of them, in the truth of them
wherever I have been able to test them at all, when I
think of them that way, when I come up against
difficulties, my faith .can rest there quietly and
hopefully. That has been my ‘attitude. I have
a good many students, my old students, here to-
day, I think they know that. (‘Hear, hear’, and ap-
rlause.) I have nothing to conceal on that. But mark
you, there is another view which a great many people who
are just as good Christians as I am, and vastly better,
whose sandal straps I am not fit to loose, there are a
great number of other men who believe it is the religious
content of scripture, it is the whole religious message
that in its ministry to our spiritual life, is all of God,

~

"who are still alive! .

infallibly sure, and you can bank on it and commit your-
self to it.  Now I say that any man that looks at it in that
way but still may feel there are difficulties of this kind
and mistakes of that kind, any man that can say that
much about the Scriptures, that they are inspired like
that, absolutely true for all the purposes of the religious
. life, I say that as a Baptist I can co-operate with that
man if he has got the spirit of Jesus in him.” :

- Dr. Farmer on the Ottawa Convention.
Again in his speech following Professor Marshall
on Education Day at the last Convention, referring to
the Ottawa Convention, Dr. Farmer spoke as follows:

“Now, I went to Ottawa rather expecting that the
resolution to be proposed there would be a resolution de-
"manding that we should adopt that platform (platform
of absolute inerrancy), and I went with an amendment
in my own pocket in case such a demand was made.
That amendment was to the effect that we should staqd
‘by the Bloor Street standard, the charter standard in
other words. When the resolution was offered to that
" Convention I saw it was simply a repetition of the Bloor
Street platform, and I did not produce my amendment
because it was not necessary, From that day to this.
we have stood squarely on that point.” - -

The fact is, however, Dr. Farmer, in his speech, did
not support the resolution which we had the honour -
to propose at that Convention. We cannot be sure
how he voted, but we do know that he spoke in faveur

-of the compromising amendment proposed by Mr. .

James Ryrie, and seconded by Rev. W. A. Cameron.
At the Ottawa Convention Dr. Farmer threw the
whole weight of his influence against the resolution
which the Convention supported. o

Again in his speech at the last Convention, Dr.
Farmer repeated his statement about the two views as
follows: ) _

“There are two views: There is the stricter, the closer

view, the inerrancy view; there is the other view; and
they are both within the limits of the charter.”

Thus it will be seen that Dr. Farmer is pleading for

‘the inclusion of the “looser” view of the Scripture.

While we have Dr. Farmer's speech before us it is
worthy of note that he dips a little into history and
refers to Dr. Fyfe and to Dr. W. N. Clark. In both
instances he makes the most positive assertions.
Those who remember the 1922 Convention will be
struck with the fact that Dr, Farmer has a remarkably
clear memory of some things! He is able to recall
conversations and incidents which occurred more than
thirty years ago with extraordinary vividness! It
seems to be characteristic of him that he is especially
certain when recalling the utterances of dead menl
Perhaps it is safer to speak positively respecting the
sayings of men who are dead, than to have a positive
memory in relation to events in connection with men -

We have a further example of the working of Dr.
Farmer’s mind: . . .

“Now, mark this: Those who hold what may be called
the more liberal of these two views-—both within the
charter—are not undertaking to excommunicate the
other people, they are not undertaking to excommuni-
cate the people who believe in verbal inspiration and
absolute infallibility. : —

SOME DELEGATES: They have done it. They did it
the other day. o . )
DEAN FARMER: Not for that reason. That was not
the point at all there, They have not undertaken to do
that. But what is demanded here to-day is this, A
minority has been demanding that all the others shall-



[ A
TR

8 (464) . THE GOSPEL- WITNESS

November 10, 1927

be excommunicated from the rights of membership in
this Convention.” ‘ )

We have already quoted Dr. Farmer’s plea for the
adoption of an “inclusive” policy in the educational
affairs of the Convention as reported by Mr. W. S.
Whitcombe; but that “inclusive” policy advocated by

Dr. Farmer means the inclusion of liberalism, and.

therefore the exclusion of conservatism. But enough
has been said at this point to show that if Professor
Marshall is a Modernist, he is heartily supported and
sponsored by Dr. Farmer. But what is true of Dr.
Farmer is true of the entire Governing Body in Me-
‘Master, the Senate and the Board of Governors.
" Professor Findlay Admits There Has Been Modernism in
McMaster. . .

But let us hear what one of the Professors of Mc-
Master University has to say about McMaster in the
past. Mr. James McGinlay at the last Convention re-

ported a conversation' he had had with Professor Find- -

‘lay in the following words: i

“But I was speaking one day with Dr. Findlay, who,
by the way, as a mathematical professor, shattered my
aspirations along that line. He said to me, ‘McMaster
is not as bad as it used to be. In the days of Matthews,
Foster, and Cross, we had reason to believe there was
heterodox teaching in our University.’ I would not ask
him if it was true, I would not reflect upon him to ask
him that question. We discussed it, and I asked him. if
he believed Matthews, Cross and Foster were modern-
ists. He said, ‘Yes’. I said, ‘Will you come on a public
platform and say that with me? If you do, over night
I will bid adieu to Dr. Shields for ever, and 1 will ghake
hands with the present governing body of McMaster
University, and I will endeavor to co-operate with them
in cleaning house’ But he said ‘No’. So I said, ‘All
right, I will go on.”” ) ' .

Some time later Professor Findlay asked for the
privilege of replying to Mr. McGinlay. This he did
in the following words: ’

“Mr. Chairman, I feel I must apologize for speaking
on what seems like a very trivial matter, yet I fglt that
if I kept silence it might be misinterpreted.

“I wish to say just two things. In the first place,
the conversation referred to was a confidential conversa-
tion between a professor and a student to whom he was
.assigned as adviser. Such conversations, I think, ought
to be sacred and not proclaimed around the country.
In the second place, Mr. Ginlay has not told you the main'
purport of that conversation, and what he did tell you

. can only be interpreted in view of the main purport of
that conversation. In the third place, I am rather con-
vinced, Mr. Chairman, that Mr, McGinlay has told this.
story so often that there have been certain additions
made to it which to my mind completely change the bear-
ing of the remarks quoted. I admit that a large per-
centage of.the phrases he uses were used in the conver-
sation referred to, but there are other phrases added
that are not correct, and I think they vitiate the value'
of the main points inade.”

Thus it will be seen that Professor Findlay recog-
nized that Professors Foster, Cross, and Matthews,
were Modernists, The tendencies in Professor Fos-
ter’s teaching, which were apparent enough while in

" McMaster, later developed to such an extent that he.

even suggested the possibility of a time when no liv-
'ing soul would remember even the name of Jesus!
Professor George Cross in one of his books said:

" “And now after the lapse of all the intervening cen-
turies, it I3 still an open question whether after all it
was not misleading to call Jesus the Christ.”

And Professor I. G.< Matthews, in his book, Old
Testament Life and Literature, at every point; denies

the supernaturélism of the Old Testament. Yet when

these men were here they were defended as being per-
fectly orthodox; and when Dr. Elmore Harris pro-
tested against Professor Matthews’ retention, he, too,
was called a disturber of the peace, and blamed for dis-
seminating unwarranted suspicion. ;

But surely we have said enough to prove there is
Modernism in McMaster. When it is remembered
that the powers of Parliament have been evoked so to
amend the Constitution as to give the Convention
power to exclude from the Convention those who
voice their criticism of Professor Marshall’s views, it
must be admitted that somewhere behind the scene
there is a group of men determined to work their will
for the licensing of Modernism, even though the do-
ing of it involves the wrecking of the Denomination.

Rev. John Linton Speaks.

But let us hear further testimony. After hearing
Professor Marshall’s speech, Rev. John Linton in the .

course of his .speech said: :

“I shall go out from this Convention to carry on my
.campaign with all the strength that God will give me
—(applause) —Nobody will do that with more regret than
I. I believe that all young men going out to preach the
gospel in our Baptist churches with that attitude to-
wards the Word of God,—I believe that it means the
spiritual impoverishment of our churches, and-the ulti-
mate partial paralysis of our spiritual power as a Bap-
tist denomination.” : .

Rev. H. C. Bryant.

. Among those who spoke after Professor Marshall
was Rev. H. C. Bryant who said in part: '

© “Mr. Moderator and gentlemen, this is about my first
appearance after twenty-five years in the ministry to
come to the platform to say a few words. I suppose
what I have to say may not be very acceptable to this
audience. I was rather surprised after having heard
the statement of Professor Marshall that it was so fully
- ehdorsed—(Hear, hear)—I recall the address given by
Professor Marshall at Hamilton, and I was fairly satis-
fied with his statement, and so were my people at
Smith’s Falls; but I must say that I have not been satis-
fied with the statement of Professor Marshall this after-
noon—(applause)—and I know my- people will not be
* satisfied—(Hear, hear)—as I know that eighty per cent.
of our church are opposed to the retention of Professor
Marshall. Now, I shall have to report to them what I
have heard to-day, and what the result will be I do not
know. : .
® & % .
“Nothing but a sense of responsibility would impel me
to this platform this afternoon, but if I believe the Bible
as it has been given to us by Professor Marshall, my
" preaching days will be over.—(applause)—There is no
bitterness in my heart, but I felt that I must say this in
order to be true to my Lord, and in order also to be
faithful to the church which I represent here at the
Convention.” .

An examination of the speech of Rev. Andrew Im-
rie shows that he, too, strongly expressed his dissent
from' Professor Marshall’s position. Volumes more
could be written on this point but here we rest our
case as having, we think, proved to a demonstration
that there is Modernism in McMaster.

IL

HAS THE CONVENTION ENDORSED
McMASTER'S MODERNISM?

~ At Ottawa in 1919 the Convention, by a vote that

was almost unanimous (only twelve to twenty voting

~
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against it), made a declaration in opposition to all mod-
ernistic tendencies. Again in 1924, after nearly a year's
discussion of the action of McMaster University in hon-

-ouring the noted liberal theologian, Président Faunce,"

the Convention, for the first time in McMaster's his-

tory, refused to that Institution a vote of confidence, -

and in the end of the day, passed a resolution in the

following terms: _ '

. “Whereas discussions have arisen from time to.time
within the Convention regarding the action of the Senate’

. of McMaster University in granting certain honorary
degrees, therefore be. it resolved, that without intending
any reflection upon the Senate, this Convention relies
upon the Senate to exercise care that honorary degrees
be not conferred upon religious leaders whose theological
views are known to be out of harmony with the cardinal
principles of Evangelical Christianity.”

But in Hamilton and First Avenue, by proxy votes,
McMaster University secured a verdict in support of
Professor Marshall’s Modernism. (The last Cohven-
tion in Temple Church was the first Convention at
which no proxies were allowed.) But this Convention
not only endorsed Modernism, but amended its Con-
stitution so that it might have power to silence every
critic of Modernism in the Convention. Having
amended its Constitution, it applied the provisions of
the amending Bill the next day by excluding Jarvis
Street Church from the Convention. .

We remind our readers that no intimation was given
of what the scope of the excluding resolution would
be. It was not known whether it would be directed
against one church, or against a number of churches.
But the day after the Constitution was amended, a

resolution applying to Jarvis Street alone was passed. -

Jarvis Street Church, as an organization, was given

absolutely no opportunity to defend itself; not even-

its twenty-four delegates were given opportunity to

speak. With great generosity it was proposed that

the Editor of this paper be allowed thirty minutes to
reply to all that had been said in a day and a half!

That time was exceeded somewhat, but the motion

carried, and Jarvis Street delegates were excluded.

. Thus the Convention put itself on record as being
next of kin to Ahab who, so far as it was in his power,
silenced every voice that dared to tell him the truth.

What shall we say, then, of the Convention vote?

. We still believe it was not wholly representative of
the temper of the churches. It must be remembered
that the majority of Baptist churches have McMaster
graduates for their pastors, and, with few exceptions,
wherever there was a McMaster graduate, he was
trained to manipulate the vote and to secure Mec-
Master partisans as delegates. But whatever .may be
said of the political -methods by which the vote was
secured—and we must not forget that the vote was
an open vote, and therefore not a free and untrammelled
expression—but whatever may be said, we repeat, of
the methods by which the vote was secured, the fact

_ remains that the Convention has endorsed the Mod-
ernism of McMaster; and, by its action, and in re-
sponse to the plea of Dr. Farmer—perhaps we had
better call him Dr. Substantially—the Convention has
approved of the inclusion of the principles and teach-
ings of Modernism in its programme,

. Incidentally, it occurs to us that Dean Farmer's use
of the word, “substantially”, in the Charter is a true

. over. much.

index of the character of the man—"Be not righteous
why shouldest thou destroy thy-
self?” Following Dr. Farmér’s ethics, when the man
behind the counter is asked concerning a piece of
cloth, “Is this all wool?” he need not answer, Yes or.
No—all he needs to reply is, “It is substantially so”! --
When a man desires to evade the truth when under
the necessity of making a statement in politics, or
business, or in a court of law, and he is asked respect-
ing his statement, “Is this statement true?” he replies,
“Well, it is substantially so”! When young people
stand at the marriage altar and are asked the import-
ant question, “Wilt thou. have this man?”’ and, “Wilt"
thou have this woman?” etc., each may now reply, “I
will, substantially”, and then make what mental reser-
vations they like! When a young man comes before -
an ordination council and is asked, “Do you believe
in the divine inspiration and authority of the Scrip-
turesi” he will be able to say, “Substantially, I do”!
If asked to explain what he means by that, hé may .
with force respond, “Ask Dean Farmer; he taught
me how to avoid committing myself by use of the
word, “Substantially”. .

The fact is, Dr. Farmer's psychology in this matter
Jis pure Jesuitism. Any kind of mental reservation is
possible to the man who desires to say he believes
certain things “substantially”. From this forward, it
will be impossible to hold anybody to any standard.
Professors will be able to subscribe to any statement
of faith, no matter what they believe, by use of the
word, “Substantially”. -

IIL.

CAN TRUE BAPTISTS LONGER SUPPORT
THE CONVENTION? '

At a later time we shall discuss more fully the rela-
tion of the Boards to McMaster, and to the Conven-
tion at large. It is enough now to say that every
Board of the Convention has become a tool of Mc-
Master University, and is being used as an instrument
of persecution by which every church and every pas-
tor, in any sense dependent upon any Board, is being .
made subject to its despotic will. The independence
of the churches is no longer respected, and every min- .
ister who dares to oppose the will of the machine is
marked for destruction. ’

In the Great War, did any loyal British subject
give money for the manufacture of munitions to be
used by Germans against our own soldiers? And it
has come to a day when every dollar entrusted to any
Board serves only to increase that Board's power
either to destroy or to distress churches and ministers
who stand for the faith.

The same responsibility rests upon missionaries in
India and Bolivia as rests upon the people at home,
to stand boldly for the faith. It was at the suggestion
of one of our foreign missionaries that we first took
up arms against this enemy of the truth in the Conven-
tion; and if foreign missionaries have not the courage
of their convictions, they do not deserve our support.
There is grave reason to fear that at least some of our
foreign missionaries have wandered nearly as far from
the truth of the gospel as have some of those who are
nearer home. S _

: (Continued on page 14.)
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How We May Have A Revival

A Sermon by the Pator, Dr. T. T. Shields.

Preached in Jarvis Street Baptlst Church Toronto, Sunday Mornmg, October 23rd, 1927.
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“For in the hth year of his reign, while h et youn,
David his father: m:‘m Ihz twelfth year &bmn.m.pu::'c } o ane
iten images.
“And they brake down the altars of Baalim in his p

the groves, and the carved images,

them, he cut down; and the groves, and the

: “And ho dld dut which was right in the sight of the Lord, and walked in the ways of Devid his
and d to the right hand, nor to the left. .

h- bof:n to seek after the God of
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he brake in piecas, and

made dust of them, and strowed it upon the graves of them tlut had sacrificed unto them.
“And he bum: the bones of the priests upon their altars, and cleansed Judsh and Jorussiom.”

—2 Chron. 34:1-3

I have read a few verses, but the subject I bring before
you extends over the thirty-fourth and. thxrty-ﬁfth
chapters.

The Bible is a history, a record, of revxva.ls again and
"again you will find God’s people turning away from Him,
and then, by His matchless grace, being brought back
again. Abraham went out from Ur of the Chaldees, “not
knowing whither he went”; and when a famine arose in

the land, instead of meeting it in faith, he went down t6 -

Egypt, and there got into great troublc, and. dishonoured
the Lord. Then he came back again to the place of the
altar which he had made at the first, and called upon the
name of the Lord.

I have observed sometimes when travellmg on certain
trains—they are not as common now as they were a
few years ago—that between stations they made good

speed ; but they spent so much time on the sidings, shunt-

ing back and forth, that the whole journey occupied twice
the time of an ordinary train. And therg are many Christ-
ian people like that: they run well for-a while, and then .
they are-sidetracked; like Abraham, they go down into
Egypt; they come face to face with some great difficulty,
and instead of believing God and meeting it in faith,
they resort to expediency; they go the way of their own
reason, they walk sometimes in the “counsel of the
ungodly”. Then, like Abraham, they must needs come
back again to the place of the altar which they made at the
first, between Bethel and Hai, and there call upon the
name of the Lord.

You will find, too, that the history of Israel, as a nation

is very largely the history of revival. Again and again
false religion found place in Israel’s life, and the people
followed after Baal, or Ashteroth, or some other heathen
deity ; they turned aside from God, they forgot God, and
walked in their own ways.
_visited them, and He turned them back again into the
" ways of holiness. So has it been since the canon of
Scripture was closed. All down through the Christian
_ dispensation there have been periods when evil seemed
to be in the ascendancy, when “truth was fallen in.the
street”, when men ceased to seek after God, when the
-Word of God was discredited, .and, in some quarters,
discarded. And then again God has visited His people.

Then in His mercy, He -

Thereis a prophecy in the Scriptures of a time of great
spiritual declension, of great, of general, of almost uni-

- versal, apostasy, preceding the coming of the Lord. I
- do not know whether we are in that apostasy to-day. I

think there is danger sometimes of our jumping to con-
clusions too hastily. A more thorough acquaintance with
church history, with the record of the past, would some-
times, I venture to think, lead us to hope for better things.
If you read of the rellgxous condition of England prior
to' the great Wesley and Whitfield revivals, it would be
difficult, I think, to find anything more discouraging,
more distressing, than the condition of the professed
_church of Christ at that time. Or if you read the history
“of religious movements in this country, particularly at
the beginning of the nineteenth century, you will find
that Deism was rampant, that Unitarianism seemed to be
sweeping all before it, and it really seemed as though the .
last dark days had come. You know that in the days
of the Napoleonic wars there was a widely-spread belief
that Napoleon was himself the Antichrist; and when The
Great War came, there were many who asked whether
this was the end of all things. But I can find no reason
in the Word of God for our refusing to believe that
God may yet visit His people. Where one conversion is -
possible, a thousand are possible. Only the Spirit of God
can save a soul; and if one man be really saved, it is the
work of the Spmt of God. He is still with us, and we are
not straitened in Him, but in ourselves. :
So I turn to this chapter of ancient history to show you
" how God visited His people at that time, and ‘how a re-
vival came to a whole nation. Josiah was king, and it is
recorded of him that, “he did that which was right in the
sight of the Lord”, and “declined neither to the right
‘hand, nor to the left ” for “while he was yet young, he -
began to seek after the God of David his father.”

I

First of all, there was a man who gave himself to
one pursuit, who determined to know what was possible
for him to know of God, who whole-heartedly sought
after the God of his fathers——and He Was A Young
MAN. “While he was yet young” the revival came, not
through a man whose years were multiplied, but through
one of the yotingest in the realm. It has often been so.
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The great revival of the Ottawa Valley, of which Ralph
Connor speaks in one of his books, is said to have, begun

in a Baptist church; and it originated, so far as lmman_

agencies were concemed with two little girls who went
from their school each day at noon to pray. It was, I be-
lieve, 'during that great revival that our own Professor
P. S. Campbell was converted.

It may be there is some young man here th:s morning,
some boy, to whom the Spirit of God may speak, who will
be a Josiah in this generation. If that be so, then your
first concern must be to know God for yourself, and to
seek Him with all your heart as did Josiah, He will not
be found without your seeking, but “whosoever shall
call on the name of the Lord shall be saved.” He is not
a God who is afar off. He hears the cry even of little
children. What a blessed thing it would be if we could
hear of some of our boys and girls taking part of the
lunch hour just to wait upon God! Oh, that God would

call young men and women, and boys and. girls, in this’

place, and give to them the Spirit of grace and of sup-
plication, and teach them how to pray! Seek revival for
yourself first before you seek it for others; make sure
that your own heart is right with God, no matter what
conditions may obtain about you.

- Especially ought this to be true of those who occupy

positions of leadership. Oh, let me address your Sunday
School teachers. Josiah, of course, was kmg, and none
of us are brought to such an exalted position, yet in our
measure we have certain responsibilities of leadership,
every one. Will you who are teachers in'the School
think again of the responsibility which rests upon you
for the salvation of the scholars in your class, for the
salvation, perhaps, of hundreds of people whom you may

touch through those scholars if you yourself are filled

'with the Holy Ghost? No matter how large or small
the class may be, how young or old your scholars, what-
~ever their position, God only asks that men and woinen,

and boys and girls, should be His, surrendered to Him;
and there is no instrument thus surrendered which He
cannot sovereignly use for the accomplishment of ‘His
purpose of grace. Will you go home, teacher, this morn-
ing with a new sense of responsibility? Will you deter-
mine, as God shall help you, that you will be a channel of
His grace and power? that your class may be set on fire
for God, and that through those boys and girls, or young
men and women, others may be saved? So let me make
application of the principle to the officers of the school,
to the deacons. of the church, and to the pastor of the
church. Whatever others do, we must seek the God of

" . our fathers; we must be nght with-Him; we must be in

daily fellowsh:p and communion with the Most High, in
order that the power from on high may ﬂow through us
to others

IL

How, THEN, DID JOSIAH EXERCISE HIS REVIVING
MINISTRY ? What did Josiah do in the name of the Lord?
This is a strange story. We hear. everywhere to-day that
if you warit to have revival you must have done with all
contention, and with all controversy—but you never will
" finish with controversy until the devil is cast into the bot-

tomless pit, and chained. We are told everywhere that
" the way to have revival is to find some middle ground of
compromise. My brethren and sisters, the Holy Spirit is
the . Spirit of Truth, and He never compromxses with

" glorify Christ;

\sacnﬁced unto them”.

error ; He has no fellowship with the men of compromise;
He will never work through the man who surrenders the
truth of God, never. I care not who the preacher is, or .
the church, or the denomination, that body of people is
destitute of spiritual power, and can have no experience
of the Holy Spirit’s ministry, that does not exalt Jesus
Christ above all. He must in all things have the pre-
eminence. The special function of the Holy Ghost is to
and the man, or the people, who would
reduce the Lord Jesus to the level of a man, who would
deny His absolute authority in all realms, can never have
the Holy Ghost. They may have many substitutes for that
Divine Energy, they may offer “strange fire” before the
Lord, but God the Holy Ghost will never work with any'
man or people who compromise with error. - :

-What did Josiah do? Listen to the record: “He began '
to purge Judah and Jerusalem from the high places, and
the groves, and the carved images, and the molten im-.
ages. And they brake down the altars of Baalim in his
presence; and the images, that were on high above them,
he cut down; and the groves, and the carved images, and
the molten images, he brake in pieces, and made dust of
them; and strowed it upon the graves of them'that had
—he destroyed every symbol of a
false religion; he ground into powder everything that
lifted its hand against the supremacy of Jehovah. My dear

.friends, I am confident that that church, and that people,

will never have a revival who consent to those who deny
the authority of the Word of God Certainly when human
effort, when sacrifices of man’s devising, are offered in-
stead of the one and only Sacrifice for sin, God the
Holy Ghost will not bless that service. And I hold it to
be a duty, if we would have a revival, to break down the
idols, to destroy the altars, to unsheath the sword of
God'’s truth against every man who dares to challenge the
absolute Lordship of Jesus Christ. -

"I have no hope that the Holy Spirit can bless my min-

lxstry in the least, if, for a moment, anywhere, at any

time, I should assume an attitude of acquiescence toward
those damnable things that are destroying the souls of
men. We shall go on with the controversy, we shall never
cease it as long as there is a pagan altar to be destroyed,

. as long as there is a heresy to be exposed, as long as man,

in his folly, sets up his own thinking in opposition to that
which is revealed as the very Word of God. It must be
our duty, iin the light of this truth, and in the power of |
the Holy Ghost, to destroy it. We have been talking
about controversy in these days, and I agree with Rev.
John Linton who is reported to have said, that he should

" far rather see McMaster University cast into the depth of

the sea than that it should go on in its present course.
Beyond all peradventure, it is at present an instrument of
Antichrist, it is inspired of him who hates the Word of
God; and unless God shall stretch forth His hand in
judgment or in mercy, it will go on corrupting the lives
of men, and turning the whole people away from God.
God give us strength ever to contend for the truth, and .
to grind to powder that Wl’llCh is opposed to the gospel
of the grace of God!

‘Noéw another thing: it is useless for us to speak of that
in other lives and in other denominations, unless we apply
the principle to ourselves. Let there be no pagan in our
own hearts; let there be no substitute for the divine
oracles in our lives; let there be nothing put in the place
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of the Supreme Sacrifice there. Let us seek with all our
hearts unto the God of our fathers, and without reserve
dedicate ourselves to His service. oo

IIL S .-
You will be surprised at the second point which this
chapter brings out. After he had destroyed the idols,
what do you suppose Josiah did? HE AUTHORIZED A GREAT

coLLEcTioN! Think of that! The people began to bring .

their money, they presented a great offering to the Lord
. for the repair of His house; or, in other words, for the
- support and propagation of the truth of God as it was
represented by that house of prayer. Sometimes I fear
that I have.been derelict in my duty in this respect; but
nothing is more clearly taught in the Word of God than
this, that God requires of every one of His true children
that every day we live there should be a recognition of
‘God in our material affairs. Who is it gives the power
to get wealth? By whose mercy and grace do we enjoy
_ health’ and strength, and physical and mental ability, to
play our part in the world of men? What we receive, be
it little or much, comes to us because God has enabled us
to earn it; and if we are His, we do not own a penny, not
a penny. “Ye are not your own. Ye are bought with a
price.” The Scriptures speak most strongly of people
who do not recognize God in their giving. It uses this
. strong term, “Will a man rob God? Yet ye have robbed
me. But ye say, Wherein have we robbed thee? In
tithes of offerings.” And has God so small a place in your
- life and mine that He has nothing to do with our money?
" What is our money? It is the product of our labour. How
much time do you spend in eamning it? “Why,” you say,
“every day I live except Sunday. I have to labour all the
" time.” What you receive is the product of your life's in-
vestment, and God comes and says, “Recognize me there”.
And the man. who does not recognize God there, will
never be a spiritual power; he never will have spiritual
blessing. Never can the Holy Spirit, Who is One with
the Father Who gave His only begotten Son, and Who
in very essence is love itself, never will He co-operate
. IVYIi'th us while we withhold our tithe, our money, from

im,

That is in the lesson! I did not look for it, it was there.
When I came upon it I said, “That is one of the condi-
tions of revival; first, breaking down the altars, and
then building up the work of God.” And what need there
is for money nowadays! Think of these little churches!

" Think of these groups of believers all over these two
provinces! Because of their devotion to the Word of

God some people will walk out from the buildings which '

they have built, into which they have put their very life’s
. blood, and go out to worship in a little store or somewhere
else. I expect to go to Lindsay tomorrow to assist in
the recognition of a new Baptist Church made up of
people who said, “We can stand it no longer. We are

going to stand for God and His Word.” Do you not think

they ought to be re-inforced by Baptist believers every-
where? Ought we not to have money just pouring into
our missionary treasuries, so that we shall be able to stand
behind them?

The Home Mission Board of the Convention from
which this church has been excluded, say in their report
“to the Convention, “So many churches hdave declared for
self-support.” Well, it is true, and it is not true. .Some of
them declared for self-support because the Home Mission
Board said, “Obey us, or we will not give you another

‘blessing will be ours.

. dollar.” And fhey said, “We will go out without anything
.before we will surrender.” One heroic pastor who lives,

even at best, on a starvation salary, sat here on this plat-
form last week, and he said to us, “My stand will mean

" -at least the loss of three hundred dollars a year, but I take

it.” I know of men who have had to dissolve partnership
in business, who have lost hundreds of dollars, and per-
haps thousands of dollars, because they would not betray.
the Lord. A So I say there is a place for generous, for.
sacrificial, giving. Although, blessed be God, we have a
house here that does not let in the storm; we have plenty
of need every day here with our Seminary, and all our
multiplied activities; but think of the places that have nry
house at all! Think of the places in this province, scores.
of towns and-villages, where there is scarcely a testimony
for God at all, into which we ought to go and carry the
gospel. These young men that are coming to our Sem-
inary, in three or four years will be ready to go out—
where shall they go? We ouglit to be opening up doors
everywhere for them, and take this province for God, by °
the gospel of God’s grace. If we are going to have such
a revival that will spread over the whole country, let us
see to it that we follow the example of those men wh
gave of their money. '
The money was put into the hands of the artificers, the
workmen of various ranks, and they used it “to repair and .
amend the house.” Now that is the kind of amendment
that I believe in! (‘That is rather an archaic form of ex-
pression, Mr. Stockley). They did not give the money
to pass an amended resolution, but they gave the money,
“they put it in the hand of the workmen that had the
oversight of the house of the Lord, and they gave it to
the workmen that wrought in the house of the Lord, to
repair and amend the house. Even to the artifices and

* builders gave they it, to buy hewn stone, and timber for

couplings, and to floor the houses which the kings of
Judah had destroyed.” : : Ny
What was the money for? Josiah came upon a Jay in -
Israel’s history when the very temple of the Lord had
been defiled, and when that which in earlier years had
been meant for the worship of God had been put o °
wrong uses. And so they had to “floor the houses which
the kings of Judah had destroyed”. And we shall have
to go into places and build another house, because the
devil has stolen the house that was built for the wor-
ship of God. That is strong speech, is it not? It is in-
tended to be strong, for it is literally true that God is
crowded out of His dwelling place. So let us remember .
that, and bring of our substance to the Lord; and great

. IV. - .
Then the next thing: while they were repairing the
house THEY FOUND SOMETHING THAT HAD BEEN LOST. IN

THE HOUSE OF THE LorD. Why was a revival needed? -

Because THEY HAD LOST THE Book oF THE Lorp—and,
strangely enough, it was lost in the house of the Lord.
I can find hundreds of men on the street who make no
profession of religion, and who say - this, “Well, sir, I
don’t go to church very often, but when I do go to church
I want to hear the Bible; and if these preachers have no
Bible, I wonder what right they have to preach at all?
I don't know much about it, but when I go to church
I want to hear the Bible, the Word of God.” The man in
the street is not the man, left to himself, who is opposed
to the Word of God. I know the publicans and sinners
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joined with the religious leaders in Christ’s day in de-
manding His blood, but left to themselves they would not
have done it. It was the religious leaders of the day that
took the Incarnate Word to the Cross; and the gospel
of Jesus Christ has always found its most vigorous op-
position through men who were called “religious leaders”.
This dccursed thing called Modernism has originated in
religious circles, it is a college movement; that is where it
originated. In the very house of the Lord, the Word of
the L.ord has been lost, buried beneath heaps of rubbish.
And if we are to have a revival, it will come by taking
this Book from where human unbelief has buried it, back
to the chief place in the house of the Lord. When the
Word of the Lord is exalted, when preachersicome back
- to proclaim the Word of the Lord, we shall have revival.
. The need of the hour is the restoration of the Word

of God to its proper place in the house of God. Hilkiah
said, “We have found a book, we have found a book by
the hand of Moses, the book of the Law. And when they
brought out the money that was brought into the house of
the Lord”—now mark that: Hilkiah found the book of
the Law given by Moses, after they had brought their
money—"And when they brought out the money that was
brought into the house of the Lord, Hilkiah the priest
found a book of the Law of the Lord by Moses. And
- Hilkiah answered and said to Shaphan the scribe, I have
. found the book of the law in the house of the Lord. And
Hilkiah delivered the book to Shaphan. And Shaphan
carried the book to the king, and brought the king word
. back again, saying, All that was committed to thy
servants, they do it. And they have gathered together the

money that was found in the house of the Lord, and have -

. delivered it into the hand of the overseers, and to the

"hand of the workmen. Then Shaphan the scribe told the
. king, saying, Hilkiah, the priest hath given me_a book.
And ‘Shaphan read it before the king. And it came to
pass, when the king heard the words of the law, that
he rent his clothes.” When he heard the terrible things
that were in the Word of the Lord, the woes, the judg-
ments, that were pronounced upon sinners in the Word
of the Lord, the king rent his clothes. Oh, my friends,
if we can get back to the Word of the Loord, and hear
what the Word of the Lord has to say about sin and
judgment, we shall all rend our clothes; we shall sit
down in sackcloth and ashes, and repent before God of
all our wickednesses, when we get back 'to the Word of
-the Lord. When a man is supremely satisfied with him-

- . self, magnifying humanity, and talking.about evolution

as Bishop Barnes does, that man has got away from the
Word of the Lord. It is a mistake, they say, to suppose
that man is a fallen creature. It is a mistake to believe

that God breathed into his nostrils the breath of life, and

that back there he became a living soul. Man has emerged

from a lower animal order, and even his mind, his intelli- -

_ gence, and his spirit, are all the products of evolution! In
other words, it is the damnable heresy that man made
himself by forces inherent in himself, instead of the great
truth of the Bible that he was made in the image and
likeness of God, that he sinned against God, and has
fallen from his high estate. If we get back to the Book
" of the Lord, we shall find what God intended us to be, we
shall see the high and holy standard which God, has set
up; and, if we measure ourselves by it, we shall be like
- Josiah and repent in sackcloth and ashes; we shall say
with Isaiah, “Woe is me! for I am undone; because I am
a man of unclean lips, and I dwell in the midst of a people

of unclean lips: for mine eyes have seen the King, the
Lord of hosts.” :

Do you want to have a revival in your own heart? Find
the book. Do you want to get back to God? Begin to
read the Book—not a verse a day, but read it, and study-
"it, and let God speak to you out of the Book. And when
He speaks out of His Book, we shall be ashamed of our-
selves every one, we shall be so concerned on account of
our own sin that we shall hide our faces before Him.
Then you will understand the necessity for the blood, my
friends. - Oh, if we see ourselves in God’s light we shall
come to understand that: '

“None but Jesus,
Can do helpless sinners good.”

V.

He found the Book in the house of the Lord where it
had been lost. And they read it—and what followed?
After they read the Book THEY WERE DRIVEN TO PRAYER,
Josiah said, “Go, enquire of the Lord for me, and for
{them that are left in Israel, and in Judah, concerning the
words of the book that is found: for great is the wrath
of the Lord that is poured out upon us, because our
fathers”—listen—*because our fathers have not kept the

"~ word of the Lord, to do after all that is written in this

book.” And so they began to pray. And as they prayed,
they got another message from the Lord. Oh, it was a -
terrible message, it told of the destruction of Judah, and

. fearful judgments upon Judah—and what did the king

do? “Then the king sent and gathered together all the -
elders of Judah and Jerusalem. And the king went up
into the house of the Lord, and all the men of Judah, and
the inhabitants of Jerusalem, and the priest, and the -
Levites, and all the people, great and small: and he read
in their ears all the words of the book of the covenant
that was found in the house of the Lord. And the king-
stood in his place, and made a covenant before the Lord,
to walk after the Lord, and to keep his commandments,
and his testimonies, and his statutes, with all his heart,
and with all his soul, to perform the words of the cove-
nant which are written in this book. And he caused all
that were present in Jerusalem and Benjamin to stand .
to it. And the inhabitants of Jerusalem did according
to the covenant of God, the God of their fathers. And
Josiah took away all the abominations out of all the
countries that pertained to the children of Israel, and
made all that were present in Israel to serve, even to
serve the Lord their God. And all his days they departed
not from following the Lord, the God of their fathers.” -
And so revival came; and the judgment, for the time
being at least, during Josiah’s days, was averted.
Then he proclaimed a feast, and they came together
to the Passover, and such a Passover was observed in
Jerusalem as had never been observed since the days-of
Samuel: “There was no passover like that kept in Israel
from the days of Samuel the prophet; neither did all the
kings of Israel keep such a passover as Josiah kept.”
And what was the Passover? To what did the people
gather in that time of great revival? To the memorial of
the slain Lamb, to the observance of the ordinance which
celebrated the Lord’s Passover. And, my friends, as we
. pray and wait upon God, and see ourselves as sinners,
"and make a covenant with Him, and yield ourselves to
Him, there will be one hope for us only, and that will

be the blood of the Lamb: “If we walk in the light, as
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he is in the light, we have fellowship one with another,
and the blood of Jesus Christ his Son cleanseth us from

all sin.”

Shall we all come back to Him this morning, if we

- have wandered? Shall we make a covenant with Him
to-day, that we will walk in His ways? Shall we give
the Word of God its proper place? Shall we honour the
Lord with our substance and with the firstfruits of all
our increase? Shall we do all that the Word of the Lord

" commands us to do? If we do, there will be a revival,
a great revival. And I am sure that the things that have
happened unto us in recent days will fall out to the
“furtherance of the gospel”, we shall go untrammelled
with nothing but the Word of God to preach, nothing but
the gospel to proclaim, nothing but the blood to offer for
the sinner’s hope, for the salvation of men. Oh, that God'’s

~ peoplé would this morning,— :

“Break down every idol, cast out every foe— .
Now wash me, and I shall be whiter than snow.”

Let us pray: We come to Thee, O Lord, saying this
morning, “Wilt Thou not revive us again, that Thy
people may rejoice in Thee.”” How many are there in
Thy presence this morning who recall days of blessed
fellowship with Thee, days when wholeheartedly they

- wrought in the work of the Lord, days when the Word;'
of God was precious to them, and the Voice from heaven
continually whispered the promises of God to their souls.

But many have lost that joy, they have lost that con-

sciousness of the divine favour, they have lost the power -

that comes from walking with God; and they have to
say, as we have been singing this morning:

“Where is the blessedness I knew -
When first I saw the ‘Lord?
Where is the soul-refreshing view

Of Jesus and His word?

- “What peaceful hours I once enjoyed— -
How sweet their memory stilll

_ But they have left an aching void
The world can never fill.”

O, Thou compassionate Spirit, bring them back again,
bring them back again. Hast Thou not said, “I will heal
their backslidings, I will love them freely”’? Lord, we
beseech Thee, bring the backslider home. And there are
some who scarcely will admit they belong to that class,
yet they have forsaken their first .love, and they are
" neither cold nor hot, but lukewarm, and Thou hast said

*I will spue thee out of my mouth”. O may the heavenly.
. fire be kindled within, may their lukewarmness be for-.

given. Set them on fire for the Lord, we pray Thee;
bring them back again. It may be there are some here
this morning who, have been like Peter, warming them-

selves by the enemy’s fire, denying their Lord in the day

of His great trial, and Thou hast looked upon such this
morning, and they are disposed to weep and to remember
how lovingly Thou didst warn them that they might fall
by the way. Oh, wilt Thou bring Peter back again?
Grant, we beseech Thee, that he may hear the voice of
the angel from the risen Christ, “Go tell His disciples,
and Peter.” Bring him back again, O Lord. If any of
us have rendered Thee a grudging service, if any of us

have withheld that which was due, if any of us have
robbed God, O forgive us, and help us, we pray Thee,
that we may be true to Thee, and bring in“all the tithes
into the storehouse, that thére may be meat in mine

‘house, and prove me now herewith, saith the Lord of

hosts, if I will not open you the windows of heaven, and
pour you out a blessing, that there shall not be room
enough to receive it. And I will rebuke the devourer for
your sakes.” Then wilt Thou give us plenty even in the

midst of famine, and it shall be known to all that the -

Lord God is in the midst of His people. O, Father, Son,
and Holy Ghost, we are before Thee, wilt Thou not
revive us again? Send Thy reviving Spirit this morning,
break down all resistance, make Thy people forget time
and every material and physical interest and shut us up
in these few moments to God. Let there be a real deal-
ing with God. this morning on the part of every. one in .

. Thy holy presence. O come to us, begin a revival here

that shall spread throughout the whole land, that shall
carry a flaming message of the gospel to every corner of
this continent, and even to the uttermost parts of the
earth. Lord, let it be known that Thou art God, that we
are Thy servants, and that we have done all these things
at Thy word. .So let the heavenly fire fall that the multi-
tudes may cry, “The Lord, he is God; the Lord, he is
2od.” We ask it in the name of Jesus Christ our Lord,
men. :

McMASTER “SUBSTANTIALLY” ORTHODOX.
"+ " (Continued from page 9.) '

~.-We do not see how any church protesting against

the action of the Convention, can, with any degree of
consistency, support the Boards which. are subject to
the Convention. We do not suggest that any church
withdraw from the Convention; let the churches wait
until the Convention excludes them. In spite of what

" Dr. MacNeill and others have said, every Regular

Baptist Church in Ontario and Quebec has a vested

- right of control in the funds of McMaster University,

and of all the Convention organizations; and we sug-
gest that every church should stay in the Convention,
in order that the onus legally may rest with the Con-
vention. And inasmuch as every Baptist church has

- vested money in the various properties held by the various

Boards, and inasmuch as every Baptist church has
a share in the McMaster estate, every church has a
right to remain in the Convention, even though it
makes no contribution to its funds. -
Furthermore, we urge the orthodox Baptists who
stand for the faith of Christ in the various churches,
not to be too hasty in transferring their membership
to other churches. Of course, where the modernistic
element is overwhelmingly in the majority, and there
seems to be no reasonable chance of turning the tide,
we would suggest that members transfer their mem-
bership to some other church where they can heartily .
co-operate with the work. But in many churches of -
which we have knowledge, where the church itself, at
its-heart, is true to the Book, and is prevented from
expressing itself only because it has a McMaster pas--
tor, we would recommend the members of the church
to stay in that church and force the issue, and endea-
vour, if possible, to save the church for a true min-

-istry of the Word. . '



