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The subject of the second advent of our Lord, to the
believer, is always one of thrilling interest. It is no
wonder that it should be so. If once we are assured that
this is promised in the Word of God, that the day must
come when Jesus Christ of Nazareth, Who was crucified,
Who died for our sins and was buried, and Who rose
again and ascended into heaven, shall Himself return to
this earth, with all the glory of the Father and the holy
angels, surely there can be no subject of greater
importance to the believer.

Nor is it surprising that it should have been made by
many a subject of speculation, and that within the scope
of those scriptures which speak of His. coming, even de-
vout souls should have allowed their imaginations rather
to run away with them. Nor is it to be wondered at that

‘a subject of so great importance, in its consideration
should be attended often by many extravagances, and by
much that is as.unreasonable as it is-unscriptural.

I would warn you against the danger of taking your
own or anyone else’s religious views for granted. If
those things which we believe are firmly grounded in the
teaching of God’s Word, it must always be profitable for
us to reconsider them; for if our positions are substan-

tiated by Scripture, a re-examination will tend only to.

the confirmation of our faith. On the other hand, if we
have been tempted to mix human opinion with the plain
and unmistakable revelation of Scripture, a more careful
analysis will enable us to separate the chaff from the

wheat, and to feed our souls excluswely upon that which ~

God Himself has revealed. .

I ask you to study this subject thh me th:s evening
in a very simple way. And I would remind you, before
coming to an exposition of the subject, that there is only
one Book that has ever been written that can speak

authoritatively on this subject. Only last week I answer-
ed a letter from a minister—whether a young man
or not, I do not know. He asked me to recommend
to him the best book on the second coming of Christ.
I suggested to him that I knew of nothing com-
parable to the Bible. If only men would study the Word
of God, instead of reading the Word through the medium
of human opinion, they would be saved from many errors.
The sermon I preach to-night, like every evening sermon,
will be printed, and you may have a copy of it. But I
ask you not to believe anything I say because I say it.
Some years ago an appreciative hearer who was accus-
tomed to have a very comfortable morning every time
he came to church—he nodded assent to everything I
said, as Mr. Moody once said of a man in his congrega-
tion—met me at the door one Sunday morning, and said,
“I say, Amen, to everything you say.” To which I re-
plied, “That is a dangerous practice for anyone, but par-
tiqularly so in your case, for you do not hear what I
say.” He slept through the sermon, and, on awaking,
said, Amen.

Furthermore, I would suggest that you try what you
hear in this_church, and what you hear everywhere, by
the Word of God. Whoever speaks not accordmg to the
testimony of the Book, it is because there is no light
in him,

L

Let me remark first that'the SECOND COMING OF CHRIST
1S ABSOLUTELY CERTAIN. There is no questlon about-it.
Jesus Christ will come.

He said He would come. I need only remind you of
two or three things, and those of you who know some-
thing of the Bible will readily recall to mind many scrip-
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tures which verify these statements. “If I go and pre-
pare a place for you, I will come again, and receive you
unto myself.”” Our Lord Jesus plainly declared in many
passages that He would come.

The chapter from which our text is taken is one of the
great passages setting forth the promise of the second
advent of our Lord: “Watch therefore: for ye know not
what hour your Lord doth come.” Though we do not
know when He will come, He assures us He will come.

The apostles believed He would come, and they so
taught. They were present when the angels appeared,
and as they looked up steadfastly into heaven, the angels
said, “Ye men of Galilee, why stand ye gazing up into
heaven? this same Jesus, which is taken up from you into
heaven, shall so come in like manner as ye have seen him
go into heaven.”

All through the Acts of the Apostles, and throughout
the epistles, that great truth is declared. Peter, speak-
ing of the coming of the Lord, as we read this evening,
referred to the writings of Paul whom he described as
his “beloved brother Paul”, and said that “in all his
epistles” he spoke of these things. The Scripture is full
of predictions of the Lord’s second coming.

His second coming, whatever it may mean, i3 as cer-
tain as His first advent. As an interesting study, I sug-
gest that you read the Gospels through, and see how fre-
quently the Spirit of God refers to the predictions of the
Lord’s first coming, and how literally, even to the last
. detail, the scriptures which promised His first advent
were fulfilled. When He told Peter to sheathe his sword,
He said, “Thinkest thou that I cannot now pray to my
_Father, and he shall presently give me more than twelve
Jegions of angels? But how then shall the scriptures be
fulfilled, that thus it must be?” In those closing hours
of His earthly life, prior to the cross, it seemed as though
events crowded upon one another to fulfill the predictions
relating to the, days of His flesh. Christ Himself said,
“The scripture cannot be broken”; hence the promises of
His second coming will most certainly be fulfilled.

II.

What is His second coming? Sometimes it is neces-
sary to deal with elementary principles, even when speak-
ing to such as think they have outgrown the alphabet,
and who think they are well instructed. THE COMING
OF CHRIST IS A PERSONAL COMING. He will come Himself.

The promise of His second coming was not fulfilled
when He came at Pentecost in the person of the Holy
Spirit. Study the first and second chapters of Acts, and
you will easily.- see that His “coming in like manner” as
He was seen to go was not fulfilled in the descent of the

‘Holy Ghost when He came in all the fulness of His power

for He came “as of a rushing mighty wind, and it filled
all the house where they were sitting: And there ap-
peared unto them cloven tongues like as of fire, and it
sat upon each of them”. Subsequently to that, all the
apostles spoke of the coming of Christ. They knew the
Holy Spirit had come, and that the second coming of
Christ was an entirely different matter.

Nor is the scriptural second coming of Christ realized
when the principles of His gospel become regnant in a
humam life. There is a sense in which the Holy Spirit
comes to every believer, for if a man hath not the Spirit
of Christ “he is none of his”. He comes to dwell with us,
and in us; and to enable us, by His divine power, to work
out our own salvation with fear and trembling. There

ought to be a growing conformity to the likeness of Christ,
on the part of all believers. But that does not mean that

the promise of the Lord’s second advent has been fulfilled. *

It means vastly more than the supremacy of the prin-
ciples of His teaching, or the establishment of any social

"condition of righteousness in the world. One feels like

apologizing for refuting such an idea of the Second
Coming. Notwithstanding it is an idea put forward by
many. He Himself will come. As He came first in
bodily form, and was seen of men, “shewing himself alive
after his passion by many infallible proofs”, so He will
come again.

That is a tremendous truth, that the historic Jesus
will actually come, that His feet shall stand upon the
Mount of Olives, that Job was not mistaken when he
said, “I know that my redeemer liveth, and that he shall
stand at the latter day upon the earth; and though after
my skin worms destroy this body, yet in my flesh shall
I see God.” There is nothing in prospect comparable
in importance, to the believing soul, to the second ad-
vent of our Lord. It is no wonder believers are de-
scribed as those who “love his appearing”.

Let me pause to say to you who profess and call your-
selves Christians, that you may very usefully employ
this doctrine to test the reality of your own experience.
I have met many people who call themselves Christians,
who will discuss at length the church to which they

belong, and their minister, who will talk religion by the
‘hour; but who, when you speak to them of their personal

relationship to Jesus Christ, are dumb. - They know
nothing about it. They may be church members, but
the idea of knowing Christ, of talking with Him, and
walking with Him daily, is foreign to them. - If you
have but a formal, nominal religion, and do not know
Christ experimentally, I should not expect that you would
experience any ecstasy in contemplation of the prospect
of His own personal return. I greatly fear His coming
would be rather a shock, a staggering surprise, to many
professing Christians. If you would know whether you
really love Hlm or not, ask yourself whether you “love
his appearing”.

r

Would you like Him to come? Would you be thrilled

could you hear the voice of the archangel, and the trump
of God, and be assured that now is the end of all dark-

"ness, that He Himself had come Who is the light of the

world? May we all be numbered among those who “love
his appearing”, and who love to contemplate the truth
of it! -

His coming will not be secret. He will not come
quietly, and in such a way that only a few may know
He has come. I assert that the idea of the secret com-
ing of our Lord for His saints and then with His saints,
is without a vestige of scriptural support. It is purely
a human theory, based upon human imagination. I defy
anyone in the world to produce one solitary scripture that
can support that vain idea. The coming of our Lord
will be manifest and glorious.

His coming will be visible, not to a few, dbut to all:
“Behold, he cometh with clouds and every eye shall see

_him, and they also which pierced him.” Repeatedly our

Lord said, “And then shall they see the Son of man
coming in a cloud with power and great glory.” The idea
that the Divine Bridegroom will effect some sort of

elopement, and come secretly, and steal His bride away,

is not only destitute of seriptural warrant, but is not
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honouring to the Lord. Jesus Christ. When He comes, He
will come publicly and openly, visibly. We look for that

“blessed hope, and the glorious appearing of the great '

God and our Saviour Jesus Christ.”

In the chapter from which our text is taken we are
specially warned against those who say, “Behold, he is
in the desert . . . behold, he is in the secret chambers.”
The Word says, “Believe it not. For as the lightning
cometh out of the east, and shineth even unto the west;
80 shall also the coming of the Son of man be.” Do not
accept my saying. Test it by the Word of God. Look
for yourselves. You say, “It must be there.” If it is,
you can find it; and I shall be glad to hear from' you
when you find it. I have never been able to discover
anything to approx1mate it.

The Lord’s coming will be not only visible, but audible:
“The Lord himself shall descend from heaven with a
shout, with the voice of the archangel, and with the trump
of God: and the dead in Christ shall rise first.” I have
repeatedly reminded you that anyone who can make a
secret coming of that has no appreciation of the value
of language. If that is a secret coming, language ceases
to have . any significance. He shall come “with a shout,
-with the voice of the archangel, and with the trump of
God.”

The coming of Christ is elsewhere associated with the
sounding of the trumpet: “In a moment, in the twinkling
of an eye, at the last trump: for the trumpet shall sound,
and the dead shall be raised incorruptible, and we shall
be changed.” The coming of Christ will be both visible
and audible.

Therefore until you have seen and heard Him come,
you may be absolutely certain He has not come.

Paul said of his day there were some who said that
“the resurrection is past already”. And:some say that
Christ came in eighteen hundred and seventy, and that
we have been in the dawn of the millennium since that
time! You are welcome to the millennium if that is so.
I have not experienced one.” No! The Lord has not yet
come! He is still to come. And the fact that you have
neither seen nor heard His coming is proof positive
that He has not returned, for all shall know Him when
He comes. .

III.

" His CoMING WILL BE A SURPRISE To MANY. Nobody
will be quite ready for Him. It will be o surprise even
to the believer: “Ye know not what hour your Lord doth
come.” Nobody knows. And let me warn you against
the folly of trying to set or identify the time of the
Lord’s coming. Surely nothing is plainer in Seripture
than that the day and the hour no oné can know. “It is
not for you to know the times or the seasons, which the
Father hath put in his own power.” “But of that day
and hour knoweth no man, no, not the angels of heaven,
but my Father only.” Here also it is explicitly said:
“Watch therefore: for ye know not what hour your Lord
doth come.” I heard of one in this city who had a book
going through the press, and he learned of some new
development which showed his position to be incorrect —
and stopped the press until he could write another chap-
ter. It would have been better not to publish the book
at -all. No chapter of the Bible has ever had to be re-
written.
people would take the Word at its face value we should
be saved from much folly

-heaven.

God has spoken once .and for all, and if only’

How many good and godly people, filled with a curi-
osity which they think is justifiable, have sought to
wrest from God the secret which the Father has kept
within His own authority: “Of that day and hour know-
eth no man, no, not the angels of heaven, but my Father
only.” . If you hear a Bible-teacher who endeavours to
set a date, or to identify the day of ‘His coming, do not
listen to him. He is not a safe guide for anyone; for
the reason that that cannot be known. The Lord says
so—then why try to tear the veil aside?

There will be some who will mock at the promise of
the Lord’s coming. It is posmble that someone, turning
the dial of his radio this evening, heard a man speaking
about the coming of the Lord, and was inclined to turn
it again—for he does not believe it. But the Bible
says, “There shall come in the last days scoffers, walking

- after their own lusts, and saying, “Where is the promise

of his coming? for since the fathers fell asleep, all things
continue as they were from the beginning of the crea-
tion.”

Others are not interested, and flatly deny His com-
ing. The great mass of people to-day are indifferent to
this great truth. Our Lord said: “As the ‘days of Noe
were, so shall also the coming of the Son of man be.
For as in the days that were before the flood they were
eating and drinking, marrying and giving in marriage,
until the day that Noe entered into the ark, and knew
not until the flood came, and took them all away; so
shall also the coming of the Son of man be.” Men will
not be ready for it, notwithstanding, He will come.
So of Sodom- and Gomorrah. The day that Lot went
out of Sodom and Gomorrah, the Lord rained fire and
brimstone from heaven, and destroyed them. Our Lord
will come when He is not expected, and He will come fo a
multitude of people who mock.

Our chapter says His coming will be sudden: “As the
lightning cometh out of the east, and shineth even unto
the west.” Another passage speaks of it as being “in
a moment, in the twinkling of an eye.” There will be no
time to get ready then. “Therefore be ye also ready:-”
for. in such an hour as ye think not the Son of man
cometh.” )
Iv. _

ARE THERE SOME THINGS THAT BELIEVERS MAY( CER-
TAINLY KNow IN CONNECTION WITH His ComING? I think,
while believers may not know the date, the specific time,
they ought always to be waiting for God’s Son from
That is “the blessed hope.” It is the consum-
There is nothing we long for-
more than to behold Him face to face. Oh.that He
would- this night rend the heavens and come down! How
many would welcome His coming, and rejoice in His
immediate fellowship, could that be possible?

I must say something now with which perhaps some
of you will disagree. I hope you will disagree with suf-
ficient vigour to lead you to study the Bible again. I do

mation of our desire.

- not want you to believe anything I say that is not- serip-

turally supported. I would have those who worship in
this place to be so rooted and grotinded in the faith, as to
be able to give an answer always for the hope that is.
in them. Do not be angry if I cross your opinions. Be
like the Christians of Berea who “searched the scrip-
tures daily," whether those things were so”.

The Scripture is clear in its teaching that the great
tribulation, whatever it is, will take place before the
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Lord comes. 1 had a conversation a few years ago with
a certain lady, who was a Bible-teacher, a godly wo-
man who loved the Lord Jesus. She said to me, “I wish
you would tell me your view of the relation of the Lord’s
coming to the great tribulation.” I said, “I may not
agree with you, and you may not be pleased with my
view.” ‘“Never mind”, she replied, “we shall study it
in good spirit.” “All right”. I said, “get your Bible, and
turn to the twenty-fourth chapter of Matthew; I shall
read two verses: ‘For then shall be great tribulation,
such as was not since the beginning of the world to this
time, nor, nor ever shall be. And except those days
should be shortened, there should no flesh be saved;
but for the elect’s sake those days shall be shortened.’

“Does that”, I asked, “refer to the great tribulation?”
My friend replied, “It must, inasmuch as it says there
has been nothing to compare with it, nor can there ye!
be.” “All right. I will not try to explain what the great
tribulation is, but whatever it may be, it is here identi-
fied. But what of the ‘elect’ for whose sake those days
shall be shortened? According to your theory, Mrs. So-
and-So, there will be no elect left on earth. They will
all have gone. They will have been raptured, secretly
caught away into the clouds; and the tribulation will
break out afterwaid.” “Oh”, she said, in what I thought
was a superior tone, “the elect people there does not
mean Christians in general; it means the Jews.” I re-
plied, “I expected you to say that. But will ‘you be
good enough to show me one seripture in the Bible to
support your theory that the ‘elect’ here are different
from the ‘elect’ anywhere else in the Word?” “But
Matthew was written for the Jews,” she said. “So I
have been told many times,” I answered, ‘“‘but who says
so? Matthew does not say so; nor does the Bible any-
where say it was written for the Jews. There is not
a shred of scripture upon which to base that assump-
tion. Apart from what you read into that scripture,
your whole theory of a pre-tribulation rapture falls to
the ground, for ‘except those days should be shortened
there should no flesh be saved’.”

When you come upon a passage of Scripture that up-
sets your preconceived notlons, do not try to read into
the Word your own imaginings to buttress your own
ideas: accept the Scripture as it is. I affirm that the
pre-tribulation rapture theory is wholly a man-made idea,
that it has no scriptural warrant. Whatever the great
tribulation is, the elect will pass through it; and
Christ will not come before, but after the tribulation,
for “immediately after the tribulation of those days
. shall the sun be darkened, and the moon shall not give
her light, and the stars shall fall from heaven, and
the powers of the heavens shall be shaken: and then
shall appear the sign of the Son of man in heaven: and
then shall all the tribes of the earth mourn.” That

the Lord will not come prior to that tribulation is’

plainly stated in that passage.

Someone may say, “Then we must wait a long time
for Him.” I am not so sure. I do not believe the
idea of a seven-year tribulation can be supported by
Scripture. I am not at all sure that the tribulation
did not begin long ago. I shall not be dogmatic. about
that :, moreover, it is beyond the scope of this discourse:
I content myself merely with showing you that when
that great tribulation takes place, whatever it is, “the
elect” will be here, and that there is no secriptural
foundation for saying that ‘“the elect” are the Jews.

They are believers, both Jews and Gentiles. As we
saw last Sunday evening, the term applxes fo God’s
people everywhere.

When Paul wrote to the Romans saying, “Who shall
lay anything to the charge of God’s elect”, did he mean
the Jews? Of course, he did not. When Peter wrote
to “the strangers scattered throughout Pontus, Galatia,
Cappadocia, Asia, and Bithynia”, and described them as
“elect according to the foreknowledge of God the Father,
through sanctification of the -Spirit”, did" he mean the
Jews? Of course he did. not. That is a general term
applied to God’s believing children—and one generation
of the elect will be here and will pass through the. great
tribulation, and some of them have had .a good deal of

tribulation already, but “for the elect’s sake those days.

shall be shortened.”

There is another great prediction in the second
epistle to the Thessalonians: “We beseech you, breth-
ren, by the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, and by
our gathering together unto him, that ye be not soon
shaken in mind, or be troubled, neither by spirit, nor
by word, nor by letter as from us, as that the day of
Christ is at hand. Let no man deceive you by any
means: for that day shall not come, except there come
a falling away first, and that man of sin be revealed,
the son of perdition; who opposeth and exalteth him-
self above all that is called God, or that is worshipped;
so that he as God sitteth in the temple of God, show-
ing himself that he is God. Remember ye not, that,
when I was yet with you, I told you these things?”

Paul said, “Do not misinterpret my former letter, in
which I spoke of the coming of Christ. Definitely I
tell you that that day shall not come until a general
apostasy shall take place, and that’ Wicked One is re-
vealed.” Doubtless we should all like to escape it.
Very well: if by any possibility you-should be right,
and the saints should be raptured before the tribula-
tion, I am ready to say, Hallelujah. I have had enough
tribulation. But I fear that idea ministers to an at-
titude of mind that is not wholesome. I heard a man
say, ‘“What sort of Bridegroom would He be Who
would allow His bride to pass through the tribulation?”
How utterly unreasonable that is!
martyr fires? Were they not members of the bride of
Christ? What about that great host of whom the writer
to the Hebrews says, “of whom the world was not
worthy”? They “had trial of cruel mockings and
scourgings, yea, moreover of bonds and imprisonment:
they were stoned, they were sawn asunder, were
tempted, were slain with the sword: they wandered
about in sheepskins and goatsking; being destitute,
afflicted, tormented.” But they were members of God’s
elect body, and of the church of Christ. Shall we
charge God with inconsideration for permitting it?

Furthermore, some of the greatest saints who have
ever lived were chosen in the furnace of affliction. I
have seen more of heaven in a sickroom than I have
seen elsewhere. Some. people, in the midst of suffer-
ing, have revealed the presence of the Son of God walk-
ing with them. I think of many whose godly characters
and careers were an inspiration to all who knew them,
who unmurmuringly endured the terrible afflictions
which God permitted to come to them. Nor did they
complain that the Divine Bridegroom was unkind.

Why should the particular generation who shall be
jalive and remain at the coming of the Lord escape all

What about the -
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trouble by being carried away from it? In individual
lives there has been as much tribulation as any mortal
could suffer. The great tribulation may be on a larger
scale, but it is impossible that men and women should
suffer more than some individuals in all. ages have suf-
fered while trusting God through it all.

We are told further: “Then shall that Wicked be re-

- vealed, whom the Lord shall consume with the spirit of

his mouth, and shall destroy with the brightness of his
coming.” The Wicked One,. the lawless one, will be in
full flower and flood, at the very acme of his power,
when the Lord Jesus Christ shall come, and he shall
be destroyed by “the brightness of his coming”.  That
either means what it says, or there are three comings
instead of two. But there are only two: “Christ was
once offered to bear the sins of many; and unto them
that look for him shall he appear the second time with-
out sin unto salvation.”

)

V.

Let me go farther, and point out to you that THE
DISPENSATION OF GRACE WILL END WITH THE COMING

OF CHRIST. There are those who tell us that the great-.

est revival of all time will take place after the Lord’s
return; after the church, the salt of the earth, has
been removed; after the Spirit of God has been with-
drawn—for these friends speak of the Spirit of God
as the Hinderer,—then the Jews are to be the evangel-
ists of the world, and countless millions are to be swept
into the kingdom of God. Personally I do not believe
it. I am positive that it is an unscriptural doctrine.
There is no foundation in the Bible for that teaching.

“When once the master of the house is risen up,
and hath shut to the door, and ye begin to stand with-
out, and to knock at the door, saying, Lord, Lord, open
unto us; and he shall answer and say unto you, I know
you not whence ye are. Then shall ye begin to say,
We have eaten and drunk in thy presence, and thou
hast taught in our streets—we are religious people; we
went to church—But he shall say, I tell you, I know you
not whence ye are; depart from me, ye workers of in-
iquity.” The door will be shut at His rising up, and
He will never rise again to open it. The dispensation
of grace will continue until Christ shall come a second
time, and then will end for ever.

There is no promise in the Word of God of any grace
for mortal man beyond the coming of the Lord. The
parable of the virgins—what does it mean? I do not
think anyone can say authoritatively, but we must in-
terpret the symbolic and parabolic Scriptures in the
light of the plain and unmistakable teaching of Scrip-
ture, and not the reverse. We must not bend the plain
teaching of the Word to fit our fancy of what the sym-
bolical teaches. They are all equally inspired, but they
must be brought into the llght of the plain teaching of
the Word.

When the foolish virgins tried to gain access to the
marriage, they found it was too late, “the door was
shut.” And when they cried, “Lord, Lord, open to us,”
He answered and said, “Verily- I say-unto you, I know
you not.” And it was in that connection He said, “Watch
therefore: for ye know neither the day nor the hour
wherein the Son of man cometh.”

Furthermore, the Lord said that all tribes of the
earth shall mourn at His coming—and well they may!

And in Revelation we read, “All kindreds ‘of the earth
shall, wail because of him.” )

Once more: the Lord instituted a comparison between
the condition of the antediluvians and the people
of Sodom and Gomorrah, and those who will be alive
and remain ot His coming. How many were saved
after God opened the heavens and the deluge came?
None! “They knew not until the flood came, and took
them all away; so shall also the coming of the Son of
man be.” When God had shut Noah and his family.
in, nobody was able to open the door until the deluge
was past, and the Lord brought them out into a reno-
vated earth. We read also, “The same day that Lot
went out of Sodom it rained fire and brimstone from
heaven, and destroyed them all. Even thus shall it be
in the day when the Son of man is revealed.” There
will be no further probation, no extension of mercy, no
further offer of salvation, but judgment only for the
impenitent. when our Lord Jesus Christ comes, for it is
written, “The Lord Jesus shall be revealed from heaven
with his mighty angels, in flaming fire taking vengeance
on them that know not God and obey not the gospel of

"our Lord Jesus Christ: who shall be punished with-

everlasting destruction from the presence of the Lord,
and from the glory of his power; when he shall come
to be glorified in his saints and admired in all them
that believe”—in that day.

I remind you too of the teaching in Peter’s epistle
from which we read this evening, which proves conclu-
sively that His coming ends the day of grace: “There
shall come in the last days scoffers, walking after their
own lusts, and saying, Where is the promise of his
coming ? .-for since the fathers fell asleep, all things con-
tinue as they were from the beginning of the creation.”
It is true that God’'s redeemed people have waited a”
long time for His coming. ‘But not so long as the time
during which people waited for the’ fulfilment of the
promise respecting His first coming. But the Holy
Ghost saith, “The Lord is not slack concerning his
promise, as some men count slackness.” He is coming.
Then why does He delay? Because, said Peter, He is
“longsuffering to usward, not willing that any should
perish, but that all should come to repentance.” And
we are, therefore, bidden “account that the longsuffering

.of our Lord is salvation.”

If it were in the divine plan that the coming of
Christ should usher in the greatest period of grace
the world has seen, why should He wait? But mani-

" festly that is not in the divine plan. He waits that the

divine patience may have its perfect work, that the
period of grace may run to its conclusion. For when
He shall come, it will be “in flaining fire taking ven-.
geance on them that know not God, and that obey not
the gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ”. Hence we are to
be “Looking for and hasting unto the day of God,
wherein the heavens being on fire shall be dissolved, and
the elements shall melt with fervent heat.”

The second coming of Christ is “the blessed hope”
for believers. If we are washed in the blood, if our
sing are taken away, and we have been brought into
fellowship with Him, His coming will mark the com-
pletion of our redemption, when we shall be given new
bodies “fashioned like unto his glorious body”; and we
shall be without fault before the throne of God. Mar-
vellous -prospect! Nothing to fear in the past, nothing
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to fear in the bresent—an-d nothing but glory in the
future! Blessed are they “who have washed their robes,
and made tHem white in the blood of the Lamb”.

As for those who have not believed in Him—if and
when the trumpet of the Lord shall sound, there will
be no” longer opportunity: “Then shall ye begin to say,
We have eaten and drunk in thy presence, and thou
hast taught in our streets. But he shall say, I tell you,
I know you not whence ye are: depart from me, all
ye workers of ‘iniquity.” The Judge of all the earth
.shall say, “I never knew you.”

My question is, Do you know Jesus Christ? Do you
say? “I think so.” Do not let it:rest there. “I hope
50.” Do not be satisfied with that. Do not rest until
you can say, “I know whom I have believed. I know
I am numbered among His elect, that my name is writ-
ten in the Lamb’s book of life; and I am waiting for
God’s Son from heaven.”

If we should be mistaken as to some of the details,
of the second Advent it will not .be so very important:
that we should be ready is the main thing. The prophet-
ic scriptures show us the general direction of the course
of future world-history: the details of the road we shall
understand as the road is traversed. If our Lord should
"‘come sooner than we expect, blessed be God, He cannot
come too soon. If He delays, we shall still be ready. And

there is only one way to be ready: “Believe on the Lord .

Jesus Christ, and thou shalt be saved.” Ye must be
washed in His blood; ye must be born again. “Watch
therefore!” ‘“Watch therefore: for ye know not what
hour your Lord doth come.”

“I WAS ROBBED”

We reprint with entire approval the following article,
which was given to us by a friend, in the form of a tract.
Evidently it was published first some years ago while
Dr. Scofield was still alive, but we publish it without
change. .

The notes ih the Scofield Bible relating to evangelical
faith are sound enough, but Dr. Scofield’s notes dealing
with eschatological matters, or the doctrine of last
things, are packed full of error; and we entirely agree °
with thé writer of the above tract when he says, “We
simply declare our deep conviction that the children of
God are at this time exposed to no evil that is more -
serious or that has wrought more harm to them, than
this new doctrine, which poisons the pure doctrine of
the grace of God at its very source, and which is now
found between the covers of a popular ‘Bible’.”—(Ed.G.W.)

A young brother, a preacher of the Gospel, writing to the
publishers of this paper, says: “Please send me your valuable
paper, THE LAsT HOUR. I was robbed of the Book of
Matthew in a certain Bible School, and thank God it was
restored to me by reading Mr. Mauro’s book, ‘After This.’”

Testimonies™ like the above are reaching us from every
part of the world. But, while we rejoice that not a few of
God’s beloved children are now finding deliverance from the
most mysterious and most ruinous error that ever found
acceptance among men, we are nevertheless deeply concern-
ed, because of the many thousands who, like the writer of
the above letter, have been “robbed” (it is not too strong a
word) of that most precious portion of the Word of God—
the Sermon on the Mount—and who have as yet no suspicion
of the wrong-that has been done to them. The reason for
this is that the agency for its accomplishment was “a certain
Bible School,” where the fundamentals of the faith are main-

tained, or perhaps a thoroughly orthodox-teacher or lécturer

or writer.

Lately the writer of these lines was speaking in a large
city. His subject was the Sermon on the Mount; and he
- called attention to the infinite value to every child of God of
that matchless utterance, pointing out- how the quality of

Divine Grace pervades every part of it. After the address a
young man pushed to the front and wrung the speaker’s
hand, exclaiming in a voice that quivered with emotion, “I
thank you, sir. I am a preacher of the Gospel. They had
taken from me the Sermon on the -Mount. But to-night it
has been restored to me. ' I have a bigger Bible than when
I.came into this hall.”

From another letter of recent date we quote the following:
“Allow me to send you a very genuine word of thanks for
the work you are doing in exposing that deadly error of the
Scofield Bible—the postponement theory, and the implica-
tions thereof. That theory practically killed the Gospels for
me! But—I AM DELIVERED! and hope to be used of God to
save others from the same pitfall.” .

Here is a striking example of what has been taking place
among us in a wholesale way. For when matters have come
to such a pass that acknowledged leaders and teachers are
permitted to say, unrebuked, that the words of our blessed
Lord’s mouth, are “law, and that raised to its highest, most
DEATHFUL and DESTRUCTIVE potency” (Dr. Scofield in
Our Hope magazine) what other result can follow than that,
for many of the household of faith, the Gospels will be
“practically killed”?

A Plain Duty

Our course, therefore, in regard to this sérious matter is
quite plain. Inasmuch as we see clearly what is going on
at the present time in circles where there is much know-
ledge of the Truth and much love for it, we are bound to
call upon all the members-of the great “Household of God,”
so far as we can reach them by voice or pen, to take notice
of the following facts, which are of vital concern to every-
one of us: )

First. The Sermon on the Mount is the special message
of our “Father in heaven” to His own born-again children
on earth. It was brought to them by God’s own Son; as it
is written: “God hath in these last days spoken unto us BY
His SoN” (Heb. 1:1, 2, see also John 17:8). Because of the
intrinsic importance of that message, and because also of the
dignity of the One Who mttered it, it has the highest possible
claim upon our submission. It has been given, moreover, as
the foundation for our life-structure; and all who hear those
“sayings” of His, will be judged by them in the coming day
(Mat. 7: 24-28). Whoever, therefore, deprives a child of

"-God of this, his heavenly Father’s message, does to.that

“little one” a cruel and irreparable injury. We cannot, in
this short paper, do more than state the bare facts. Detail-
ed information as to the supreme value, to the children of
God,-of the Sermon on the Mount, will be found in our
recent publications, .

Second, that a new doctrine—never heard of in all the
Christian_certuries until our day—has sprung up, and has
spread with amazing rapidity among those who are most
zealous for the truth of God, the main purpose and result
of that doctrine being to discredit the Sermon on the Mount
in the eyes of God’s people, and to persuade them that it is
not for the children of God, but for a yet future dispensation.

Thus it is boldly declared, by the leaders of this new school
of doctrine, that “the Sermon on the Mount is law and not
grace” (Scofield Ref. Bible, p. 989). This takes “the doe-
trine of Christ” away from this present dispensation of
“Grace” and assigns it to that of “Law,” thus making our
Lord a teacher of Judaism, not of Christianity. :

Particularly do we call upon every one who loves the Lord
Jesus Christ in sincerity to take notice of the following
words, penned by Dr. Scofield and published by Mr. A, C.
Gaebelein in his magazine Our Hope, Dec., 1919: “The Ser-
mon on the Mount is law, and that raised to its highest, most
deathful, and destructive potency.” .

We do not know how to express ourselves in regard to
these fearful words, which do such deep dishonor to our
heavenly Father’s message to His own begotten “children”,
and such incalculable injury. to them. But our purpose will
be gained if we can but induce our fellow saints to ponder

the words we have quoted, and to consider what must be their -

effect upon those who receive them. So we simply declare
our deep conviction that the children of God are at this time
exposed to no evil that is more serious or that has wrought

“more harm to them, than this new doctrine, which poisons

the pure doctrine of the grace of God at its very source, and
which is now found between the covers of a popular “Bible”.

Let no one suppose that the great enemy of truth has not

other effective methods besides -the “Higher Criticism”,
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whereby the people of God may be “robbed” of portions of
Scripture which are of priceless value to them.

Our Responsibility

Because of the facts briefly stated above, it becomes the
_.Solemn duty of this writer, and of all to whom the know-
ledge of those facts may come, to cry a loud warning against
the error referred to, and against the agencies whereby it
is being propagated. To keep silence under such .circum-
stances would be culpable. a

In discharging this responsibility we are not “attacking”
any’ one.
wanting in respect for our brother, Dr. Scofield; and we

think likely that we spend more time in praying for him than _

some of his injudicious friends, who seem to think that the
reputation for “scholarship and spirituality” of a poor mortal
man is of more consequence than the welfare of tens of
thousands of God’s children, or than the honor that is due
to the words and commandments of Him Who “made Himself
of no reputation.” \ .

It does no wrong to a teacher and writer to quote his oum
teachings in his own words, and to compare them with the
Word of God. We are commanded to do this (I. Thess.
5:21); the present writer has done no more; and, the facts
being as.stated, he could do no less.. .

Some think it wrong to name those by whom the error in

question is being spread among the saints. But Paul did not
think so. He said plainly, “Of whom is Hymenaeus and
Philetus, who concerning the truth have erred” (II. Tim. 2:
17, 18). Moreover, our warning would be without value
if we failed to name the agencies by which the mischief is
being done. ) .
. Yet we do not forget that those named herein are brethren
in Christ; nor that, in a day of general apostasy, they have
stood firmly for the fundamentals of the Gospel. Our prayer
for Dr. Scofield is, and we hope that many will unite with us
in it, that the Lord may graciously-prolong his days and give
him grace to take the lead himself in correcting the error he
has been the main instrument in propagating. May our
merciful God grant to him, and to those associated with him
in spreading this error, “repentance to the acknowledging of
the truth” (II. Tim. 2:25).

A final word as to the origin of the error itself. We are
not ignorant of the sources whence the materials used in Dr.
Scofield’s notes were gathered. He himself claims no origin-
ality for these, but (in the preface to his Bible), frankly
says: “The Editor disclaims originality. Other men have
labored, he has but entered into their labors.” The sources

referred to were the writings of godly and spiritual men, -

sound in the faith. But unhappily the germ of the “post-
ponement theory,” and of the idea that the Gospels are
“Jewish” and “legal,” was found in their writings. Coming
from such sources it would naturally be accepted, as indeed
it has been, without question. And from that tiny germ, the
now wide-spreading Upas-tree of error.has developed. We
know this, for we got it ourselves from the same sources.

But the facts of the case have now been brought to light.
The error has been fully exposed; and it would not be a
kindness to those who have been conspicuously identified with
it to permit its destructive work to go on simply because
the process of arresting it may involve for them a little (per-
haps salutary) humiliation. It would be a great {riumph
of grace if they would frankly acknowledge their error.

THE NEW YEAR IN JARVIS STREET

It is our constant wish that THE GOSPEL WITNESS could be
twice as big—to afford us twice the space. Last week we
had no room to report our great New Year’s meetings.

First of all, we had an unusual watchnight service—a -
large attendance, and all but a very few minutes of the
time from ten o’clock until past the midnight hour was spent
-in prayer. Of that meeting assuredly everyone could say:

“There, there, on eagle wings we soar,
* 7 And sense and sin molest no more;
And heaven comes down our souls to greet,
And glory crowns the mercy-seat.” L
The New Year’s Morning Meeting

This has been an institution of Jarvis Street, so far as we
can discover, ever since there was a Jarvis Street, but cer-

We have not consciously uttered a word that is .

tainly for sixty or seventy years. The meeting began at ten
o’clock, with Deacon George Greenway in the Chair, as is
of course usual in all Jarvis Street prayer and fellowship
meetings. Deacon Greenway begins, and often continues to
the end. Sometimes the Pastor takes over the meeting, but
it is like a change of engineers in a‘transcontinental journey:
nobody knows anything about it.

The New Year’s morning meeting is always one of peculiar
quality. It was the Editor’'s twenty-seventh meeting, and
it was from every point of view the greatest of such meet-
ings we have ever attended. .

In the first place, it wag marked by the largest attendance.
That of course, is something, but not everything. The next
distinguishing feature was the spirit of prayer that was
upon the people. Everybody prayed, and it really seemed
as though everyone was ready to lead in prayer. But it was
not the freedom of speech, nor the verbal quality of the
prayers, which impressed one, but the fact that so mani-
festly the petitions and praises of the people, as expressed
in prayer, were inspired of God. The very room—the large
lecture hall—seemed to be filled, as on the day of Pentecost,
with the presence of the Spirit. ~

That, of course, affected the quality of the singing. What
praises were heard! With what heartiness and spiritual
appreciation the songs of Zion ascended! .

Then followed, after more than two hours of prayer, the
fellowship meeting—and that was of the same character.
Members of all ages participated. Many testified how the

Lord had found them in Jarvis Street, or through some one ‘-

of its varied ministries. Others spoke of their growth -in
grace, and their enlargement of biblical knowledge.

One of the outstanding features of this part of the meet-
ing was the testimony of Reggie Snell. He is only thirteen
years of age. In ringing tones hé recited the thirty-third
Psalm. He began the recitation without a word of intro-
duction, reciting it beautifully, and thrilling the whole great
company. Following which, he told us he was converted in
Jarvis Street when he was six years of age, was baptized
when he was nine, and was now thirteen. Reggie was one of &
group of one hundred per cent. scholars in our Intermediate
Department, not having missed one Sunday from School, nor
failed in making a complete record in all other respects—
and this, notwithstanding he lives at least nine miles away.

It has long been the .practice of the Pastor to give a
motto for the New Year. For more than twenty years, either
by letter or telegram, New Year’s Eve or New Year’s Day,
he has heard from one who was converted New Year’s morn-
ing, 1912, This year our good friend sent the following
etter: '

. . December 29th, 1936

“My dear Pastor: v .

“When you read this letter on New Year’s morning at
the prayer meeting I shall be twenty-five years in Christ.
It was exactly a quarter of a century ago that those
timely words of gospel grace reached my soul, pointing
me away from sin and self, to ‘yon lovely.Man’ on Cal-
vary’s cross. Through the intervening years it has been
.grace from first to last.

“One would need to write a book even to begin to tell
of all His matchless love, His abounding care, the delight
of fellowship with Him and His people,.the entrancing
joy of meditation in His word day by day. What a
highly privileged people we are, who can sit down in His
presence at the Remembrance Feast, something which
even Aaron the high priest did not dare to do!

“After quietly thinking of many precious texts for
the coming year, the loveliness and beauty of two short
words in Hebrews appealed to me: ‘Consider Him.! What
a delightful occupation for the coming year!—the One
Who, in the past, created all things by the word of His
power, Who is now the Apostle and High Priest of our
profession, and the One Who will eventually receive us
unto Himself, that where He is there we may be also.
It may well be, that the more we consider Him, the more
we shall also consider each other. |

“May the Lord continue richly to bless you in your
fearless ministry for Him, and also the ministry of the
saints in Jarvis Street in their testimony through the
year. In closing I think of those exquisite words of bless-
ing in Numbers: ‘The Lord bless thee, and keep thee:

(Continued on page 12)
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THE STORY OF THE

By T. T. SHIELDS

CHAPTER X.

I .have explained that my letter to Chancellor Mc-
Crimmon, while it was an expression of my own concern
respecting the character of the University’s teaching,
and its effect upon the rising generation of preachers,
and. through them upon the Denomination, was also
the result of appeals made to me by Miss Anna Murray,
a foreign missionary on furlough, and Rev. Professor
E. M. Keirstead, of McMaster University.

‘T have no means of knowing whether Miss Murray
and Dr. Keirstead were known to each other, but I do
know . that they had had no communication with each
other in relation to their respective appeals to me. In-

. deed, .it seemed to me that, independently of each other,
they had come as God’s messengers. But they were not
the only ones whose spirits had been divinely stirred
respecting this matter. There was indeed a very gen-
eral anxiety felt throughout the Denomination by all
lovers of the Word of God.

My’ letter to Chancellor McCrimmon was dated May"
3rd, 1919. In The Canadian Baptist, of June 26th, 1919,
in-a report of the Whitby-Lindsay Association, which
had met at Whitby, June 10th and 11th, the following
rés‘oldﬁio_n, as having been passed at the Association,
was included:

“That this gathering representative of the Whitby and
Lindsay Association of Baptist Churches, reaffirm its adher-
ence to the historic Baptist view with reference to the in-
spiration, inerrancy, and. supremacy of the Secriptures of the
Old and New Testaments, and express itself as being un-
alterably opposed to the ordaining of any man to the Baptist
ministry who cannot unequivocally and unreservedly sub-
scribe to that position; and that we request the Clerk of the

Association to include this resolution in his report to The -

Canadian Baptist.”

I do not recall having read the resolution at the time.
It appeared when week by week the reports of the meet-
ings-of the Associations were being published, and most
of -them reported but routine business, and did not
. challenge special attention.

In the issue of The Canadian Baptist of July 10th,
1919, there appeared a letter over the signature of Rev.
Edgar Watson, of Fenelon Falls, entitled, “Reactionary,
Arbitrary, Superfluous”. It was by reading this letter
I learned of the resolution, and that it had been framed
by -iny brother, Rev. E. E. Shields, of Oshawa, Ont.
The gist of Mr. Watson’s letter is summed up in the
following excerpt:

“The resolution itself, however, is reactionary, arbitrary,
and .superfluous. It repeats the old, old error of assuming
that you can control credal statements or beliefs by resolu-
tions, canon law. or other legislation, and fails to recognize
that the strength of the Baptist position is in its untram-
melled freedom of thought in such matters and not in any
such -repressive measures. The Baptist position is strong
because .6f its proximity to the truth in such matters, achieved
by freedom of research and never by arbitrary doctrinal
statements. The ‘historic Baptist view’ referred to in this
resolution is made up largely of negative virtues, repudiating
any such resolution 'as this one and demanding perfect free-

PLOT THAT FAILED
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dom of conscience, and I am satisfied that by far the larger
majority of Baptists would demand this to-day.”

The Canadian Baptist, in its issue of July 24th, con-
tained two letters occupying together about a full page
and a half of the paper, one from Rev. A. P. Wilson, of
Stouffville, and the other from Rev. E. E. Shields, the
framer of the resolution. Mr. Wilson’s letter disagreed
with Mr. Watson’s summary of the resolution as being
“reactionary, arbitrary and superfluous”, and contained
the following:

“It is not superfluous, because men are being passed into
our ministry who deny the inspiration, inerrancy, and sup-
remacy ‘of the Secriptures, who deny specific and fundamental
doctrines -of our faith, who do not hesitate to say that the
theology of the Apostle Paul has wrought ‘incalculable harm’,
who deny the necessity of atonement by blood, and whose
preaching lacks the truths vital to the souls of men. Others
seek ordination who have no definite convictions about
anything.”

From Mr. Shields’ letter in the same issue I learn that
the re'solution was submitted by the Resolutions Com-
mittee, of which he was a member; that it had been
framed by him, and was seconded by Rev. A. P. Wilson,
of Stouffville. From Mr. Shields’ letter in The Cana-
dian Baptist of July 24th, 1919, I print the following
excerpt:

“First: The resolution neither contains nor proposes a
definition of inspiration, as Mr. Watson supposes.

“Secondly: Mr. Watson’s admonitions as to transferring
the emphasis from theories of inspiration to the Seriptures
themselves, and as to not getting nervous, are really super-
fluous. To transfer the emphasis from theories of inspira-
tion to the Scriptures themselves is precisely what the
resolution does. ;

“And nobody is getting nervous. No need to be. ‘The
scripture cannot be broken.—John 10:35. ‘Till heaven and
earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall in no wise pass
from  the law, till all be fulfilled’.—Matt. 5:18. Not all the

Higher Critics under heaven can break the Scripture—nor

even alter the ‘historic Baptist view'.

“Thirdly: Mr. Watson says, ‘The question is not between
ingpiration and non-inspiration at all. It is simply a ques-
tion of the nature of that inspiration.’

“Come now, and let us reason together. Consider just one
or two of the things which Higher Critics have believed and
taught. I have not seen the latest bulletins, so do not know
exactly what they believe to-day. But there is the case of
the first submarine voyage, for instance. Poor old Jonah!
They used to say of Jo that the fish did not swallow him,
and that no fish could have swallowed him. (They must have
thought Jonah was a Higher Critic.) The book of Jonah says
the fish did swallow this™ disobedient prophet. Very well.
Now this seems to call for strong language. Who is the liar?
The Higher Critic? Certainly not! Then it must be the
writer of the Book of Jonah. And he wrote a lie. And was
lie, then, inspired to write a lie by the ‘God that cannot lie’?
That could not be. Therefore the Book of Jonah is not in-
spired. Nothing more simple. And also the Lord Jesus was
deceived, and is therefore not Divine; for He believed the
Book of Jonah, fish story and all.- Matt. 12:39, 40. But if
the Lord Christ was Divine, and’ could not be deceived, then
the Book of Jonah is true, and the fish really swallowed
Jonah, and the man who denies. it—I do not say Mr. Watson
denies. it; perhaps he believes it.
question of inspiration. .

“The same is true of the denial of the Mosaic authorship

’

But this certainly is a -

of the Pentateuch. ‘Had ye believed Moses, ye would have
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believed me; for he wrote of me”, John 5:46. ‘And beginning
at Moses and all the prophets, he expounded unto them in
sall the Scriptures the things concerning himself’, Luke 24:27.

“If Moses did not write the Pentateuch, then the Lord Him-
self was decelved and Luke and John certainly were not
inspired.

“I would like to see a Higher Critic in the witness box.
Sir Robert Anderson once said that in such an event the
critic would lose, not only his case, but his reputation also.”

I wish it were possible to print the whole discussion
of this matter appearing in the columns of The Cana-
dian Baptist throughout the summer of 1919, and con-
tinuing until just before the Convention in October.
Certainly it must be admitted that the Editor of The
Canadian Baptist of that time was _eminently fair.
Neither side was restricted in the use of space. One
letter of Mr. Shields occupied nearly two whole pages.

I want plainly to state that' I had no part whatever
in the controversy. I read the letters with interest,
but my opinions were neither sought nor offered. It

. was certainly a merry fight, and conducted, I should

say, in good spirit. The discussion which was preci-
pitated by the Whitby-Lindsay resolution, in which my
brother played so prominent a part, was conducted, on
his part, so far as I am able now to recall, with absolutely
no knowledge of my letter to the Chancellor of the Uni-
versity, or of the appeals made to me by Miss Murray
and Dr. Keirstead.

Events proved that the apprehensxon of Miss Murray
and Dr. Keirstead- was not without foundation. But
what I am particularly ,emphasizing at the moment, is
that the discussion in the columns of The Canadian
Baptist during the summer of 1919 was carried on quite
independently and without knowledge of the action I

. had taken in approaching the Board .of Governors. In

fact, I was out of the country following August 10th
until the end of September.

As this story is intimately related to the whole Cana—
dian Baptist “down grade” movement—to borrow Mr.
Spurgeon’s phrase in respect to the same drift in Eng-
land—for its intrinsic value to a discussion of these
matters, I here insert the letter by Rev. E. E. Shields
appearing in The Canadian Baptist of August 14th,
1919, in its entirety:

DESTRUCTIVE CRITICISM
Editor “The Canadian Baptist’”:—
Dear Mr. Editor,—

It must be apparent to those who have read our corre-
spondence of the past weeks, that Mr. Watson in his letter
in your issue of July 10th, page five, and that which appear-
ed in “The Baptist” of July 31st, page three, has given us his
own theory of inspiration; and this in spite of the fact that
he deprecates any “definition of inspiration,” “crude theories
of inspiration,” “a priori notions about the Bible,” and “dog-
matic and threadbare theories of the nature of the Blble",
the assumption being, of course, that however men of the
conservative school \may have “paralyzed their minds by a
crude literalism” and “stultified their reason” by holding to
“crude” and “threadbare” theories, and whatever “human
element with its errancy” there may be in the Scriptures
themselves, Mr. Watson’s views are the result of such wide
research, such deep knowledge, they are built upon such
broad and strong foundations and have been constructed with
such cunning and such skill, that the completed edifice ex-
hibits an “inerrancy” which suggests “inspiration” rather
than the “human touch.” (May the Editor forgive both of us.
The writer did not intend sarcasm, but only to be logical.)

Those who have followed this pleasant little fistic encoun-
ter between pygmies (with abject apologies to Mr. Watson)
will have observed that which became apparent to both Mr.
Watson and myself at Whitby: that the only difference be-
tween us is all the difference in the world, that our views are

diametrically opposed to each other and are as far a.part as
the poles.

There are two things in the letter in last week’s issue of
“The Baptist” with which I agree. One is the sentence: “The
great need of the world is Chnst not theories about Him; its
need is for the Bible, not a priori notions about the Bible,”
That is why I drafted the resolution under d1scusswn The
other thing in the letter in which I concur is Mr.- Watson’s
statement that the term “Higher Critic” is used in an unfair
sense. We all know just what the term covers; but there
are so many “Destructive Critics” amongst the “Higher
Critics” that we have got into the way of using the term
loosely to describe them. It is in reality a delicate compli-
ment to “Destructive Critics” to designate them as *“Hig er
Critics,” but I admit that to class them all together in this
way is really unfair to other “Higher Critics,” who believe
in the “inspiration, inerrancy and supremacy of the - Serip-
tures.” We will, therefore, change the term, without chang-
ing the tune, and it will be understood that the term “De-
structive Critic “hereinafter” used “shall mean,” ‘one who
carves up Genesis, slices Isaiah, kicks Daniel forward several
centuries, accepts a theory of some German critic with regard
to Jonah, rather than the plain teaching of Christ, and’ gen-
erally “plays German” w1th the whole Book of God. .

. Mr. Watson reiterates some of the things said in his first
letter, and still insists the resolution means that I 'would
“impose” certain things upon every man who enters the
Baptist ministry, and that I mean that a man who applies
for ordination and fellowship in the Baptist denomination
“must” accept certain views. The resolution contains no
suggestion of this sort. Mr. Watson himself says that.“a
Baptist candidate for the ministry should believe in inspira-
tion” . . . “of some kind.” Suppose, then, it is found in some
case that a candidate does not believe in inspiration of any
kind (of course this is not a probable case), and the council,
of which Mr. Watson is a member, refuses, kindly of course,
to ordain him? Would the Council be “imposing” some be-
lief upon the candidate or saying that he “must’ accept some
particular view? So neither would a Council say “must,”
nor- “impose” any- view upon 2 man if it should -decline to
ordain him because he-did not hold to “the inspiration, iner-
rancy and supremacy of the Scriptures of the Old and New
Testaments.”  The Council could couple its refusal with
some prayerful, kind and wise counsel, which might lead to
some heart searchmg and some Bible sea.rchmg, and might
mean that the same man would be gladly ordained by the
same Council, after he had thrown his erroneous views where
the mariners threw Jonah. (I rather hesitate to make a
statement like that when in danger of being read by -De-
structive Critics, I trust, however, that in view of their
.penchant for allegory there is mo danger that they will
“paralyze their minds by a crude literalism.”) But suppose .
the candidate did not change his views? Then probably he

. would unite in some way with people who didn’t believe just

what he didn’t believe, and he would doubtless find a ministry
somewhere in leading yet others not to believe what he didn’t
believe; but he would forever .remain outside the Baptist min-
istry, in which, if this should continue to be carried out, all
would ultimately believe, as all did at one time believe, in “the .
inspiration, inerrancy and supremacy of the Scriptures of
the Old and New Testaments.” And the term ‘“Baptist”
would be rehabilitated and would come to mean what it once
meant in this country and what it now means in the Southern
States, and the denomination in these Provinces would be
saved from the disintegration and destruction thch threaten
at the present time.

In the opinion: of the writer there rests upon every member
of an Ordaining Council a tremendous responsibility in the
sight of God. And in this connection, Mr. Editor, I beg, in
all humility, to commend to the consciences of all who may
be called to such serv1ce, two quotations, especially, from the
letter of Rev. A. P. Wilson, of Stouffville, which appeared
in “The Baptist” of July 24th, pages three and four. - They
are as follows: “Cases have occurred in which the Couneil
disagreed with, the candidate’s views as being utterly un-
seriptural. Yet out of consideration for the candidate, and
with the expressed hope that hé would mend, they ordained
him.” “An. Ordaining Council professes to stamp with its

.approval and associate itself with the teaching of the or-

dained. Must Baptists be compelled to recognize by ordina-
tion the false teacher because, forsooth, they stand for free-
dom of thought? Must they force themselves to lie before
God when they say they fellowship a man on his statement

~
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of Christian doctrine when but 2 moment before they had
deplored the candidate’s views?”

In the lefter last published Mr. Watson does not even
. attempt to show how any one who questions Christ and the
evangelists by doubting the Mosaic authorship of the Penta-
teuch, can at the same time believe that those evangelists
were inspired; but he naively waives the question of inspira-
- tion by the remark that “as we both believe in inspiration
of some kind and further, that a Baptist candidate for the
ministry should believe in inspiration, that:general question
need not be further discussed.” He then proceeds to discuss
the “inerrancy” part of the resolution, and gives us, inci-
dentally, the view of some of the Destructive Critics as to
the alleged errancy of the Secriptures. But it is just because
the writer knows that most Destructive Critics profess to
believe in inspiration “of some kind,” while at the same time
giving the lie to the plainest statements of Holy Writ, and
because he knows the logical and inevitable results of such
views, ‘that the resolution was made to read, “The inspira-
tion, inerrancy and supremacy of the Scriptures of the Old
and New Testaments.” It will be observed that as the resolu-
tion had no special reference to Mr. Watson at the time it
was written, so now I am not thinking of his peculiar views
alone, but of those of Destructive Critics generally.

Mr. Watson has simply chosen certain theories which hap-
pened to suit him from the great mass of the spéculations
of others. Being a Destructive Critic he has doubtless hewn
his way through a lot of good material, but he must not ask
us to think he has hewn his way to the views which he holds
to-day. Some of the stereotyped terms which he uses were
made in molds which he has never seen, while others are of
distinctly Canadian Baptist manufacture. We concede full
right to Destructive Critics to manufacture anything they
please; but the goods which Mr. Watson displays are mot
his: they may be bought upon the open market bearing the
imprimatur of other firms. “You pays your money and you
takes your choice.” . :

In Mr. Watson’s contention for the errancy of the Serip-

tures, unless I misunderstood-him altogether, he reveals that

it is his opinion:— -
1. That human reason should be the touchstone by which
the quality and value of all Seripture should be tested.

2. That the testing should be conducted by the light from
the lamp of science and by the effulgence of Destructive
Criticism. :

8. That the testing so conducted has shown that the Old
and New Testaments have ‘“naive conceptions of scientific
questions,” and that “the abundantly proved facts of science”
and “the ultimate truths of science” conflict with, and are
contrary to, Genesis and other parts of the Old and New
Testaments,

4. That where science conflicts with the Bible, the state-
ments of the Bible are wrong and science always right.

5. That, therefore, those who hold the traditional view of
the Bible are either utterly ignorant of all science and are
also obscurantists who would, perhaps, “try to stop the dawn-
ing of the day by wringing the neck of the crowing cock,”
or they “carry on a life-long conflict, stultifying their reason
wherever they come into touch with the religious side of life.”

This seems to me to be a perfecly fair setting forth of
what Mr. Watson has told us in “The Baptist” of July 31st.

Now let us look into these charges against “The Book” and
those who hold the traditional view with regard to the Book.

First, then, as to Mr. Watson’s enthronement of the human
reason. I think he is not fair when he suggests that some of
us “decry the function of the human reason” in the interpre-
tation of the Bible. That is very far from being the case.
My own opinion of Mr. Watson, for instance, is, not that he
uses his reason too much, but too little. But he has also
put reason in the wrong place and is using it in 2 wrong
way. Does he believe in the Divinity of King Reason? Has
it ever occurfed to him that his reason has anything of “the
human element with its errancy” which he attributes to the
Scriptures? Reason is a fair servant, but a poor master,
and this “servant when he reigneth'is confusion to the end.”
Reason has its function in the interpretation of the Secrip-
tures. But what of the function of the Holy Spirit? What
of the function of faith? "Does Mr. Watson intend to go
all. the way down the dark road of rationalism? "Does he

believe this Secripture ?—“Then opened He their understand-

ing, that they might understand the Scriptures.” (Luke
24:25.) And has he studied these words?—“Which things
also we speak, not in the words which man’s wisdom teach-

eth, but which the Holy Ghost teacheth, comparing spiritual
things with spiritual.” (1 Cor. 2:13.)

Just a few words about what Mr. Watson says as to the
Bible’s relation to science. He says the one who holds the
traditional view of the Bible “must repudiate science because
it conflicts with Genesis.” Does he mean that he himself
repudiates Genesis because it conflicts with science? He
can mean nothing else. According to him the fact of the
conflict between the two reveals the “human element with its
errancy” in Genesis, but reveals no “human element with its
errancy” in science! That, evidently, is Mr. Watson’s view.
Science and the critics are right and the Bible wrong. And
this is-a sample of Mr. Watson’s reasoning! Did Mr. Watson
ever hear of “science” being wrong? Did he ever entertain
the suspicion that there may be in science any “human ele-
ment with its errancy”? Science and the monuments are
doing their best. They are confirming Genesis and the Bible
generally just as rapidly as possible. But Mr. Watson must
remember the “human element” in science and must expect
it to be several thousand years behind the Bible. But in
simple courtesy to the people of God, he ought not to make
such statements about a book which they love, because of
what it is, until at least he has shown that he is able:—
1. To take some “abundantly proved fact of science” and
prove that this proved fact is an “ultimate truth” of science.
2. To show that this “ultimate truth” disproves some state-
ment of Genesis or any other Book of the Bible.

When the critics can do that we shall begin to 'listen to
them,

Our critic says, “Evolution to him (the one who holds the
traditional view) must be rank heresy, but, as in a scientific
age, the accepted and abundantly proved facts of science
meet him at every turn, he must carry on a life-long con-
flict, stultifying his reason wherever he comes into touch
with the religious side of life.” And this is another sample
of a Destructive Critic’s reasoning! I do not think Mr.
Watson claims a “divine element” for the teaching upon
evolution. But even if he does make such a claim, are we
stultifying our reasons.if we apply to evolution the principle
which he applies to the Bible, and say that in evolution there
is @ “human element with its errancy”; and if we decide
that the “human element” in evolution shows wherever it
conflicts with the Bible, and that in every such case evolution
is wrong and the Bible right? I submit, Mr. Editor, that if
Mr. Watson admits, or claims, inspiration “of some kind” for
the Bible, and makes no such claim for evolution, freely
admitting its “human errancy” and that we may have arriv-
ed at “ultimate truth” with regard to it} then,.if he accepts
evolution rather than the Bible, where the two seem to con-
flict, it must be he, rather than some of the rest of us, who
is “stultifying his reason.” It ought to be remembered, too,

/that it is the opinion of some eminent scientists that the only

thing wrong with the science of evolution is that the wheels
have been-turning the wrong way and need to be reversed.

Mr. Watson’s representation of the conservative theologian .

as one who “repudiates science” and “stultifies his reason”
is, it seems to me, hardly borne out by the facts. Some of
the most eminent of the Higher Critics (not “Destructive
Critics”) have held the traditional view of the Bible. The
great preachers and evangelists of all time have held this
view. The Baptists of the Southern States, more flourishing
I suppose than any other body of Baptists in the world,
stand foursquare against destructive criticism. .I remember
that Dr. H. C. Mabee, at the Convention in Walmer Road
Church some years ago, even dared (I am not sure whether
Mr. Watson was present) to preach from the whole book
of Jonah and treat it as a record of fact. I remember the
preacher very distinctly, and also the sermon. There was
no doubt that he held the traditional view of the Bible.
Now from my recollection of that massive head, I should
say there was probably as much grey matter there as the

average Destructive Critic possesses. He spoke like a man

of ripe scholarship. And I really should not like to think
with Mr. Watson, that the only way in which he could have
continued to hold his views was by “stultifying his reason.”

On the other hand, will Mr. Watson name us one Destruc-
tive Critic who, while holding such views, has been a success-
ful missionary? Will he point out one Destructive Critic
who as regular preacher or evangelist has been really largely
used of God in reaching men for Christ? Can he tell us
of one ‘Destructive Critic who has gone down into the slums
of any city, and has been used of God in reclaiming drunk-
ards and open sinners generally ?-

-
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I fear Mr. Watson will begin to surmise that I have not
the veneration for Destructive Critics which he entertains.
The fact is, I have not. My experience may have been un-
usual, but I have not yet met one who had not apparently
concentrated his attention upon the covers of ‘“The Book” to
the great neglect of its text. It never seems to dawn on
them that by all analogy it should be expected that the
greater part of the evidence as to the Bible will be found

" within the Bible itself.

This question of “inerrancy” ds one of inspiration. It
matters nothing that somé Destructive Critics declare that
they believe in inspiration “of some kind”; nor does it affect
the issue one iota that they even profess to possess a fuller
light than those who hold the traditional view; upon the
hypothesis, for instance, that the Book of Jonah is allegory
and not a record of fact, the man of sound reason will inevit-
ably argue to the conclusion that the Gospels are not in-
spired, that Christ is not Divine, that the apostles were
deceived, that the Epistles and Revelation are valueless,
that there has been no revelation from God and that the
world has no Saviour. This conclusion has the merit at least
of being logical, and this is the end to which many Destruc-
tive Critics have come. Mr. Watson speaks as though he
believes in Christ as a Saviour and in regeneration. He will
find that at a point farther down the rationalistic road, re-
generation is not believed in, and that if he desires to i(eep
the same company and continue the same journey, he will
have to throw his belief in regeneration over the fence. Mr.
Watson and others with him, their protests as to their belief
in inspiration “of some kind” and as to their fidelity to Christ
notwithstanding, are travelling down a road which leads to
darkness and despair. :

_There is one paragraph in Mr. Watson’s letter which I
regard—as he regards the Book of Jonah—as “a gem”—and
which I am compelled to quote in full, in order that I may
share with others the charm of its brilliance. It is as
follows:

“Crude theories of inspiration usually result, as in the
case with Daniel, in concentration on the seals, the trum-
pets, the bowls, the beast, the false prophet, and the little
horn, the construction of all sorts of grotesque and some-
times humiliating schemes of ‘inverted history,’ neglect-
i_ng i\%vhs;? is vital and substantial for the trivial and

‘anciful.

Shades of the mighty dead! Here is a Baptist preacher -
‘who thinks the seals, the trumpets, the bowls, the beast and

the false prophet are to be found in Daniel! If Mr. Watson
will read his Daniel he will find that none of these are men-

tioned, as such, in the book. The “little horn” is there, of

course. It is a great thing to iry to find things in the

- Bible—more interesting than prospecting and far more profit-

able. I would like to suggest a puzzle to Mr. Watson: As
the seals, the trumpets, the bowls, the beast and the false
prophet are not to be found in Daniel, then where, O where,
have they gone? I will just give this hint; he will not find
them in Genesis. I desire now .to submit a proposition, and
it is this: If Mr. Watson had known enough about the Book
of Daniel to know whether these twenty-three “trivial and
fanciful” articles were hidden therein, would he have accept-
ed the teaching of certain Destructive Critics that the book
was written “138 B.C., or thereabouts?”

See how Mr. Watson’s theory contradicts the text of
Daniel, and, therefore, denies its inspiration. (This will

lead Mr, Watson to read the Book of Daniel. Hallelujah!)"

The book seems to have been written by Daniel. (Dan. 12:4.)
It is written in the first person from the eighth chapter to
the end. It is “I Daniel” who writes. Mr. Watson himself
will hardly deny that “Daniel the prophet;” of whom Jesus
speaks (Matt. 24:15) really lived. (Though some Destruc-
tive Critics have done so.) Daniel was taken captive from
Judah by Nebuchadnezzar, and his life and visions are woven
into the history of Nebuchadnezzar, Belshazzar, Darius and
Cyrus. If, therefore, the book of Daniel, purporting to be
written by “I Daniel,” between say 607 B.C. and 584 B.C.,
was in reality written by some “pious Jew” in “138 B.C., or
thereabouts,” the book must be .a forgery and cannot have
been inspired. The conclusion is unescapable. The conten-

. tion of Destructive Critics flatly denies the inspiration of the

0
And now, about Jonah. I know my readers have been -

waiting for the reappearance of that story. It has a way

of coming up again, as had Jonah himself. If Mr. Watson

will read my last letter with more care than he has bestowed
~ (]

upon Daniel, he will see that the story of the big fish was
submitted, not as proof of the “historicity” of the Book of
Jonah in general, but only as showing a t’gos_sisbilii;y which
Destructive Critics have denied, i.e., that the prepared fish

" really swallowed Jonah. The story which I related is true,

though not inspired. I did not expect, however, that one
who denies the historicity of a book so clearly bearing the
marks of inspiration as that of Jonah, would 'be likely to
believe anything which tends to upset his “a priori notions.”

Mr. Watson has made his choice amongst many different
views of Destructive Critics, and calls the Book of Jonah
“allegory.” In another sentence he denies, by implication,
its “historicity.” Let me make this plain. Mr. Watson
denies that the book of Jonah is a record of facts. Lef the
careful reader stop now, and read the Book of Jonah; it will
take about five or ten minutes. Mr. Watson denies that
the people.of Nineveh were wicked; that the Lord spoke to
Jonah, commanding him to warn the city of its impending

- overthrow; that Jonah fled from the presence of the Lord;

that he took ship to go to Tarshish; that the Lord sent out
a great wind upon the sea; that in the storm the mariners
threw Jonah overboard; that a great fish swallowed him;
that the Lord spoke to the fish; that the fish obeyed the Lord
and vomited out Jonah upon the dry land; that Jonah
repented; that he then went to Nineveh and preached; that
as a result the people of Nineveh repented; and that the
Lord then spared the city. Mr. Watson denies it all. Aec-
cording to him these things simply never happened. Yet
he would profess to believe it to have inspiration “of some
kind!” (Some Destructive Critics deny inspiration of any
kind, and some go the length of denying that either Nineveh
or Jonah ever existed.) The story contains “vital truths,”
Mr. Watson tells us, and the story is “a gem.” Verily, it is -
a gem, if it is allegory and not fact! “Jesus,” he tells us,
“saw fit to refer to it incidentally as illustrating a great
truth when the question of its historicity was not up for dis-
cussion.” The “question” was not up for discussion, because
at that time there was no such question. But, oh that Mr.
Watson would read his Bible instead of paying attention to
the vaporings of Destructive Criticism! Listen to the words
of the Lord Jesus (Matt. 12:41): “The men of Nineveh shall
rise in the judgment with this generation and shall condemn
it; because they repented at the preaching of Jonas; and
behold, a greater than Jonas is here.” Says Jesus, “Jonah
preached unto the men of Nineveh.” Says Mr. Watson, “Not
so: Jonah was not sent, nor did he preach.” “The men- of
Nineveh repented,” says Jesus. “Not s0,” says Mr. Watson,
“the men of Nineveh did not repent.” This is the issue:
Christ, or the Critics; it is a question of the inspiration of
the Scriptures and the divinity of the Lord.

Let it not be thought, however, that I have presumptuously
undertaken to defend either one. The Bible remains because
it is inspired. The doctrine of the Lord’s Divinity remains
because He is Divine. .

The resolution aims to defend, not the Bible, but those
who ought to have the privilege of hearing the voice of the
Bible, without the discordant noise of the illogical denials
and frantic asseverations and contradictory interpretations of
Destructive Criticism.

I enjoyed our conversation in Whitby and was much drawn .
towards Mr, Watson. I have great regard for him per-
sonally. And the measure of my regard is the measure of -
my regret that he should have imbibed so many of the views
of Destructive Criticism. : :

. Mr, Watson has believed what he has been taught. That
is the logic of my resolution, and that, Mr. Editor, is the
logic of the general situation.

Bless God for a whole Book! Thank God that “The Scrip-
ture cannot be broken.” “Thy word is very pure, therefore
Thy servant loveth it.”

Oshawa. E. E, SHIELDS.

In the next issue of the paper, Mr. Watson, utterly
routed as we believe, retired from the field with a short
letter which he said was his final word. Other letters
followed from Mr. Shields in The Canadian Baptist of
September 11th and October 9th, that of September 11th
concluding as follows:

“Whether the tide ebbs or flows, however, my resolution

-is taken. I desire to express myself in a way that cannot

be mistaken: I am prepared to-day, if necessary, painful and
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regrettable though it be, in no spirit of bitterness and with
no desire but for the common weal, to vote fo part company
with those who lay destructive hands upon the Book of God.
I suggest a ‘line up’ on the question, in the spirit of the
Master, in the interests of the Kingdom of God and of the
people who ought to have the Book entire. _Thls thing is
many years overdue. Who is on the Lord’s side?

“The foregding is only intended.to be a reply to some
things in Mr. Watson’s final word. .

“If justification of the resolution were needed, it has been
abundantly supplied by Mr. Watson’s letters.

“In closing, Mr. Editor, I beg to eall attention to the fact
that my letter of August 14th remains unanswered.”

Oshawa. E. E. SHIELDS.

There is no doubt that this controversial discussion
throughout the summer of 1919 greatly stirred the
whole Denomination, and prepared the way for all that
followed. I returned from England at the end of Sep-
tember, reaching Toronto the 29th. In The Canadian
Baptist of that week, October 2nd, there appeared the
editorial which I discussed in the Jarvis Street pulpit
the next Sunday morning, October 6th, and there threw
down the gauntlet to the Modernists of the Baptist Con-
vention of Ontario and Quebec.

Then followed the denominational war. I shall deal
with that editorial, and the Sunday morning service at
which I discussed it, in next week's instalment of this
story. ) )

THE NEW YEAR IN JARVIS STREET
(Continued from page 7)

- the Lord make his face shine upon thee, and be gracious
unto thee: the Lord lift up his countenance upon thee,
and give thee peace.

“Your genuine child in the faith,

(Signed) Vivian Harries.”

We could think of no better motto for the year than that
which Brother Vivian Harries selected; therefore we gave
;.-l}'xest,a’ words for Jarvis Street’s motto for 1987: “Consider

im.

The meeting continued until well past one o’clock, and then
seemed to be only beginning. Had it not been that many
had others to consider beside themselves, we believe the
meeting could have continued "hours longer without weari-
ness to those who attended. Really, when the Lord draws
-nigh, as He did New Year’s morning, one is enabled in a
little measure to understand Christ’s meaning when He said
to His disciples, “I have meat to eat that ye know not of.”

One perhaps might have feared that these two meetings
coming so close together would interfere somewhat with the
Saturday evening meeting, but they seemed only to augment
both its numbers and its power. It would seem almost sac-
rilege to try to describe it. There seemed to have sprung up
a holy intimacy between the people and the Saviour, so
that they talked with God as Abraham did, as a man talketh
with his friend. .

The Sunday following was one of blessing, there were
many responses to the invitation both morning and evening.
The ﬁeat Communion Service Sunday evening, January 3rd,
and the meeting of Thursday last, were two more excursions
into the heavenlies; and then came Saturday once again.
The_prayer-room was crowded, and overflowed into the ad-
joining room. Again the meeting passed the boundary line,
continuing from eight to ten-thirty, with everyone feeling it
had just begun. It was a service of earnest intercession for
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the work of the School and Church—which are one. Then
followed Sunday. It was not surprising that something
like twenty responded to the invitation at the morning ser-
vice, came to the front, and were later dealt with in the en-
quiry-room. The results of the evening service were not so
apparent, although we believe were probably just as large.
The sermon appears in this week’s WITNESS.

Weé have written thus at length to testify to a special

touch of revival blessing the last two week-ends.

Bible Schobl Lesson Outline
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DR. T. T. SHIELDS, EDITOR

THE DUTY OF CONFESSION
Lesgson Text: Romans 10:6-13; Matthew 10:32-39.

Golden Text: “Whosoever therefore shall confess me before
men, him will I confess also before my Father which is in
heaven. But whosoever shall deny me before men, him

will I also deny before my Father which is in heaven.”—.

Matthew 10:32, 33. \

The scriptures selected for this lesson plainly teach that
it is the duty of everyone who believes in Christ, to make
public confession of Him.

I. THE DANGERS OF SECRET DISCIPLESHIP,

Many, hearing the Word, privately believe, but refrain
from making their faith known; and, when assaulted by the
tempter, they are tripped up. They are then tempted to
believe that they have made a mistake, and take refuge in
the fact that no one knows of their having believed on Christ,

Nicodemus (John 8:1; John 7:50; John 19:39) is three
times spoken of as the man “who came to Jesus by night”,
presumably that he might not be observed. AN that is
written to his credit is that he raised a question before the
Pharisees and others, in Christ’s behalf, and also that he
helped to bury Him. Joseph of Arimathaea (Matt. 27:67-61;
Mark 15:42; John 19:38) was a disciple of Jesus, but we are
told that he was so “secretly for fear of the Jews”.

There were many other secret disciples in Christ’s day,
who feared to confess Him lest they should be put out of the
synagogue. -

Appeal to scholars to have the courage of their convic-
tions. !

II. THE LESSON TEX.T IN MATTHEW.

(a) No one is excused from confession on the ground of -

the consequences thereof. In verses 26 to 28, we are admon-
ished not to be afraid even of those who have power to kill
us. What blessing would come to individuals, and through
them to multitudes of unbelieving people, if- all believers
were delivered ' from the fear of man which “bringeth a
snare”. (b) In this passage it is implied that God will take
care of His own; that, seeing He cares for the sparrows, and
numbers the hairs of our head, there is no justification for
our being afraid. (c) In the 32nd verse, it is promised that
if we confess Christ here, He will confess us in heaven. This
does not refer to some future time, but that even now—at
the moment—if we acknowledge Christ below, He acknow-

, ledges us before the Father and the holy angels. (d) In the

33rd verse, we are told that whoever denies Him among men,
will be denied by the Lord Jesus in heaven. If we are
ashamed of Him, He will be ashamed of us. (e) The verses
following this intimate that even though all our friends and
relatives should become our enemies, we must acknowledge

“Christ; and it says that he that taketh not his cross and fol-

low Him, is not worthy of Him.

III. LESSON TEXT IN ROMANS.

(a) In this text faith is defined as believing the word of
God which is in our mouths and in our hearts. (b) We are
told that it is with the heart—the seat of the affections—we
believe unto righteousness. The way to believe the truth is
to receive it “in the love of it”. Hence the necessity for re-
pentance. (c¢) Only God knows what we believe in our
hearts, and the faith that is in us should be confessed with
our mouths, that all the world may know that we are on
Christ's side. 'Whoever thus confesses, shall never be

‘ashamed.

-



