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tHlE RETURN to CHRIST.

—We are glad to find the
a ChristianComruonwealth speak­

ing out its mind on the cry
that has been raised of late, which,
under the guise of a “return to
Christ," means the ignoring of his
authority. It says :—“ We have
been hearing for some lime about
the importance of going back to
Christ. We fear that much of this

ter of First Corinthians. We do
not therefore regard all that is said
on the question of going back to
Christ as indicating a healthy re­
action."

of the New Testament; the second
will give us the pure, beautiful
gospel; the third will give us exactly
the Socialism which is needed for
this restless, struggling, turbulent
age.

QN EXCEPTION.—“Never­
theless," it continues, “ we
are glad that even Socialists

are compelled to go to Christ for
the best ideals of the coming century.
Mr. Fletcher, the editor of the Daily
Chnvtitlf, has prophesied through
Great Thoughts concerning the future.

ml STAKES ABOUT THE
BIBLE.—In Dr. Vcrcu’s

1 ▼ instructive paper reference
is made to the first chapter and first

I verse of Daniel, where it is stated,
| “in the third year of Jehoiakim, King
of Judah, came Nebuchadnezzar,

talk will practically amount to noth­
ing. Some of it may have a mis­
leading tendency. If a return to
Christ means that we must ignore
the primitive Church and the Apos­
tles it is by no means certain that
such a return is at all desirable. We
have more than once called atten­
tion to the fad that any legitimate
backward movement must include
everything with which Christ is as-I
sociated, and especially His Word,
His Church, and His Apostles. It
is easy to take up a cry of ‘ back to
Christ,’ which has in it nothing but
ruin for all that Christ came to es­
tablish. Whenever we go the other
side of Christ’s coronation in the
heavens we are at once out of line
with the dispensation in which we
live; and when we go the other side
of His death, burial, and resurrec­
tion, we arc practically beyond the
limits of His saving power; for any
gospel that saves must include the
three fundamental fads referred to
by the Apostle in the fifteenth chap-

Among other things he says: *1 be- King of Babylon, unto Jerusalem
lieve that the twentieth century will I and besieged it." This apparently
make progress by going backward. | contradids another statement in
The unemployed multitudes will be j Jeremiah 25, in which it says
put back on the land; industrially , that the event took place in the
we shall go back to the ideals of an \ fourth year of the reign of Jehoiakim.
age w hen every artisan was an artist,; By reading Dr. Verco's paper, this
anil every labourer a landholder; apparent discrepancy will be ex-
and politically we shall endeavour I plained. The explanation being
to go back to Nazareth, back to 1 found in the fad that Daniel used
Christ, by bravely endeavouring to the Babylonian method of reckon-
bring legislation into line with His I ing, which was different to the
teaching.’ Now, all this sounds ! Jewish. We refer to this now in
very well, but it will never be real- 1 order to show its bearing upon the

I ized unless it is brought about by I authorship of the Book of Daniel.
the Church of God. No organised j There is nothing about which de­
Socialism outside of the body of strudivc critics arc more certain
Christ will ever meet the case. It | than that Daniel did not write the
is, therefore, most important that . book bearing his name. They as*
the primitive Church should be re- sign its date to the Maccabcan
stored in all of its vital principles period and its authorship to some
and practices. The true remedy | unknown Jew. But the apparent
for all our evils can be found only in | mistake in regard to the year in
a return to Christ, a return to His which Jerusalem was besieged af-
Apo ties, and a return to the I’rimi- fords strong corroborative evidence
tne Church. The first will give us that it-, author was none other than
the simple but comprehensive creed Daniel himself. A writer in the
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last number of The Thinker, thus
speaks:—“How did the writer of
Daniel come to use the Babylonian
method ? If the writer was Daniel
himself the answer is easy; no other
method would occur to him. He
had been trained to it from his youth
and used it all his life. But if the
writer was a Jew in the Holy Land,
writing as late as, say, n.c. 168, and
laying the scene of his book in
Babylon from n.c. 605 downward,
how did he come to compute after
the Babylonian fashion ? It maybe
thought that, unless he was careless,
he could not commit the anomaly of
making Daniel write ns a Jew in
Palestine. But how did he know
that it would have been an anomaly
for Daniel to say the “ fourth year"?
It may be supposed that the descend­
ants of the exiles were familiar with
Babylonian methods. That, how­
ever, is not in keeping with what we
know of them."

He goes on to show that the
writers of the Maccabcan period
were ignorant of the Babylonian
method, and consequently that the
book must have been written by
one who lived at the time the events
took place. Other instances could
be cited which prove that the author
used the method referred to, and
therefore we are warranted in con­
cluding from this circumstance alone
that another mistake lies at the door
of the “ higher critics."

sometimes hear of the “ Mis-
7; sing link" being found, but

1 it never seems to live long,
hence we find a recent writer say­
ing, “ The world of science has com­
menced to disbelieve in missing
links. In despair of explaining
away the immense gulf between the
lowliest man and the most highly
developed ape, some of the keenest
of evolutionists have given up the
task. Darwin was logical and con­
sistent to the last, and carried the
origin of species to its humblest be­
ginnings, but Mr. Wallace seems
now inclined to admit that man
came into existence by something

like a miracle, and in so doing he
virtually abandoned the whole doc­
trine of evolution."
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MOSES OR CHRIST.

Q proper conception of the
relation of the Old Testa­
ment to the New is an

‘•on be tv,.

essential faiflor to the proper under­
standing of the Bible. And although
this is a truism which none would
call in question, it is wonderful how
few there are who give any evidence I
that they have arrived at a correct1
understanding of what that relation­
ship is. To many the Bible is
simply a book from which to cull

' texts without any regard to the occa-
I sion on which they were written.
In some cases this may be put down

I to ignorance or want of thought, but
in others we are afraid it is the

I result of design, prompted by a
1 desire to gain some particular end.
1 In the past as a .... '

up in the conncc-
. ..... Old and the New

Dispensations. Numerous debates
on the subjed of baptism were
splendid educational means fur en­
abling us to discern the difference
between the law of Moses and the

law of Christ. The upholders of
paxlo-baptist views were never happy
unless they were bringing forward
some Mosaic citation to sustain
their notions of Christian teaching.
Circumcision and the covenants were
always happy hunting grounds for
them to rove in, and if they failed in
making any logical use of them they
always had the satisfaction of raising
a dust, behind which they might
retire to hide their confusion. We
were therefore compelled in those
days to be discriminating students
of the Bible. We knew all about the
patriarchal, the Mosaic and Chris­
tian dispensations, and were not
easily led astray by irrelevant argu­
ments. We do not think our older
brethren have forgotten the lessons
they learned in the past, but we
think it quite possible that some of
those who have joined our ranks of
late years may have some important
lessons to learn in regard to this
matter. In any case, both old
and young disciples require to
have their minds refreshed by occa­
sional reminders of great elementary
truths. Veterans, who require no
reminding, are always pleased to see
their old friends, and novices have
everything to gain by making their
acquaintance.

Ninety-nine times out of a hun­
dred it may be regarded as a sign of
weakness when the Old Testament
is mainly used to prove the validity
of some practice in connexion with
‘he Christian Church, and it maybe
taken for granted that that which
cannot be sustained from the New
lestament isopen, to say the least
°f >t, to very strong suspicion, I n‘
questionably, lessons of the highest
import may be drawn from the page*
°f the older record, but these must
always Ixj understood in the light of
‘he clearer, and more perfect revela-

In fine, we must distinguish
Ixitwi-cn the spiritual childhood of
our race and its maturcr years and 
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perceive that the revelation of God's
will was adapted to each condition.

It may be asked, “ Why did God
not give a perfect revelation at
first ?” “ Why do wc find three
distinct periods, viz., the Patriarchal,
the Mosaic, and the Christian ?"
Leaving out of consideration the
first of these, we discover in the
conditions under which the Mosaic
economy was instituted ample rea­
sons for a less complete revelation
than was afterwards given, and
which culminated in Christ. Wc
have to bear in mind the condition
of the Israelites as they came forth
from the land of Egypt. They came
from a land in which they had been
slaves for many long years, and
from an environment in which idol­
atry was rampant. They carried
the marks of their slavery with them,
and the impress which the idolatrous
practices of their masters had left
upon them took long years to efface.
After crossing the Red Sea, they
were a vast multitude of people
without law and incapable of insti­
tuting laws for their own proper
guidance. This great want God
Himself supplied, and in such a way
as to suit their mental and spiritual
condition. The first vital lesson
they required to learn was, that
there was but one God, not many.
As showing how God stooped down
to their childish condition, wc have
only to note the prohibition to make
graven images, or the likeness of
anything. How hard it was for
them to learn and practice the first
commandment, is seen in those fre­
quent relapses into idolatry, and
their consequent punishment in the
seventy years' exile in Babylon,
after which salutary lesson wc hear
of no more relapses into idolatry.
The idea ol God's oneness became
fixed, and from this they have never
since departed.

And so we find Paul speaking of
the law as a schoolmaster. The

Greek word ispedagogue, and‘school- of a similar nature, but enough has
master' scarcely gives the correct been said to indicate not only the
idea. The pedagogue was a trusted
servant who had charge of the
child, and might be his tutor, or
might lead him to the teacher’s

superiority of the latter to the for­
mer, but also to plainly show that wc
do not take our Jaw from Moses
but from Christ. There was some 

house. The latter idea, we think, is
is preferable. The function of the
law, then, was to lead all under it
to Christ. But “the faith” having
come, of which Christ was the

excuse for the Jewish Christians
of apostolic days for being slow
to break the bonds of Judaism
and enjoy to the full the higher
liberty of the Gospel age, but 

author, the services of the law or no such excuse can be urged in
pedagogue were no longer required.
As Robertson puts it: “ There was
a time of the world's minority, and a
time when the world came of age.
These times arc marked by two
different stages of feeling—bondage
and liberty; and from two different
principles of action—acting from law
and .idling from faith. There was a
time when Moses was the world's
schoolmaster, and the time when
Christ became the world's higher
teacher." The first was a law of
restraint, the second a law of liberty.
Restraint for the child, liberty for
the man; but under law in each
case. It has been well observed

extenuation of the condudl of those
who, with no Judaic training, seek
to revive its precepts and pra dices
—who would make the law of Christ
bend to the law of Moses.

Sensible men and women—real
seekers after truth, do not turn away
from the glorious Sun of Righteous­
ness shining in the firmament of the
present dispensation, and seek their
spiritual illumination in the pale,
cold rays ol the moon of Mosaic
legalism ; they do not turn from the
perfedl to the irnperfedl—to do so
would indeed be an adl of folly, dis­
honouring both to Christ and to
ourselves. Let us, instead, ponder 
well the words of the Apostle Paul,that “ The moral law, as understood

by the light of nature, or under the
revelation of the Old Testament, is

“ But wc all, with unveiled face, re­
lieving as in a mirror the glory of

sufficiently terrible toour consciences;
the Sermon on the Mount is severer
still." There may be freedom from
certain restraints which charac-

the Lord, are transformed into the
same image, from glory to glory
even as from the Lord the Spirit."

terised the old condition of things,
but on the other hand there are in
the new, obligations of a spiritual
character which extend further and
arc equally imperative. Under the
Old it was said, “ Thou shalt not
kill; and whosoever shall kill shall
be in danger of the judgment; " but

Editorial Notes.
-------- :o:----------

The Final I cot —On taking up the daily
papers during the p.r.t lew day . wc notice a
great deal h.u been -aid about " The final
test match " About tw.wo people a .xm-
bled during the five days of the cricket
match The Colonies Mt mid to be in a

ad, but the second goes behind the . by word*. t ut by deeda l
ad, and condemns nut only it but aiu* dciermimd «r.. .th.

I piM.i in the fit!J Hum
the cause which brought the att mtu ! u> brethren at the • final u

that is angry with his brother shall 'ictor in the" hn.il tr-t 1
be in danger of the judgment." The [ ’’ 1 r?'‘ hrota f’p

n 1 n Co i.miah in the crukcl !
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ap^Jolic u-.:

•' The

’> »» »bA.luic nt4

gratifying. They show that the proportion
of church-goon in the population has been
steadily Increasing, until it has riven from 

•* nr'l think
'*>• but that

and if anything it la romewhat larger in the
the pre sent year. Then, allowance muvt be
made, not merely for children under five,
who arc alnut one-eighth of the population*
and fur peopled advanced years, but also
for mothers of families aud others whose 

uewill be tested. Shall we hear the ap­
proving words. "Inasmuch as you have
d.nt it unto one of the least of these my
brethren, ye have done it unto Me ?" Let
us keep in view the " final test."

Church Statistic*.—The
CAvhAkj* Is of opinion that the official
records of Victoria since 1S54 in regard to
church statistics "give a conclusive answer
to the de-pairing peuimists within the
church as well aa to the triumphant scoffers
without who talk of the decay of church
attendance" After giving the table c* 

Mn In 2 Cor
c°nirtbutjon
2™1"'-“-i • h..i.

Uc h “> that
I should L

home 'I hat the people ol Vittoria are levs
inclined to go to church than they used to
lx*, is an assertion absolutely contradicted
by farts "

"Liberal Brethren.-—We have been
having a lot ol talk lately about liberal
brethren and liberal slews, Ac As we un- 

lomcthici; of his own to be hlxr.il with A
man who Is liberal with what belongs to
somebody cite we call divhone,t, that is in
connection with things ol every day life-

it,., w— . . • 

Idy in the matter

A> > m,i,„
J '4colkttwn

I" thu „0„|

ion -a., ,
"“■■•l.-.- p",ther

came good•'«»■= Lc,. 'T.

tenable W <1° >«’ “ni“ "C“
but (or tome rawn eaW °” Dr J°!cl’"
Klng.bury, It may be ibe cutlom here; II
to. it it a t<xxlone We acre dreply and
wtlemoly tmpretted Tbe aorJs tpc en
were not many; they were lew anti well
ehow-n Ute remit, ol becoming Chrhtians
and the respon abilities of the life they were
exported to live was briefly pointed out. and
they were exhorted to live forChrist. Only
a few minutes were occupied, but we felt
much good wax done.

Tho Fellowship—The Bill/ AdrctJlt
in its "Open Council" column has a scries
of articles from the pen of Bro. J. Grin­
stead in which various matter;are discussed
in a conversational form In one of these
articles he deals with the question of the
" fellowship." and notices an erroneous con­
ception which some hold in regard to it,
viz, that some "contended that it should
only be attended to on a Sunday in the one
collation." To '.how the absurdity of this
he points out that Aefacxu means distribut­
ing as well a» collerting, and consequently
to c. vf.ni the term to the one Idea of collert-
log is erroneous This is the main point
that he seeks to make. The "one collec­
tion" idea of course cannot be sustained,
but wh.it position Bro. Grinstead would
assume towards an intelligent use of the
words, attending to the fellowship, we do
nut know. We should imagine that he
would scarcely say that it uas "absurd" for
a presiding brother to say that "the church I
will now attend to the fellowship" simply
because for the time being the contributing

| part was only being attended to. No one
ubjeds to a presiding brother saving we
will now attend to "the breaking of bread"
although the words literally mean attend­

ance to one ad. but by well understood
u W take in "drinking the cup" w
wed. Nevertheless the same hypercritical
spirit could just as well call the one phrase

ab ur.l-us.be clb„. Ay.tulkato.i,
ver taken up without the intention of dis-

rnb ltes ,4 ..(dI„„s| • ..,
"Ppropm.dy |„

to it, and

does nut leach something on all questions
ofiirtin,; Christian life and duty . When it
speaks on any given question, to the man
loyal to the truth the controversy is ended,
and the man who in the name of lib.rality
tries to subvert that word, is arting dis-
*----- The word ol
God, rightly —i—'j •«*>er
pretvd.il an end of all controversy W<
can Le )u .1 av lilxral as our neighbours
when we happen to h ive anything ■ I out
own lobe ‘

things belonging to oth< r,

Thu Handof Fcllowahlj

moderate ability goes n long way if the
preacher is in sympathy with the )>coplc in
in their life conflids From long experi­
ence. he would say "that the pulpit can
only be made more attractive by that which
leads to it, i.e . a consistent house to house
visitation, not only those who attend the
church or chapel, but the bringing of the
sunshine of a better hope into the homes of
the thousands who do not go to church.
Many of these never obtain a kindly expres­
sion ; are struggling with powerful physical
and mental temptations ; arc worsted in the
daily conflirt to live and to bring up their
families; and one need not wonder that
they prefer the art or to the preacher, and in
many cases the public-house to the church
I believe—my, I know —that a deep interest
shown to folk outside the pulpit, makes the
pulpit more attrartivc."

Twynholm House.—Eighteen months
have elapsed since Messrs. Sydney Black
and R. Wilson Black obtained the lease uf
the great building at Fulham Cross then
known as the Queen Anne Coffee Tavern,
and now known ns '1 vvynholm House. The
big building which was built fourteen years
ago as a new public-house, but for which
the owner or owners failed to obtain a
license, has passed through some vicissi­
tudes In the latter jKirt of its time it had
been largely in the hand * of Mr. Roydhousc.
mineral water manufacturer, by whom the
leJne wax transferred to Messrs. Black, the
well known evangelists, it was mainly
through the munificence of the father of
these gentlemen, Mr. Robert Black, of Sth.
Kensington, a man who has in an unostenta­
tious manner liccti tho means of doing n

wui-jo me a
I lUrcd for many year.

great amount of good that the "Queen Anne"
1 avern was obtained for the purpose of a re-
ligiotisand social mission. Mr. R Blackgave
a cheque for £i,ooo, and this, together with
Zt.ooo more subscribed by friends who
appreciated the value of Messrs. Black's
mission in the Australian colonies, hax
formed the major part of the money sine®
expended on the building at Fulham Cross
Twynholm House has during the last jcaf
undergone the most extensive alteration’
The basement has been reconstructed. at
lhe rear of the bnilding a handsome and
commodious assembly hall capable of seat­
ing you or txx> people, has been erected 1 and
wup-kitchens, cla ss-rooms and club roe—1
added There arc two capital entrances
to the hall, one opening into Bayonne road.
and the other into I.illic-road, the latteG
which is the principal, having a handsotn®
stone vestibule. With regard to the
which is to be carried on among the tex mfrs
population of Fulham Cross, it is <d * 'ff-
various and very grand character H *i-13 ‘
'-oci.il ax well a-. a religious side
^ow that the spiritual w< rk has its f
h’ the Churvh of Chriri. College
Chelsea .. - m.-v nakB

hlxr.il
pretvd.il
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flistakes About the Bible.
PREFACE.

The following paper was prepared for the
“ University Christian Union," of the University of
Adelaide, and delivered as a ledurc at its monthly
meeting in September, 1894. A week or so later it
was read at the Annual Conference of Churches of
Christ in South Australia. Necessarily, it partakes
largely of the nature of a compilation ; all its fads,
and the objections refuted by these fads, being derived
from various books. My chief sources of information
have been the pages of The Australasian Christian
Standard, edited by Mr. F. G. Dunn, of Melbourne;,
a series of admirable publications, entitled " By-Paths
of Bible Knowledge," issued by the Religious Trad
Society of London ; and “ The Empire of the Hittites,"
by Win. Wright, D.D., kindly lent me by Mr. A. T.
Magarey, of Adelaide. I acknowledge freely and with
pleasure my great indebtedness to them all, and trust
to obtain still more “ faith and knowledge" in the same
easy and pleasant way from their further labors in this
wide and ever-widening field of research.

------------:o:------------
‘HE purpose of my paper is to strengthen our faith

ffj'X in the truth of the Bible. This might be at-
ViZ tempted in various ways. But I will confine
? myself to one line of argument. The fads

which might be marshalled along even this one
line are so numerous as to forbid a reference to them
all, and will allow only a hasty glance at some of the
strongest and most interesting.

What a household word has the phrase "Higher
Criticism" become. And to many it has a fearful
sound. It seems to embody the antagonism of a well
established science to the word of God, and to threaten
the overthrow of our belief in this as a divine revelation.
It gathers up vast numbers of undeniable fads, draws
from them apparently incontestable conclusions, con­
trasts them with the Scripture record, and demonstrates
its serious departure from truth, and therefore the
impossibility of receiving it as inspired of God. And so
their faith changes to doubt, they begin to question the
accuracy of the good old Book, and to lose their
reverence for it, their attachment to it, and their confi­
dence in it.

Of late years, the attention of scholars has been
largely directed to the Old Testament, and its history
and prophecy have been closely and thoroughly
scrutinised; with the result that all sorts of errors and
corruptions and falsifications have been discovered.
Books attributed to one man have been proved—yes
proved — to have been written by two or more.
Prophecies uttered, or supposed to have been uttered
before certain events, have been shown by these highly
educated men to have been written after the occurrence
oi the incidents predided, and hence arc forged
prophecies palmed off upon the credulous. Ami the
consequence is, we arc liable to lose confidence in
Isaiah and Daniel ami Moses, because they arc only

for all kinds of people, who conceded all
manner of stories, at various periods of time, and in
order to give them credibility, have attributed them to
Moses and Daniel, who had no more to do with them
than you or I.

Now what I want to do is this, to show how little
this Higher Criticism is to be feared, because it is so
little to be trusted. It has already made so many
egregious blunders, that it cannot exped us to repose
any very implicit confidence in it. This can be
demonstrated over and over again, by instances which
cannot be denied. The critic has taken a certain
assertion in the Book. He has said: “This is not
true, it cannot be possibly true ; and this is the reason
why it cannot be true." And after he has said this over
several times, some other scientific man has appeared
on the scene with a brick in his hand, and shown that
this Bible narrative IS true, even to the satisfaction of
the Higher Critic himself. But as bold as ever he
replies: "Though the Bible is absolutely right in that
particular, it is absolutely false in this;" and here he
cites another scientific deduction, and gives another
scripture quotation. And once more, after he has
loudly defied the word of God, some scientific David
picks up a stone out of the brook, and with one twirl of
his sling, smites him in the forehead, and the Philistine
champion is in the dust.

Now it seems to me only reasonable, that every
instance adduced, in which a definite charge of in­
accuracy has been levelled against the Bible by the
critic, on scientific grounds, and has subsequently been
shown to be an unfounded charge (shown in such
an unmistakeable and forcible manner, by fails which
cannot be gainsaid, that the critic himself is compelled
to acknowledge it), every such instance must weaken
our resped for the critic, and must discount any further
criticism offered. And when we find these refuted
charges accumulating by the score, may we not begin to
question whether we need pay so much deference to
Bible criticism, and may we not, while we listen atten­
tively to the objector, be quite justified in holding to the
accuracy of the divine word.

Should we not thus ad in secular affairs ? Suppose
we hail a bosom friend, whom we had implicitly trusted
all our life. Then comes A. and says: " Your friend is
not reliable, he has told you what is not true about such
a matter." He adduces his fails, and really it does
seem as though a gross falsehood had been perpetrated.
But after our mind has been worried for awhile, B.
communicates another fact, of which A. was ignorant.
This puts a different complexion upon whole case, and
confirms our friend's integrity, and refutes the accusa­
tion of falsehood. A. acknowledges his mistake, and
our confidence in him is scarcely shaken. But soon he
returns with another charge or falsehood, and has an
equally convincing array of fads, and we cannot see
exadly where there is any fallacy; and again we are
disturbed about our friend's un truthfulness. But in
process of time we talk it over with D., and he produces
a document, which proves A to be wrong again, and our
friend to be true to the very letter. Our reliance upon
the judgment of A. is further shaken, and while we do
not for an instant question his sincerity or his lo\e fur
truth, wc are beginning to suspect hi., infallibility. Now
when he advances a third time, with other irrefragible
evidence of our frknd's.departure from veracity, shall we
not retort, "See here, Mr. A., you have impugned the
truth of my friend twice, and have been proved wrong
yourself. 1 will note your statement of fads. and yoiu
incontestable conclusion, and your charge uf falsehood;
but I shall, nevertheless, continue to believe in my old
friend, for, so far, I have found his charadcr a great
deal more trustworthy than your judgment." Such
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for most philo-

... ___ .o---------... v. .1 »av«, iiiiiiiore lie denied
a fatfl, and thousands of people accepted his denial, and
repudiated the fat I, because he was supposed to know
50 much. And if Renan were alive to-day he would be
conipt lied to acknowledge his mi take, made through
ignorance and unlieliel. The lesson to be learned is
this, “Science and not ignorance ought to be the source
«.f “ 'I *••• -*1-------■

what is known, and not (as in this instance) on what is
not known.

The natural outcome of a criticism such as Renan’s
constitutes a second grave objection to these early
books of the Old Testament. The country of Palestine,
therein described, is asserted to be almost wholly
imaginary, and never to have existed in such state.
The incidents narrated were only myths and legends,
and transformations of a later age. Many of the
persons referred to were quite fitflitious, and of course
as such to be rejected by all but the credulous. But
what is the answer ? A mound at Tel-el Amarna, in
Egypt, has lately been explored, and has revealed a
series of letters, 320 in number. They were written on
clay tablets while they were soft, by means of a style or
pen, shaped at the end something like a horse shoe nail.
The tablets were then baked like bricks. These letters
were sent to the King of Egypt from Babylonia and
Arabia, and from various cities of Palestine. They
were entirely of an official charatfter, were on official
business, and were preserved among the official ar-

■ chives. In fatfl they were part of the contents of the
• Egyptian Foreign Office, or the Colonial Secretary’s
I Department. They arc in Babylonian character,
l evidently the official language of that early period,
i the /rn’nj franca of the nations. They are of very
1 ’ an7en* date* sprnc of them before the times of Abra-

r, .• - -------- - w- »•«-••• muic man 1 you yfuts iiuivit
Christian cra-that is, before Samuel, the last of the
ju gcs. Now Captain Conder, so well known for his
ong superintendence of the Palestine explorations, has
J^mtly published a work, in which he gives transla­
te . S °i n° fc"?r than one hundred and twenty-six of
to th«. v-CtS* ?H-° which were written from Palestine
offici-il 725 ° '^’ypt. or other official persons. These
the ^nin»!CUnc’i?l%'y<?r<s excutc<l just about the time of
and con " ° 1 ’J,,1Iel,rcws in ^gypt, their exodus
for eveX 1 ?leShne’ 'I’hesc settle definitely ami

'he PaleMine o( the t’.hhts
of Joshua \t1 .C la[cst,nc °f the books of Moses and
named in the ifiblehtu kll7S 'Vcrc 'vriltcn fro”‘ f ’’’7
made of the natinne ?ry-.0f lhat Perio'L ,s
And some of tho tr,bcs referred to in the Bible-
in the by Captain Conder,

■ nameswere written by men' Hibk InTory. 1",“J a,;lions «= registered in early
King’d k.i«i a ,o: 1 "c ria'1 1,ow Adorn-

Lacliisl,. and , scnt ‘"'lo J»phi». KinS o(
ngatnst Gibeon th,. ’.it t0 (°r”l « confederacy
!!: another if .1. ' / • ,he Israelites. In Joshua
Hazor, unites the ' '”csof lstacl- Kins of
>■> h-tht with Joshua o nof the land of Canaan
an interesting and aslo'nisl•' a'?rS °f Moroni. Is it not
tablets found in Envoi”..'"S ,afl that amongst these
nf’?"1'’l,’s'51s 10 a periid^W ‘’X Egyptologists anti
' ,' "ia, are thru'* ?h,ch must bi about the era
J "' -‘I™),one fro,,,'r, f. Adoni-zedek (King of

' (King of 1 * °f ‘-achish) and one
' ' jT'lu " Wince, S ':.; ? hus ">ere is furnished in-

...... ti® 111111 na,|ied in i' CI!ct' 'heir autographs,5 10 'jl'ieh tl" y ' Ll,00k «( Joshua lived at the
Bible \?t ? aCCS wh c|, ,l‘ll!ned ''V ,llc llil,le> anJ
I-mn r1';'1 "Ota siJ'"1* are located by the
PalesX “,C ‘.“'-'s ail aui"", remarkable fael,
furnish them aid a ’"'"'ain, the'r'l”'" 'V*® r“lctS
Ulm are the’J>J"«,»' Ekypt. -o

should be our attitude towards the Higher Criticism in 1
its relation lo the word of God. P,,„-oles

Now let me draw your attention to a few wan .pies
of the inaccuracies of the Higher Critics. Some of
them are very simple and superficial, and arc easily
followed. Others arc rather inlnca e, and a it t
mental concentration may be required to follow their i
course. But 1 will try to make them as plain as
circumstances will permit. . ,.

Renan, the writer of “The Life of Jesus, in his
History of Israel expressed his convitfiion that the
Hebrew account of the events recorded in the four
books of Moses, in Joshua and Judges, could not
possibly have been written during the period in which
the events therein described took place. The story
must have been written at a much later date. The
reason why he came to this conclusion was because-the
art of writing was not sufficiently advanced, or suffi­
ciently known, in those early times to allow such
written records to be prepared. But they purport to be
compilations of that very age. This convitfiion of
Renan's, therefore, was damaging to the Old Testament'
in two ways. First, this gives the impression to the
reader of being a contemporary history, which, of
course, is false; and, second, as the account was not
compiled at the time of the occurrence, there is the
possibility, and even the probability of error, through ........... ... Ol lllcin neiore me times oi aim*-
oral transmission and legendary exaggeration. But, ham, and all of them more than 1200 years before the
after this convitfiion of Renan's has become the con- Christian era—iLm «c iw.r~— c—.....1 i«» «r th«
viclion of many others, who have accepted his ifn di.iit j
without question, and it has done its evil work’, what do I
we find ? The convitfiion was utterly unfounded, and 1
altogether a mistake. The discoveries of the last six 1
years have shown that the art of writing was well
understood and extensively used, not only before the I
time of the judges, and of Joshua, and even of Moses,
the writer of the very first book of the Bible; but long
even before the times of Abraham, who lived nearly
five hundred years before Moses began to write.
Great numliers of documents, unearthed from tombs
ami ruined palaces in Egypt ami Mesopotamia, prepared
many centuries before the epoch of the Judges, are now
colktftcd in the libraries and museums of Britain and I
the continent.

Now, before we pass on, let us look at this exploded I
criticism, and learn the simple lesson which it ought to
teach. On what ground did Renan form that conviction?
Because he did not kxvw the art of writing was so well
understood and so generally used. Had he knows the
art of writing was not understood and Used, that would
have been a rational ground for a convitfiion; that
would have been an opposition of science, for science is
just another word for knowledge. But. as a matter of
fatfl, his ignorance was the ground of his conviction.
Because he did not know books were common at that
time, therefore he concluded these books could nut have
been written then. This opposition was actually the
opposition of ignorance, and not of science ; as the New
'Icstament so severely, and yet so truly, calls it in one
place, “the opposition of science, falsely so called.'’
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legists and linguists regard the Aperui as a foreign word
for the Hebrew race. They were apparently invading
the land at this very time, and the kings ot Palestine,
in fear, were writing down to Egypt for help. Where
is now the criticism that the Palestine of Joshua was a
fidlitious one, and its kings were nothing but empty
names ? It is burst like a bubble.

In Joshua 17 : 16 wc read, “And the children of
Joseph said, “The hill is not enough for us; and all the
Canaanites that dwell in the land of the valley have
chariots of iron." These Ephraimitcs had outgrown
their possession in the hill country, but they had not
been able to drive out the inhabitants of Jczrccl and
Bethshean, because of their iron chariots. These
chariots of iron have been an argument of the critics
against the accuracy of the Book. This they say is an
anachronism. It is evidence of composition at a much
later date ; for in the early period, during which Joshua
is supposed to have lived, iron had not been brought
into use. The people did not know how to smelt
it or work it. The possession of iron chariots was out
of the question. And the mention of them here proves
the author of the book of Joshua to have lived long
afterwards, in the age of iron and iron chariots, and in
a moment of forgetfulness to have transferred the iron
chariots of his own day to the times of Joshua. Just as
an Adelaide boy, writing a description of the first years
of the colony, might tell how Governor Hindmarsh,
over fifty years ago, spoke from Glenelg, through the
telephone, to Colonel Light, at the Government Offices
in Victoria Square. Now for the anachronism. The
site of Lachish was discovered by the condudors of the
Palestine Exploration Fund. During their excavations
they found evidence that several different races of
inhabitants had consecutively occupied the same site,
and each one had left a stratum of debris, in which the
relics of their occupation were deposited. When the
excavators reached the lowest stratum, they found the
remains of the original city, the old Amorite town,
which was standing in the days of Joshua. This was
proved by the discovery of clay tablets of the same
character ami of the same age as those found at Tel-el-
Amatna in Egypt, to which we were referring a few
minutes ago. This was sufficient evidence that all the
Amorite relics in this stratum were as ancient as the
time of the Hebrew invasion. And here comes the j
revelation. In the monthly magazine for April, 1893, :
which contains the reports of the Palestine Exploration
Fund, there was announced the discovery of “a smelting
furnace for iron, attributed by Mr. Bliss (the super­
intendent for exploration) to 1400 u.c. Usher's
chronology gives 1444 as the date of the Ephraimites’
complaint about the chariots of iron. This is a fairly
close approximation, surely close enough to silence any
objection on the plea of anachronism. These criticisms
remind me of the boomerang of the Australian aboriginal
thrown by an unaccustomed hand. It hurtles through
the air, and threatens to kill the game he hunts ; but
instead of that, it comes whizzing back and wounds the
one who sent it on its way.

In 2 Chronicles 33: 11 it is written, “ The Lord
brought upon them (that is, Judah and the inhabitants
of Jerusalem) the captains of the host of the King of
Assyria, winch took Manassch among the thorns, and
bound him with fetters, and carried him to Babylon."
To this passage the Higher Critics took exception.
They pointed out that the capital of Assyria was nut
Babylon, but Nineveh, and the deportation of Manasseh

and his people to Babylon by the captain of the ’lost of
the King of Assyria would be about as likely as the
sending of prisoners of war captured by a French army
to London, the metropolis of “ Perfidious Albion." So
the Bible was plainly wrong again. The compiler of
the Chronicles was so ignorant, or so careless, as to
confound Assyria and Babylon together, and put the
capital of the one in place of the other. But “ the
potter who hath power over the clay " providentially
preserved some of the clay tablets of this King of
Assyria. It was Esarhaddon. His i-athiik had con­
quered the adjacent kingdom, and razed Babylon to the
ground. But Esarhaddon rebuilt it, and in order to
win the goodwill of its conquered people, spent one-half
of his time there. He was, therefore, as likely to be at

| Babylon as at Nineveh ; and it would be simply a
| question of the season of the year when Manasseh was
| forwarded to the king, whether he were sent to Nineveh
or to Babylon. So again the edge of the critics' knife
is blunted by a stone. The old Bible, which was

| wrong, turns out to be right after all. The critics, who
| knew so much, are proved to have known less than the
I truth, and probably less than the writer of the
I Chronicles, who seemed so lamentably ignorant. It
strikes me these writers of the Bible are rather

' dangerous individuals to attack, and anyone who has a
regard for his own reputation should be very careful
how he accuses them of mistake or untruth; for these
Babylonian bricks (which are lately so much in evidence)
appear to be remarkable weapons of defence, and
capable, not only of repelling charges, but of inflicfling
damaging wounds upon the foe.

Isaiah, in his 10th and 20th chapters, prophesied,
during the reign of Hezekiah, an Assyrian invasion
under Sargon the king. As an inspired seer, he
described the enemy as approaching along the usual
high road from the north-east and halting at Nob, only
an hour’s journey distant from Jerusalem, on the very
day the oracle was uttered ; while he declared that
Jerusalem should fall into the hands of the enemy.
But, said the critics, “This is all fancy ; this is an ideal
invasion; there never was a king of Assyria named
Sargon, profane history is silent about him ; the attack
upon Palestine to which this refers was made by
Sennacherib during the time of Hezekiah ; and he
entered the land, not from the north cast, but from the
south-west, and he besieged Jerusalem ; and according
to the Bible account given elsewhere, Jerusalem did not
fall into his hands, but the angel of the Lord smote the
army one night with a pestilence, the siege was raised
and the invader turned back to his own country. The
prophet was simply flying a lute. There cannot be
found in history anything to which it will correspond."
But once more the stones speak out ami confound the
critics. They show that ten years before the Senna­
cherib incident, another king of Assyria about whom
the world was profoundly ignorant, Sargon by name,
DID enter Palestine, did enter by the ..»•«rn-i. \s r and’
conquered the whole land. Ami thu . “the ignorance
that is in them” has again been demonstrated to the

I critics, and the falsehoods of the prophet, thinly veikd
I under the honeyed phrase of "an ideal campaign," are
I t -tablished as the • imple truth of history and of God.
I The prophet Jeremiah in hr. 44th chapter | r. dn led
a desperate contfii t between Nebuchadnezzar, King of

I Babylon, and the lung of Egypt. He described how
I the former would overrun the Lind uf the Nile, and
sang the burden of her chief cities. But, ingulatiy
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enough, nothing of all this was to be gathered from
profane historians. And so the truth-loving critics
jumped on the Bible again. They said: “ \Ve really
cannot allow the occurrence of this campaign. Here
is another sad instance of inspired men drawing upon
their imagination and pour t raying pictures of wars
which never were waged." Well, Nebuchadnezzar was
both a great warrior and a magnificent builder. Numer­
ous records of his building operations are extant. But
only one little fragment referring to his wars has been
unearthed. Yet is it not a providence ? That little
contains an allusion to his invasion of Egypt. It took
place in the 37th year of his reign. It is moreover
confirmed by the monumental hieroglyphics of Egypt,
which show how he overran the whole of the northern
portion of the land. And so once more the prophet of the
Lord is vindicated, and the prophet of Higher Criticism
is convicted of unbecoming haste in denying the records
of holy writ, and attributing falsehood on no other
ground than his own want of knowledge.

In the first verse of the first chapter of Daniel we
read : “ In the third year of the reign of Jehoiakim,
King of Judah, came Nebuchadnezzar, King of Baby­
lon, unto Jerusalem, and besieged it, and the Lord gave
Jehoiakim, King of Judah, in his hand." Now in the
first verse of the 25th chapter of Jeremiah it is written :
“ The word that came to Jeremiah, concerning all the
people of Judah in the fourth year of Jehoiakim, King
of Judah ; the same was the first year of Nebuchadnez­
zar, King of Babylon. Thus saith the Lord of Hosts,
I w ill send and take all the families of the north, and 1
will send unto Nebuchadnezzar, the King of Babylon,
my servant, and will bring them against this land ami
against the inhabitants thereof, and against all these
nations round about, and these nations shall serve the
king of Babylon seventy years." And in accord with
this we read in the 2nd verse of the 46th chapter of
Jeremiah, “ Of Egypt, concerning the army of Pharoah
Nccho, King of Egypt, which was by the river Eu­
phrates, in Carchemish, which Nebuchadnezzar, King
of Babylon, smote in the fourth year of Jehoiakim."
Here is an apparent discrepancy. Daniel tells us
Jehoiakim, in the third year of his reign, was given
into the bands of Nebuchadnezzar; whereas Jeremiah,
in the iourth year of his reign, threatens Jehoiakim
with an invasion, and further affirms the defeat of the
king ol Egypt at Carchcmish on his way down to Judah.
It ■ ecnis impossible that both can be right. If the king
of Judah was taken prisoner in his third year by
Nebuchadnezzar, then certainly Nebuchadnezzar was
not coming up to fight with him in his i ourth year;
it seems as though one of the two historian prophets
must be in error.

De Wette, one of the Higher Critics, makes a
vigorous attack upon this v< ry point. He writes: “It is
obviou* ly false that Jehoiakim was carried thither at that
date (that is to Babylon); and the false statement in
the first verse of the first chapter of Daniel renders the
historical existence of Daniel exceedingly doubtful."
The want of correspondt nee between these two passages
is branded as falsehood, ami this falsehood leads to the
suggestion that no such person as Daniel ever lived.
He was a myth, a creation of some inaccurate writer of
a later day. The remark about the first year of
Nt bu< hadm/zar, and Daniel says J« hoiakim was given
into hi', hand in the third year of his reign. Therefore
his capture was in the year before the first year of
Ncbuchadm zzar, or in other words, the king ot Judah

was given into the hands of the king of Babylon, a year
before he was king of Babylon, which of course is
absurd.

Well, after De Wette and two or three of his friends
have nailed Daniel’s lies on the counter, what do we
find ? Daniel was perfectly correct, and so was Jere­
miah, while De Wette was wrong. Yes, after asking
us not only to disbelieve Daniel’s statement, but to
discredit the very existence, wipe him out of the actual
world, and consign him to the limbo of figments; after
this the clay tablets prove De Wette to be at fault.
The explanation of the disagreement between the two
prophets is as simple as could be wished. The wonder
is that nobody guessed it before it was revealed by the
tablets.

Daniel wrote his book in Babylon, and wrote like a
Babylonian ; Jeremiah wrote in Jerusalem, and wrote
as a Jew. '1 he one computed after the Babylonian
style, and the other after the Jewish, and their method
of computation was quite different. For instance,
among the Jews, if a king had ascended the throne in
September, 1892, and reigned till December, 1892, that
would be regarded as the first year of his reign ; from
January, 1893, to December, 1893, as his second Xca{'
and from January, 1894, as his third year. Hence, if
he had died in March, 1894, he would have been spoken
of as reigning three years, because he bad been holding
the sceptre during some portion of three separate years,
although he had really sat on the throne only some
eighteen months altogether. But among the Baby­
lonians, if a king’s accession had taken place in Sep­
tember, 1892, and he had lived till December, 1892,
those three months, would not have been reckoned to
him, but to his predecessor. The first year of his reign
would be calculated from the first New Year's Day
after his ascension, viz., January, 1893 ; from the next
New Year’s Day, January, 1894, the second year of his
reign would commence. Should he die in March, 1894,
two years would be imputed to him, though he had only

the crown eighteen months; and should he survive
till December, 1894, he would still only be credited with
two years, whereas he had actually reigned two years
and a quarter. From this it is plain, that the first year
o a monarch's reign, according to Babylonian reckon­
ing, won Id be the second according to the Jewish ; and
Hie third year of Jehoiakim, calculated by Babylonian
methods, would be the fourth year of Jehoiakim, counted
a er the manner of the Jews. The third year of Jehoia-
f r’,1 n’pUlvir by Daniel in Babylon, would be the
Ln. -iyiar Jdl0,aki,n, computed by Jeremiah m
in comXY And iS° lhe lwo Prophets arc shown to be

win cH?CiCOr ’ DanieI ,s ri«ht’ Dc Wctte is "rong*
man bjLt in » hi’W. “ 3
well is f i ’Ot' a,n<^ as a revealcr of the future as
null as a faithful recorder of rhe past.
the Ual'ivloninn'lrlLr-2I ' ,’l° PruP'R,sied of the fa"

s mo- imn ■ "'T' :uul its doom in some of
ms most impassioned utterances. Hut here a«nin lie

Xmawuv Critics. ThS; were not to

loved truth, they did "Ki’ liown language. They
with history. Now w|, ,’T,' ,,K'y "ere

aim .hlin.i. mil it Was not • , ...... i «.lvknows, into the hands of p^si, . ‘r ,rK'('L'n’ 7?Ltn
came against the city and , iv I*'l ’ '"S tlw 1 t
into the capital along the bed t"0 anJ. WC“
quered it. 1 In y had (heir 1 a* ‘C “‘L" u

1 7 •‘icrodotus; doesnot the Greek
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historian tell us all about the siege, and give us the
details ? And after this, we arc exported to believe j
Isaiah ? W hy. his prophecies were made up after the |
event transpired ; so long after that the circumstances
had been largely forgotten, and their inventor was |
exceedingly unfortunate in his manufarturc of the
predirtions, for he mistook Elam and Media for Persia.
But what say the tablets? Nabonidus, the King of
Babylon at the time it was taken, calls him “Cyrus, the
King of Elam," and says he overthrew the Maiida, or
barbarians (another name for Medians). Perhaps he
was wrong, like Isaiah, and did not know Cyrus was a
Persian. But if anyone in this world would know, it
would surely be Cyrus himself. What does he say ?
On a cylinder made by himself, he calls himself “Cyrus,
the King of Elam.” “ Without fighting or battle,
Mcrodach (that is the God) caused him to enter into
Babylon.” This surely settles the matter. First he
was king of Elam, then he conquered Media—that is
certainly known; and it is believed that after this he
acquired Persia. So that, whereas he was in a sense
king of Persia (as we find it written in Ezra 1 : 2) and
king of Media too, he writes himself down as “ King of
Elam.” But where is Herodotus then? Well, very
much at sea in comparison with Isaiah. For not only
does Cyrus say “ I am king of Elam,” but he also says
“ I entered Babylon without fighting or battle.” So
the grand description of the siege of Babylon, by
Herodotus, is a mistake, and Isaiah's forecast was
correct., And now the critics find out that Herodotus
must have inadvertently transferred the incidents of the
capture of Babylon by Darius the Persian to the entry
of Babylon by Cyrus the Elamite. Once more Isaiah
stands acquitted of the charge of perjury.

The Ohl Testament repeatedly mentions a people
called the Hittites. It represents them as a mighty
power in the land of Canaan ; as occupying an extensive
territory, and as existing for many hundreds of years.
Look at some of the references. Abraham bought the
Cave of Machpelah for a burying-place from Ephron
the Hittite in Hebron. Esau, to vex his father and
mother, married wives of the children of Heth. When
Joshua entered the promised land the Hittites, with
their chariots of iron, opposed his progress, and were
hopelessly defeated in the great battle by the Waters
of Merom. Their soldiers of fortune led the hosts of
David and Solomon. Both these kings formed matri­
monial alliances with Hittite women, and Solomon
himself was the son of David by a Hittite wife. One
of the sources of revenue to King Solomon was his
traffic with this people. He bought horses in mobs
down in Egypt, and then sold them at an advance to
the warlike Hittites. In the second Book of Kings is
the record of the siege of Samaria by the Syrians.
The Israelites were shut up in their capital, and were
reduced to such straits through starvation as to compel
unconditional surrender to the enemy. But according
to Elisha's prophecy, “ The Lord made the host of the
Syrians to hear a noise of chariots and a noise of
horses, even the noise of a great host, ami they said
one to another, • Lo the king of Israel hath hired
against us the kings of the Hittites and the kings of the
Egyptians to come upon usW hen fore they arose
and lied in the twilight, and left their tents and their
horses, and their asses, even the camp as it was, and
tied for their life.” According to Biblical accounts
then, there existed a Hittite empire from the days of
Abraham until at least the captivity of Israel. Now

the time of Abraham, according to Bishop Usher's
chronology, was about 1900 years before Christ, and
the captivity into Assyria and Babylonia 890 before
Christ; so that the Hittites were a prominent and
powerful people for more than a thousand years.

But here is a strange circumstance, classical history
is almost absolutely silent regarding them. Their very
existence rested upon the testimony of the Bible. How
is it possible, it has been asked, for a mighty nation,
such as this book represents these Hittites to have
been for more than ten centuries, to have dropped
completely out of history, so as to leave scarcely their
name remaining ? The answer of the Higher Critics
has been: “It is not possible; it is not conceivable;
the Hittites were an imaginary people." The references
lo them in the Bible have been impeached as untrue,
and the veracity of the word of God. For instance, in
1857 Prof. F. W. Newman, Fellow’ of Balliol College,
Oxford, in his “ History of the Hebrew Monarchy,"
speaks of the Bible references to the Hittites as
“unhistorical," ami as “not exhibiting the writer's
acquaintance with the times in a very favorable light;"
while T. K. Cheyne, Fellow of the same College,
writing on the Hittites, in the new edition of the
Encyclopaedia Brittanica, treats the Bible statements
regarding the Hittites as unhistorical and unworthy of
credence. And so our dear old friend the Bible lay for
years under the suspicion and accusation of falsehood;
for nobody would believe there ever had been a great
Hittite nation except those prejudiced and unscientific
people, who just believe whatever the Bible says.

Then the hieroglyphics of Egypt began to yield up
their secrets and the cuneiform inscriptions of Assyria ;
and marvellously strange, there began to emerge from
the oblivion of centuries, the nation of the Hittites. No
petty tribe, but a potent empire of warriors, in constant
conflict with the great monarchies of their borders.
Assyria had to hurl the whole force of her kingdom
upon them in campaign after campaign so as to hold
her own ; and even the great Ramescs of Egypt was
willing to make a treaty of peace with the “Great King
of the Hittites," and to cement the union by marrying a
Hittite princess. And the evidence is very strong that
the Shepherd Kings of Egypt, who conquered the
country and upheld their dynasty for a long period,
were no other than the self-same Hittites. Now the
Hittites, thus disinterred after a burial of two thousand
five hundred years have been found,.in almost every
detail, to correspond with the Hittites of the Bible.
Nor is it uninteresting to note how the Grand Old
Man, the many-sided Gladstone, has made his con­
tribution to the vindication of the Bible, adding one
more gun to the battery upon the Impregnable Rock of
Scripture. His intimate knowledge of Homer supplied
the following quotation from the Odyssey as translated
by Pope:—

"’1 he time would fail. should I. in order, tell.
What fix i were vanquished and what nunilxrs fell.
How, lent through love, Eunputuv v.,v. thin,
And round him bled hu bold Cct.i an train .
To Troy rm hero camu of oi.bkr line.
Or. if ut rieblcr, .Mrmnon It w.u thine '*

In r< gard to which quotation Gladstone remarks. “ 1 he
manner of the mention in Homer is completely in
accord with—the idea of—the greatness of the Hittites,
1st Bi cause the slaughter of their chief seems to be the
crowning exploit that had been performed by the son of
Achilles. ‘I will not,' says Odusscus, ‘name all tint
he slew, but only the hero Eutypulus.* 2nd Because
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the Kelcioi (the Hittites)'are named without epithet,
description or indication, which accords with their
being a famous and well-known race." The Khcta of
the Egyptians, the Khattiof the Assyrians, the Keteioi
of Homer, and the Hittites of the Bible arc one people,
and the book becomes a reliable, if not a supreme
authority.

Now let us glance at our criticisms again, and sec
how they bear the light of these recent discoveries.
Prof. ]•'. W. Newman says of the narrative I have
extracted from the Book of Kings, “ The unhistorical
tone is too manifest to allow an easy belief in it." He
thinks “there was a real event at bottom," for Xenophon
in his Anabasis speaks of dangerous night panics in the
Greek and Persian hosts, and, therefore, the Syrian
army may have Her! in a sudden panic. “ But," says
he, “the particular ground of alarm attributed to them
does not exhibit the writer's acquaintance with the
times in a very favorable light. No Hittite kings can
have compared in power with the king of Judah, the
near and real ally, who is not named at all. Nor is
there a single mark of acquaintance with contem­
poraneous history." Looked at from this side of the
hieroglyphics, is not the criticism enough to make one
laugh outright? He casts discredit on the incident
because he thinks the Hittites were too insignificant to
have caused alarm to the Syrian hosts. But what
light do the Assyrian inscriptions throw on this
particular point ? According to Prof. Sayce's chron­
ology, the tablets show that at this self-same time the
Hittites were a mighty people, spread over the north ol
Syria from Carchemish, their capital on the Euphrates,
to Lebanon. They had numerous chieftains or kings,
who ruled over independent districts, and were distin­
guished among the nations for “ their swift chariots,
their horses, and their engines of war." We are thus
led to the conclusion that the sacred writer was
thoroughly acquainted with the times in which he
wrote, and with the faCts which he narrated, and that it
is Prof. Newman's acquaintance with the times of
which he wrote that does not appear in a very favorable
light. Here again is a choice morsel for the critic. T.
K. Cheyne, referring to the Bible statements regarding
the Hittites, declares they cannot be taken as of equal
authority with Egyptian and Assyrian inscriptions.
Very well; then let these sit in judgment. According
to the Bible, the Hittites were a power in the land
1900 n.c. Now they appear for the first time in
Assyrian inscriptions on the tablets of Sargon I. of
Agane, placed by Prof. Sayce at what date ? 1900 n.c.
Is not that a strange coincidence? Again, the Bible
tells of the Syrians Hying in panic at the fancied noise
of the chariots of the Hittites in n.c. 890. In the
Assyrian inscriptions they are mentioned for the last
time on the tablets of another Sargon, n.c. 717- If the
t iblets of the two Sargons are correct in these instances,
then the books of Genesis and Kings are corrcCt, for
they arc in perfect accord. If the Assyrian tablets are
historical, then these books are historical. I he eminent
hieher critic appealed from the Bible to the inscriptions
of Egypt and Assyria, and the stones with their records
have established the Bible, and fallen upon Ins criti­
cisms, and ground them to powder.

And now 1 must draw my paper to a close, \\c
have recorded quite a number of “Mistakes about the
Bible. “ Men of light and leading have closely
studied this book. They have put their linger down
upon one verse after another, and said “Here is a

mistake" and “ This is false." But further knowledge
has confuted their criticisms, and established the truth
of the Bible in those very instances. Such objections
have, manifestly, had their origin in the ignorance of
learned men. Had they known more, or had they
known their own ignorance, they would not have laid
such charges, and would not have made such mistakes.

But all their criticisms have not been cleared up;
not by any means. It is hard for some people to learn
wisdom. They have put their finger down on many
other places, and ate still repeating the formula, “ Here
is a mistake " and “ This is false."

But what should be our attitude towards them and
what the spirit of our mind towards the Bible ? We
should observe the same attitude in regards to the
Science of History, as was displayed in respeCt to the
physical sciences, in a paper now lodged in the Bodleian
Library in Oxford, which was drawn up by the British
Association for the Advancement of Science in 1865.
It was signed by 617 members, the majority of whom
were at the time among the highest scientists in the
world. “ We believe it is the duty of every scientific
student to investigate nature for the purpose of eluci­
dating truth, and if he finds that some of his results
appear to be in contradiction to the written word (God's
word in the Holy Scriptures) or rather to his own
interpretation of it, which may be erroneous, he should
not presumptuously affirm that his own conclusions
must be right and the statements of scripture wrong.
Rather leave the two side by side, till it shall please
God to allow us to sec the manner in which they may
be reconciled ; and instead of insisting upon the seeming
difference between science and the scriptures, it would
be as well to rest in faith upon the points in which they
agree." So with us having an implicit faith in the
divine origin and complete accuracy of Bible history,
we should be pleased with every addition to con­
temporaneous history from profane sources, Egyptian,
Palestinian, Mycenic, Assyrian, Cilician, Babylonian,
feeling assured that such added information—as far as
it may be true—will only serve to confirm the sacred
narrative. To what an unexpected extent this has
already occurred it would take too long to show, and
there are strong reasons for believing such corroboration
will reach a far higher degree in the near future so as to
establish the truth of this ancient volume beyond the
possibility of adverse criticism. We may anticipate
that further explorations into the realm of fad and
truth will only support the testimony of holy writ, and
demolish every engine of attack brought into position
against it.

But in the present state of partial knowledge about
those early times we ought not to accept every im­
peachment of the Bible by students of oriental history.
They know very much, and with a wonderful industry
and acuteness have acquired a vast amount of know*
ledgc. But there is a vaster amount forthem still to
gain, and it is what they do not know which is liable to
lead them into error. Our paper has taught us how
profoundly wrong many of these profound objections
have proved, and how puerile may be the studied
opposition of men of eminence. What the criticisms
of the past have been, such wc may judge those of the
present are, and such wc may imagine those of the
future will be. Our experience in recent years of
exploration, excavation and decipherment furnishes a
reasonable prospect that a continuation of the same
research will only serve to overturn all remaining
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A REPLY TO BRO. J. E. LAING.

F. G. DUNN.

The opening paragraph of Bro. Laing's reply betrays
an undue anxiety to place me in the wrong, and discredit
my remarks in regard to the teaching of scripture
regarding giving and receiving. I am said to have
made an inexcusable mistake in speaking of money as
“the root of all evil.” Common fairness demanded that
any criticism should have taken into account the
setting in which the words are found. The sense in
which I use the words is clearly shown. Money is
associated with nearly all that is evil, hence I say, “ It
is wonderful how the New Testament removes the idea
of money from all that is sordid and mean ; under the
genius of Christianity it ceases to be a • root of all evil,'
and becomes instead a source of infinite good.”
Following the example of Bro. Laing, I might retort
in the language of my critic, “ At the very outset ” Bro.
Laing “ makes a most surprising mistake, inexcusable
in one who has studied the money question.” I refer
to his saying that I said that money was “ the root of
all evil," when I clearly stated that it was a "root of all
evil." I might continue, in the words of Bro. Laing,
“Such a mistake at the outset cannot but make readers
susped that it will not be the only one.” J.E.L.'s
criticism was uncalled for when it is borne in mind that
I said “ that money had become the symbol of the
world's selfishness, and selfishness is the root of all sin."

Christ’s teaching on the use of money.
What is said under this head meets with Bro.

Laing's approval, but in his opinion requires ampli­
fication in so far as the words “ it is required of a man
according to what he hath" arc concerned. This is a
quotation occuring in an extrad taken from the
Expositor, and is a comment on the Saviour's words in
reference to the adion of the widow in casting her two
mites into the treasury of the temple. Bro. Laing is
not certain whether the writer of this comment had
Christians in his mind, but if he had, his language is
misleading.

If he meant men in general," continues Uro. Laing, •• then the
while question is yielded, tor if all men arc to give, there mu .1 be
come to receive or take charge of the contributions, and if the
church 1; asked to undertake that duty, it cun lute no ground for
refusing."

The number of “ifs" about this precious bit of
reasoning is somewhat surprising. I don't know that
it matters much whether the writer had Christians in
his rnind or not when he wrote these words, but as a

matter of fad it is evident from the context that he had,
for after referring to various forms of giving and alluding
to the man who refrains, he asks, “ flow dwclleth the

j love of God in him ?" So it is clear from this that the
' whole question is not yielded—just yet.

the fellowship (Acts 2 : 42).
My pamphlet docs not assert that Ads 2 : 42

describes “a meeting for worship," consequently I am
not concerned just now, with anything that Bro. Laing
may say on that point. Nevertheless I hold that while
it does not describe a fixed order of worship, it gives
some of the principal items conncded therewith. He
holds that it describes “the Christian life," but he docs
not say whether he means the Christian life in the

I church or out of it or both, so we will let that pass until
| we are quite certain what he wishes us to understand.

My critic goes on to say: “ The fellowship could
not well refer to the weekly contributions, etc." Why
not these as well as any other kind of colledion ? Had
they no previous training in that direction ? Was the
synagogue form of worship transplanted in the Christian
Church, and the weekly contribution common to the
synagogue left out of it ? Does not the mention of the
“ first day of the week " in conncdion with the special
contributions for the poor saints at Jerusalem indicate
a previous custom of weekly contributions, or are we to
suppose that after “ laying by" “ at home " their money
stopped there ? Would they not bring it to the church
on the “ first day of the week " as we do now as the
most convenient and appropriate time, or was Paul to
go round all the houses of the saints and do the very
thing he wanted to avoid, viz., waste time in taking up
the colledion when he came ? Docs not the fad that
Justin Martyr, writing in the year 140 (in giving the
first full description of meetings for worship on the
Lord’s day that we meet with after apostolic days), in
referring to the colledion as a part of that worship,
indicate a pradice that had been established for some
time ? and further docs not his description strike the
impartial observer as a striking exposition of Ads 2 :
42 ? With these things before us I think it is high
time some of our brethren put a little common sense and
less bias into their inductions from teachings of the holy
scriptures.

In reference to the word koinonia, Bro. Laing thinks
that Bloomfield's interpretation is the most probable.

"Well, Bloomfield uis that Atta 2 . 42 contains an instance of
• hnJ1.1 J) j ' - that the fclluwiliip (or communion) orc two phraiei
prc*-cDting the one compound Idea of * the communion in the
Lrcaliuj* of bread '"

But Bro. Laing has the candour to add
•• There rnutt be always more or le.i doubt 11 to whether any

alkjed caw of'l.tiJuJji' is really so," etc
Precisely so. Then Bro. Laing’s most “ probable "
interpretation rests upon what he admits to be a
doubtful case, and consequently ihould be dismissed by
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the definite article becomes a very paltry thing. To
show how feeble a thing it is he tells us that
-In t Cor 13 for example the article frequently appears before

(love), but cannot appear in a good English translation."

But Bro. Laing ought to know that while in this con­
nexion " the love" would not be good English it would
be good Greek, and that the definite article was meant
to have force in the mind of Paul when he was writing.
Anyhow in a matter of this sort I prefer Prof. Tucker
to Bro. Laing as an authority.

I must confess I do not understand the aversion
shown by some of our brethren to associating the idea
of money or its equivalent with "the fellowship" of
Acts 2 : 42. That there is on the part of some a bias
against it, I am quite certain. It is possible that they
fight against it because the admission would tell too
strongly against their latitudinarian tendencies. In
’ so they seem to ignore the fadl that there are

all intelligent men and women. So far as 1 am “n“'ncd!
it is immaterial to me whether Hebrews ij and i
contains an instance of hr.JuJys or not; my argunuent
is not built upon the henJiaJys, but upon the fact that
the word hincnia is there and refers to alms giving.
Nevertheless I think the author I quoted can make out a
fair case for his hnJiaJp, whereas I am of opinion that
Bloomfield utterly fails, as I will now show. I he
literal rendering of Ads 2 : 42 is as follows More­
over, they were firmly adhering to the teaching of the
apostles and to the fellowship, to the breaking of the
loaf and to the prayers." Now if “the fellowship' is
to be joined to anything in this verse, the conjunction
"and" joins it to the "apostles' teaching;" and so it
does, but how ? The Cambridge Greek Testament
says:—11 Koinonia: that communion, or holding all
things common, of which a more full description is given „,
in the following verses, and which would bind them I doing so they seem to ignore the faift that there are
most closely into one society. The omission of the ) other passages which conned "the fellowship" in a
conjunction after koinonia makes a division between the technical sense with money—passages from the force of
educational and social duties on the one hand, and the i which there is no escaping ; so that even if they could
strictly devotional on the other." It follows, therefore,! explain away Adis 2 : 42, they are confronted with
that any rendering which seeks to join " the fellowship" others which no amount of ingenuity can twist from
to "the breaking of the bread," can only do so by ,L------’ --------
violating the usual laws of interpretation.

But he finds "in 1 Cor. 10 : 16 language which goes
far to prove that the two expressions convey one
compound idea:"

"The bread which we break ij it not a communion I of
the body of Chrut ' 7

The absurdity of this idea will be at once seen when the
context is borne in mind. The word communion is
introduced to show that they could not be eating the
bread and dnnkmg the cup of the Lord and also
partaking of the table of demons. Paul would not have
lliein have "communion with demons." Is the ”™,
niumon of demons" another case of k'
instance can be found in the New Testament'in'whieh
.be wmrls ...be fellowship" or "the
used in a technical sense as applying to the I ord'c
Supper. 1 he technical phrase for the Lord's S J •
New Testament times and for lone aft \ S
breaking of bread." a’,cr "as lhe

Bro. Laing objects to mv finding ... 1
"the fellowship" in verses aa.7 an.cxphnab°n of
student of history" would not do who at,,;
is so, what sort of student is 1IIO I aim.? «• • • ,hat
the SlmJird of February, 1893, he " nu"S »

"The expression, 'tkt lA, , • <?
the eonte.l «e™,pe|al “J 'j«ISc apiurana and
limy refenrj to Wv r-21 'I “ ,'"al'" l»a>>r» are
eonllnuol daily In the IceipVaeJ 11,0 |.“." ' ' r;cthey
toother al lhe hear el prayer.’ sUr and John

Hole be finds an explanation of th..,. .
Immediate context, but declines !,, .I 'n lhe
of “the fellowship," and why ’. iln,!|° ,,lc "'alter
not suit his present purpu-e 1 y **cause it ,|„, 5
••.TL\^±?'',8?3’,UO’U“««'lM.peak„(

The fellowship' as refcrln........... , . i 01

explain away Ads 2 : 42, they are confronted with

their plain and evident meaning.
There is nothing in the history of the church of the

first and second centuries so striking and so prominent
as the boundless charity of its members. " They were
men of enlarged philanthropy. Their hearts not only
burned with fervent charity one toward another, but
swelled with the wide wish of benevolence towards all
men." Witnessing their deeds of kindness towards
each other, the heathen exclaimed, " Sec how these
Christians love each other." Christly love was ex­
pressed in deeds of benevolence which did not stop t°
count the cost. Never has the great law of love one
towards another, which Christ gave as a “ new
commandment," been more exemplified than in the
earliest periods of the church. By its grand sympathetic
liberality it manifested in the highest degree “the
exceeding grace of God" that was in them. And what,
t ask, was more fitting than that which was the visible
expression of their fellowship with God, should he
r’!?Wn. amongst them in a technical sense as “ the
elloi\ship?" For my pan | know of no reason except

blind prejudice.

“giving" ONE 01' THE GRACKS.

Who9ucstioned it ? But a heathen .'grace"
's not the Mni? as a jcwis| n()r js the ^e as
ll„v Iakc. f°r instance, the chief of the graces
wont I"- 1 rad’il;ally Christianity had to take a new
unkno»rPrCSS 115 .'bo.uS11'. Th= word rendered to* £
literature’ 3ti'Is s’S?iflcance was unknown in class
and been' *lc usual word for love had sunk too.1
Chri th?, 100 i"’pme 10 "sc.! ns expressive o ‘be
the uni?,?, J?’"" " Tl,is '™rd (»>» Christian word) has
a moral ??,uOn|O"r,“f *“inS ,llc onlX substantive not’“S
<'.\pl.iiIa.*i u^c which is predicatetl, simply and withon'
lovm" '""itation, of God himself; for God ’
ronv'ey th? ,T'n Y°rd ”'o«" is the best we have to
with us „|.„ 11 *.l,c inspired writer, but it h
word is In'cr associations from which lhe Gjc ,
which makes i|ni | '* is lhis ,ove entering into gi'
•'nd no tl,e a,lcr a distindivcly Christian gr»c

o'hring unless accompanied with a love ai-,n 10

SUPPLEMENT TO THE AUSTItALASlAN CHRISTIAN STANDARD

it mean™.n?''?lm h??^i'?y™d and thinks

He can find " t|lc |lt .. 11 / l,r«d only.
defuuteartid... I,ul
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this is of any worth. “ And if I bestow my goods upon
the poor, and if I give my body to be burned, but have-
not love, it profitelh me nothing."

I think it would be well if Bro. Laing took sonic
lessons in logic before he talked about the logic of other
people, He asserts that

" Being a Jew or a heathen is no excuse lor being graceless,
though the logic of some leads to that conclusion, t hey think
that if a man is not a Christian he is not only excused from prac
tisiog any virtue, but is virtually prohibited from doing so.”
A sweeping assertion of this sort does not relied much
credit on Bro. Laing. If there are any Christians who
hold these views we have not heard of them.

It is quite true that man has a duty to perform to
his fcllowman irrespective of religion and nationality.
The " barbarians" of Mclita recognised this great truth
when Paul was shipwrecked there. The sailors, soldiers j
and prisoners, including Paul, were treated with great |
kindness by these people. Many men who practically ,
deny the existence of God, seek to do their duty towards I
their neighbors. The inertly moral man may do moral .
ads, but in the nature of things he cannot do ads of j
piety. Man may do things for man that he cannot do
for God. Man may give and take on the ground of a •
common humanity without resped to charader. In
the same way God causes the sun to shine upon the
evil and the good so far as the every day events of life ate '
concerned, but when we leave the natural and enter the
spiritual there is a difFercncc. All that God has to :
offer the sinner is pardon upon certain conditions, and
consequent upon it all other blessings, but from the re- '
hellions and unpardoned sinner God can receive nothing,
and all the “ reward " he can exped, is to answer before
God for his rebellious condud.

It is asserted that
•'1 he obligation of Christians to do good unto all men carries with
it the right, and indeed the duly, on the part of all men to do good
to them.”
By what process of reasoning Bro. Laing arrives at this j
conclusion, I do not know. Its unlenablencss is at once
seen when I state that the obligation cannot be the
same in the two cases. In the case of a Christian, he is I
not only under obligation by a common humanity, but J
also by reason of his kinship to Christ. Whatever
good a non Christian docs is not on account of this
kinship to Christ, but on other grounds; hence the
fallacy in Bro. Laing's statement.

As to the collodion taken up for the poor saints of
Jerusalem, I should judge from the fad that only
churches and brethren are spoken of in connedion with
it, that we arc not warranted in supposing that uncon­
verted Jews and Gentiles had anything to do with it*,
and indeed the circumstances of the ease, together with
Paul's language, strongly supports this view. As to
whether Paul would have taken money from the uncon­
verted for this purpose is another question, and one that I
I am not in a position to answer.

"It is quite common," says Bro Laing, "for us t«» receive from
all and sundry contribution! for social and humanitarian objed-.
and this is a step in the right diredlon. ... Of all un-crq tur.il
| rauices. certainly that of having two classes of cotlcCln n. -one
confined to saint*, the other oj>cn to all—is the most glaring."
If Bro. Laing can show me that separate collections
taken up from all and sundry for humanitarian purposes
arc unscriptural, I am quite prepared to abandon such
collodions. In that ease we should be compelled to
have our collections confined to the saints, and from the
fund $0 collected give for humanitarian objeds. Some
of our brethren, I believe, hold this view; but in my

opinion it is quite legitimate to make a distindion
between collodions which are intended to be used and
administered by the church only, anti those taken up
for purely humanitarian objeds, but which the church
doesnot administer. In the first case if we take money
from worldlings, we lead them to suppose that they
have a right to make such offerings to God, when as a
matter of fad they have no such right. In the second
case they are under no such delusion, as what they give
is known to be for the service of man and because of a
common brotherhood.

GIVING A SACRIFICE.

It may be true that
•• All Jew-., Mohammedans ami heathens arc not to blame for not
being Christians.'*
Such as have not heard of Christ cannot be expeded to
believe in Him. They are in God's hands and we know
that the Judge of all the earth will do right. However,
when the said persons come within the sound of the
gospel there is no more excuse for them. It is our duty
to preach Christ to them, and to make them feel that
their position outside of Christ is one of danger. It is
our duty to tell them that God commands them to
repent, and not to delude them with the idea that
they may continue in a state of rebellion and offer
acceptable sacrifices unto God.

Bro. Laing direds attention to what he calls a
“remarkable sentence": -Both Jew and Gentile are
to leave their old religions behind them. Whatever
tolerance might have been manifested in the earlier
transition stage is finally abandoned." That the Jewish
Christians had a strong leaning towards their old
religion is a well known fad, and one that Bro. Laing
has used whenever it suited his purpose. It is an
equally well known fad that the writer to the Hebrews
throughout his epistle condemns this weakness and
showsits sinfulness, and finally tells them to go outside
the camp of Judaism ami take their stand with Jesus.
I say again that Christianity is not tolerant ot half­
service or lukewarmness. It was the lukewarmness of
the Laodicean Church which caused Christ to say “ I
will spue thee out of My mouth."

Yes, Bro. Laing we will go back to Jerusalem (ami
do our best to make you keep us company), but in going
back we will take the utterances of inspired apostles as
our guide and not the faulty exposition of some weak
kneed disciples.

TAKING NOTHING FROM THE GENTILES (3 JOHN 7).

In dealing with this passage we have not gone on the
assumption that “ the persons referred to were infallible
even in their adions. We cited it as an approved
example of what evangelists did in apostolic days,
because their condud met with the approbation of an
inspired apostle. On the assumption that the rendering
in the revised version is correct, Bro. Laing thinks they
may have done wrong in not taking anything from the
Gentiles. It is a strange thing that the same idea did
not occur to the Apostle John, and that he gave them
no instructions to alter their condud in the future.

1 think most commentators are of opinion that when
alluding to his refusal to take assistance from the
Corinthians, Paul said, “ Forgive me this wrong," he
was indulging in a little gentle satire. However, Bio.
Laing says that 1’aid's case is not on a par with that
recorded in 3 John, and that being o why did ho in-
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. y .........„. In man had kept the commandments of that dispensation,
favour of Bro. Laing s rendering, verse 5 is brought ; but failed in one essential thing, i
into reuuisition. “The nrobnhilitiv thru this k tho I c— 1__

r: 6 8 which reads: “ And ye say ; wherein have we
despised thy name ? Ye offer polluted bread upon mine
altar, and ye say wherein have we polluted thee ? In
that ye say the table of the Lord is contemptible. And
when ye offer the blind for sacrifice, it is no evil!"
From this they would understand that the altar only
sandifieth the gift when a true worshipper offered a suit­
able sacrifice. They would moreover remember that Christ
said to the woman of Samaria : “ But the hour cometh
and now is when the true worshipper shall worship
the Father in spirit and in truth ; for such doth the
Father seek to be I lis worshippers. God is a Spirit:
and they that worship Him must worship Him in spirit
and truth." When Bro. Laing has grasped the meaning
of this great truth he will be in a better position to deal
with the “ money question."

The case of the rich young man is brought forward,
and we are told that
"The second century people must have thought that the Saviour
made a great mistake in telling him to sell his property and give to
the poor before commencing to follow him."

No, but if they bad known Bro. Laing, thev would
probably have told him that they were not in the habit
of thinking that Jesus made mistakes, they left that for
nineteenth century disciples to do ; that as the rich

out laiicu in one essential tning, it was right and
proper for Jesus to point out to him the one thing
needful to make his life perfect And that if a rich
young man had come to them and said
"Here arc the proceeds of my property which I have sold in
accordance with Christ’s command to one circumstanced like me
who interviewed him when on earth. Use the money as you think
best I am determined to become a follower of Christ,"

the probabilities are that they would have baptised
him straight away and taken his money with thanks.

But now I have something to say about this rich
young man which “J. E. L." may not like. He has
tried to make the practice of the church in the second
century appear contemptible. But now let us see

1 h?mc *ir ’ st>',e reasoning affedls Christ s
I ”n?c,L * he case stands this way: 1st. The church

01 the second century is set up as an obi eft of scorn,
because “J.E.L." supposes it would not have

. Z" lhc.\ounS tuan's money until he was in com-
• Z ",th iU 2nd Christ would not receive this
1 Z-m3n a fol,owcr “ntil he had sold all his

? Ab a"v g,Vcn the Proceeds to the poor. Which,
, or tn’rT’nStthc harshesl ? To refuse the man’s money
’ see ti n hl",sc’f ?. Is “J.E.L." blind that he cannot
I Christ ir irS statements he is impeaching
‘ nav mor nhC,f; Was »>ot this young man a‘‘IcarneG

.. A.- rOrb„Was ,’e not an advanced pupil ? According to
allowin',; T- M>,e of reasoning, Christ was wrong m
con 10 S° ?'«>’■ lie should have said.
wrfeau ■■ ani1 lcarn the way of the Lord more
statement .. "u >ounK man, according to his on0
God and hi ?vas disputed by Christ, loved
him to foilnt "c,,«hb"’«r- Why .lid nit Christ allo*
tion > w w,lhout ‘"airing such a hard condi-
'■"Cui l|i,,’??uhl'sl *“harisaic? Was lie one that
than you , sa>'“g. Stand back, (or I am w
has said is i,n’?UC?!'U";‘.l,lX U" ''’as, if all that
Position nr I" | Iro. Laing will have to change
llavi"8i‘"|xacl“d Chri5tl,.i‘,,S‘:lt °PC" ‘be Ch“,Se

troduce irrelevant matter ?—but Uro. Laing is nothing

“^"^hinks the translation is wrong and
that it should read "Because that for the sake o Ihe
Name they came forth empty handed from the k •
•■The translators," be says, " have mistaken the stand
point." Now is it not possible that the translators wire
right and "J.E.L." wrong! In order to get at
“J. E. L.’s" position two things have to be assumed.
ist that these strangers were new converts, and 2nd
that they were compelled to leave their homes penniless.
Now these two assumptions arc not warranted by the
text, and consequently they have no weight. What is the
translators' standpoint ? It is that the strangers were
evangelists who went forth preaching the gospel, and for
the sake of the Name took nothing from those to whom
they preached. That they were preachers of the word
may be seen from verse b: “We, therefore, ought to
welcome such, that wc may lie fellow-workers with the
truth." As for the rendering in the Revised Version
that is corredl enough, as may l>c seen by the following
comment from the Cambridge Greek Testament :
“ Some expositors render ' driven out by the heathen
penniless.' But went forth is too gentle a word to mean
this; and the negative tiuJtn seems to imply that it was
their determination not to accept anything, not merely
that as a matter of fad they received nothing." 1

into requisition. “The probabilitiy that* this is the
true translation," he says, “is strengthened by the
language of verse 5, which speaks of them as brethren
and strangers withal." If this is all the strengthening
he can give to his rendering, it is in a very poor case
indeed. Verse 5 strengthens nothing except that they
were “brethren and strangers;" strangers meaning
foreigners or Gentiles.

SECOND CENTURY GIVING.

In my pamphlet after showing what was the pradlice
of tie- church concerning giving and receiving in the first
ern nry I go on to show that the same practice was
continued m the second. As might be expcdled Bro.
Laing has some irrelevant remarks Io make lust here
these 1 pas-, as not calling for serious attention Tf,;
afbon of the church in refusing money made n unlawftd
occupations and receiving gilts only from Ch isti ns in
communion, are characterised as v-nrisuans in
” Hunan reauUUunr.-auJh..,,^ .. .
ba.lour . ice.Ivina Ibe oftcrinr ci , > IbouRlit of |11C

thought their kindness was an cviS* of
of the human race," and that man In . 1 c unil>'
towards his fellow independent of the’rdi '•! ’ ''"I""11
the question. Int ^hgious aspeft of

Says Bro. Laing;
" In framing their human r<ruh(iur» ( ,.» .

tho iccond century t<;c , J ra '-r die refusal of <n„r
raid al«.jt the ahar tanfttylrg 'A***11® *,ul Chn i

I would amend this and make it r it
out the teaching of Christ and U s an,.U‘ ca">iaf:
that they understood very much befi. , “ ,l." y
dms what Christ meant by th" !l ' ',haa i:‘"- Lain,.
«•<•■ aad were no doubt'mm
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MATT. IO : 41, 42.

The argument on this passages largely turns on the
meaning of the expression “ in the name of a disciple," J
but not “entirely," as “ J.E.L." asserts. The context '
has something to do with it as well. I must objerfl to
having assumptions made from things I did not say,
and evidently done for the purpose of making a point.
What I did say was “ in the name of a disciple," meant
that what is done is done for the love of Christ. And
the words “ in the name of a prophet ” meant “ for the
love of Christ whose prophet he is," consequently it |
docs not follow “ that he who does anything for a
prophet in the name of a prophet, must himself be a
prophet."

Bro. Laing has not given such proof of cxcgctical
ability as would lead me to adopt his interpretation as
against Dean Alford's. I will, therefore, stdl hold “ in
the name of" is equivalent to “love for Christ."
And that I am right in this view I will now proceed to
show.

The verses referred to (Matt. 10: 41,42) are the
concluding words of our Lord's instructions to the
Twelve, prior to their starting on their mission of pro­
claiming “ The kingdom of heaven is at hand," and are
worthy of being considered in that connection. The
mission of the Twelve is frequently used as an argument
against what is called “close contribution," but properly
understood it is not so. It may be noticed in passing
that those who use it in support of “ liberal ” views
betray no anxiety to carry out the instructions given to
the apostles in a literal and practical way, seeing that
we do not hear of them starting out on preaching tours,
with neither gold, nor silver, nor brass, in their purses,
but are generally careful to stipulate as to salary,
&C., before commencing their work. But perhaps they
mean to do so in future, so 1 will wait further develop­
ments. Having called attention to this little matter, 1
will now get back to the main point.

First of all let us notice a very significant direction,
viz., They were not to go into the way of the Gentiles,
nor to enter into a city of the Samaritans, but to go
rather to the lost sheep of the house of Israel. Their
mission, therefore, was to their fellow-countrymen, the
Jews. In the second place, when they entered into a
city they were to enquire who in it is worthy and there
abide. In other words they were to be the guests, not
of any Jew, but of devout Jews. And no doubt there
were many of these, like Simeon and Anna, waiting for
the “consolation of Israel," to whom the message that
“ The kingdom of heaven is at hand " would be most
welcome. From this it appears that the twelve went
to their devout co-religionists and partook of their hos­
pitality. For it must be borne in mind that Judaism
was in force until the death of Christ, therefore the
Twelve as devout Jew’s went to other devout Jews and
became their guests. In doing so they carried out the
instructions of their Divine Master. And, if we arc
minded to do so, we may become the guests of our
fellow Christians when we start on a mission of preach­
ing the gospel. The unfortunate part of the matter is that
wc do not care to embark on a mission of this kind in this
way because it does not seem to promise any substantial
pecuniary reward. Our Home Missionary Committee,
seeing that it is short of funds, might try the experi­
ment for next year, but I am afraid that it would not
work.

It is further stated in reference to the Twelve and

those to whom they went, that “he that rcceivcth
you rcceivcth me; and he that rcceivcth me rcceivcth
him that sent me." Here, as Dean Alford says,
there is “not only receiving to house and hoard,
but receiving in heart and life the message, of which the
apostles were the bearers." This is belter still, and we
shall soon be able to understand about the “cup of cold
water only in the name of a disciple." Turning back
to verse 14 wc read ; “And whosoever shall not receive
you, nor hear your words, when ye depart out of that
house or city, shake off the dust of your feet. Verily 1
say unto you, It shall be more tolerable for the land of
Sodom and Gomorrah, in the day of judgment, than for
that city." Commenting on verse 14 Alford says: “A
solemn a<t which might have two meanings. (1) As
Luke 10 : 11 expresses at more length: ‘We take
nothing of yours with us, we free ourselves from all
contact and communion with you,' or (2) which sense
probably lies beneath this and verse ij : ‘We free our­
selves from all participation in your condemnation;
will have nothing in common with those who have
rejected God’s message."’ Consequently they were to
take nothing from those “who would not receive them
nor hear their words,” and by parity of reasoning, any
hospitality rendered and accepted—even “a cup of cohl
water," had its reward, only as it was given for the
love to the Messiah, the near approach of whose
kingdom the apostles preached. From the foregoing it
will be evident to the discerning reader that Bro. Laing
in using this portion of scripture to sustain his
position, has taken “a stick to beat his own back."

RECONCILIATION BEFORE GIVING.

“ J.E.L." after admitting that Christ’s teaching on
this subject is perfect, immediately proceeds to cavil
about it. He says:

■' It would be much better if he were reconciled to hit brother.
but to neglect to perform this duty doer not excuse him (rum the
performance of the other duty of giving."

According to this Christ ought to have said, “ If thou
rememberest that thou hast ought against thy brother it
would be much better for you to be reconciled to him,
but if you neglect to do so, it won’t excuse you from
offering your gift." What Christ said, however, was
very different. It was imperative, “first lie reconciled
to thy brother and then come and offer thy gift."

" But." says Bro. Laing, " it is worthy of note that the gift is to
be left at the altar, not taken away and then be brought back rqjain "

Yes, “ worthy of note," but not in the way, Bro. Laing,
wishes it to be, quite otherwise. It does not modify
but intensifies. Stay the sacrifice, for God will not
accept it unless the heart be free from anger. To offer
it after this command was to add to the sin of anger,
that of disobedience.

Again, my critic says :
“The inference from this teaching, vit, tint man rnu.i be

reconciled to God before giving, is quite unwarranted "

To sustain this assertion he introduces Cain upon the
scene. “ Cain's offerings were not accepted, vet he was
not told to discontinue bringing them." But this is not
strong enough, so Bro. Laing continues, “ He was told
that if he did well they would be accepted, ba! tn any
ease they uerc to be brought." First he is negative, and
then he is positive. It would be inter c ling to know
which of the two statements I have itabcised is to be
taken, and where the authority fur cither is to be
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Bro. Laing is ■■ <orIy l0 Sl.c lhis heading," and lh‘s
J“.1 ,a‘ ,"c lhoult> Bren a brother holding H"-
\ 5 he does. We agree with him when he say5

to 4 1 u i* ’hh'X to Hart our movement with a.‘?e\?'l-Totx-
n-.ent Uiuuh , fr'> ,O * C ,cacb*n8 and practice ot the N«

••Hut ’Investigator' will probably say. 'Oh. I would never
think of begging the money in that way ; but I think it is quite
right and fitting to lake it when offered.' Let me say here there is
but a step between taking and fagging When Christians resort to
cither it is to save their own pockets, and sparing their own pockets
leads to leanness of soul, and also 'It is never applied to Christians
to distinguish them from other people.' When a person is lean In
scul he is liable to catch any disease and be carried off Suppose
one of the audience was to say without being asked, • Well I cannot
decide to give myself to the Saviour, but here is some of my money,'
what would be his motive’ Certainly he cannot truly love the
Saviour, or he would obey Him. and if he docs not love Him, why
does he give his money? It must be a sort of propitiatory sacrifice.
Now. would it be right to encourage the idea that God can be
propitiated without obedience! And if not. it cannot be right to
take money from those who have not obeyed the gospel, for that
would be fostering the idea.

-Would the Kohathites—the family in which the priesthood
was vested—have accepted the proffered assistance of others to help
them in attending to and bearing the ark ? They would not. And
is it fitting that the priests of God under the present dispensation
should accept the proffered assistance of the enemies of Christ to
bear the ark of the New Covenant ? Most assuredly not.”

Now, I quite admit the right of any brother to change
his views after the lapse of years, providing he has
obtained a greater insight into the truth, but has Bro.
Laing given any evidence of that ? Is his reasoning
today as good as that of twenty years ago on this
subject. Let the brethren judge between the two.

A CONTRAST.

My statement that “ the contrast between the
churches of the first and second centuries in resped
to giving is very striking " docs not meet with Bro.
Laing’s approval. Even a well recognised fact like this
he must quibble about and seek to hide the issue by
introducing matter foreign to the question. I was of
opinion that anyone who knew anything about church
history would admit without question that the early
church was unparalleled in the matter of giving. Bro.
Laing is, however, an exception and probably the only
one that could be found. The outburst of Christly love
which caused those early disciples to sell their posses­
sions and place the proceeds in a common fund, appears
to me to afford a rather striking contrast to the undue
proportion of threepenny pieces we find in the collection
boxes of the present day, but no doubt Bro. Laing can
explain this away to his own satisfaction if not to
an)bo<ly vise’s. Listen to what Lyman Coleman
?ays’„ Numerous instances remain on record of the
boundless charity of early Christians, of which in this
nnr-rii 1 Christian benevolence we have no

A,ul again: “ Wc know many among our-
sches, says Clement of Rome, “who have given them-
m'cs up to bonds inorder that they might ransom others.
th? nrJ t0°i' Surrcn^ercd themselves to slavery, that, with

f fuif ? r’y rf.ccivc<1 for themselves, they might provide
: who u 1? ltrS.-. Surc,y Bro- Laing n»“5t think that tho*
1 Would „ .rc?d ns pamphlet are densely ignorant or he

hav lr °l darc 10 wrilc some of the things which J
1 hen- ,»,a."’?.allcPtion 1°' I cannot refrain from saying
* Itach r u Laing is 1,01 ‘he only one among our
• Vl'Ospiakani1 "rite as if they regarded tbc«

dl"ccs M capable of swallowing anything.

first offence, Has Bro. Latng never read, Woe unto (
them, for they went in the way of Cain .

Another specious piece of reasoning is introduccd by ;
"J.E.L." when he says :

•• If a son does not render to hit parents the filial '
lo them, he is not therefore excused from the performance of other
duliea-lbe duty, for example, of supporting them in their old age •

This shows the danger of confounding things that .
differ. “ J.E.L." goes upon the assumption that the
relationship existing between father and son is exactly
the same as that which exists between God and man,
whereas it is not. Sonship to God is obtained through
Jesus Christ, and only through faith in Hirn can we
become reconciled to God. God is not dependent upon
his children for support. The gifts they offer do not
enrich Him, and He docs not want them unless love is
at the back of them. If earthly parents were not
litftr.Jtr.l, they would say “Take back your gifts until
you can give your love with them." The failure to
render filial affetflion is an adt of wickedness both as
regards God and man, and so far as God is concerned,
we are told that “the sacrifice of the wicked is an
abomination to Him," and I take it that it is our duty,
so far as wc are able, to prevent people doing abomin­
able ads.

Again he says:
"The slate doc* not excuse disalkdcd members from pacing

tain, and God doei not excuse the most rebellious of Adam's race
from oflrring ucrifices to him."

As I ill! not concerned with what the state does in tins
present argument, I will allow it to look alter its own
interests, and give my attention to the latter clause
relating to offerings made lo God. I feel deeply grieved
that any brother could lie found in our midst capable of
making such a statement. Docs Bro. Laing set himself
against God? Has God not said: “When ye come
to appear before me u/iu ZuM rrjnirrd thii al ...» I,ml,
to trample my courts, bring no more vain oblations i
mreme is an abomination unto me; new moon and
sabbath, the calling of assemblies,- I cannot away with
iniquity and the solemn meeting" (Isa. 1 11) This I
single statement on the part of Bio 1 -rim, kc.’.rrJ; .pirxif oHiis utter incapacity to ‘d!“i ^VqS'^f

There now comes a statement that 1 am I .1
"JEL2ti;‘."nri“inS’ T’?6 lbal 1 i"l<-nd to lllow
mint'is'tln] • P fi' state-

"And II (he church I* a-.ked tn |_. >, .
tbc-.e oflcrirg*, the xhculd only Le t1K, ,|u'C,«U«r?n^ '•‘■‘•’Jru-r of

S.'^^S^ichr whieh appeared in
which he defends t y ^i £“!'> U W' '-74, in
In this he Bays: 1 P°J,“on ,n rW to 3 John 7.

.1 tha11 ??w eondder the .
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and though some, like Bro. Laing for instance, seem to
make “ our plea ” a dead letter, it is nevertheless “ a
phrase to be proud of.”

At present, I have nothing to do with “the thousand
undone points” that Bro. Laing speaks of, consequently
I may leave the “ one thousand " just now and attend
striClIy to the “one "before me. Had Bro. Laing done
so he might have reduced the size of his pamphlet very
considerably. Bro. Laing speaks of that part of “ our
plea ” found in the words “being silent where scripture
is silent.” Without noticing his remarks about this
phrase I would direcfl his attention to the other part
which he does not mention, viz.: “Where the Bible
speaks we speak.” The subject we arc discussing
comes under the latter and not the former. The Bible
is not silent on the question of giving and plainly in­
dicates who are to give, consequently much that he says
here is quite beside the mark. But it appears that Bro.
Laing is a “truth seeker," and people like myself are
“ echoes." Consequently he says :

•' Let us restore • our pica ’ to its original signification, and be
true to it by being truth seekers like the pioneers of the movement,
and not simply their echoes."

I would remind Bro. Laing that there is such a
thing as standing fast to the truth. That it is quite
possible for men to grasp a principle and adhere to it.
On the other hand it is equally possible under the mask
of " truth seeking ” to be groping in darkness, indeed
there are quite a number of these kind of “truth
seekers " about just now. And what are they doing ?
Are they letting the word of God reveal its truth to
them ? No, on the contrary they are trying to make
the word of God say what they want it to say—and
forsooth they call themselves "truth seekers."

ALEXANDER CAMPBELL.

1 should have thought that Alexander Campbell's
utterance on the money question was plain enough for
any to understand, but I suppose it is a case of “none
being so blind as those that don't want to see." 1 have
nothing to do with what Campbell said on some other
question. It is enough for me that in speaking of the
subject under discussion, he said: “ The apostles,
prophetsand evangelists named in the New’Testament
never solicited nor employed others to solicit any sort
of support from those they sought to convert. Every
principle of Christianity is adverse to such a proceeding."

THEORY AND PRACTICE.

Bro. Laing commends my remarks under this head
to the careful perusal of the brethren, but he docs not
think that an overflowing treasury would "justify us
in refusing the proffered donations of non • members,
whether professing Christians or worldlings.” Neither
do 1. My reasons for refusing to take from all and
sundry are founded on quite other grounds. I simply
think that an overflowing treasury would remove the
temptation to set aside a Divine principle. Bro. Laing
talks about failing to distinguish between professed
Christians and worldlings. A statement which, if it
applies to anyone, certainly applies to himself, for
throughout his pamphlet he contends that professed
Christians and worldlings are alike called upon to make
offerings to God. But although he has been guilty of
the offence he condemns, I should be sorry indeed to
apply to him the words "vicious, intolerant and
Pharisaical.” I notice that the apostles ol "liberty and 

light" generally have a choice assortment of epithets at
their disposal, for the benefit of those who disagree
with them. Probably this may be regarded as indicating
their notion of “liberty."

CONCLUDING REMARKS.

I have a very strong objection to placing Cornelius
and Cain on the same level in the matter of giving.
This "vicious" pradice Bro. Laing persists in to the
last. What possessed our brother to take Cain under
his special care, 1 may surmise but certainly cannot
understand. It is not often that an adversary furnishes
a weapon for his own destruction, as he has done in
this case; and although it is a pitiable spectacle, it has
the advantage of saving his opponent some degree of
trouble.

General principles, such as “He that hath pity on
the poor lendeth to the Lord," must be understood in
the light of others which render it necessary that any
offering made to the Lord shall be a pure sacrifice,
otherwise such portions of scripture as 1 Corinthians 13
are of very little value.

Attention is now directed to the following statement
by Bro. Laing. He says:

" It will t>e noticed that the |K>vition taken up throughout is
lh.it the church i > not at liberty to refuse any freewill offering It
tn.iy be argued that if it is a duty to give, it is a duty to solicit
offerings so as to get the duty of giving attended to But this by
no means follows."

Twenty years ago, he could say “There is but a step
between taking and legging," now he can see a very
important distinction I I Ic gives no satisfactory reasons
for making this distinction, and so the cogency of the
argument "that if it is a duty to give, it is a duly to
solicit offerings so as to get that duty attended to"
remains undisturbed. What he says by way of
refutation, as a matter of faCt accentuates the above
argument. 1 think 1 may fairly retort in his own words,
“Absurd doClrines are sure to lead to artful dodges."

We are told that
“The Israelites in the wildarneii were a type of ‘.he Christian
Church, and for this reason Icv-ons are frvely drawn from them "

True, in many respects they were. " Why not draw a
lesson from Num. 15: 14." Certainly. As Bro. Laing
will probably have noticed I have a great weakness for
the context. Let us read : " And if a stranger sojourn
with you, or whosoever be among you throughout your
generations, and will offer an offering made by fire, of a
sweet savor unto the Lord ; as ye do so shall he do.
Tor the assembly there shall be one statute and one
ordinance for you and for the stranger that sojoumeth
with you, a statute for ever throughout your genera­
tions; as ye are so shall the stranger be before the
Lord." From this I learn that: t. The stranger
believed in God; 2. That he desired to worship God
by making an offering ; 3. That it was to be of a sweet
savor unto the Lord ; 4. That he was subjcCl to the one
statute and one ordinance ol the assembly. Now I
could preach a very good sermon from this, but forbear.

But while I am quite willing to draw lessons from
the worship of the Israelites, 1 am not willing to allow
it to dominate the worship of the New Testament.
Tin. is the mistake that Bro. Laing and others of his
school make. They take certain things in the old
dispensation and endeavor to foist their misconception
of their meaning upon the Christian Church. Following
the example ut I’.ido-Baptists tl.cy seek to minimi a.*
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the force of New Testament teaching by a wrong
application of the teaching of the Old. They arc: not
even particular to be consistent in their error. \\ hen
it suits their purpose they can talk alxjut the law being
“ destroyed,” but at other times they can conveniently
forget what they previously said. Now Bro. Laing
does not himself draw any lesson from Num. 15: 14,
he leaves the lesson to be inferred by underlining the
words "stranger" and “whosoever," and if we understand
his meaning, he intends to convey the idea that the
question ol fitness is not involved. If this is his idea it
is altogether erroneous. The context shows that these
persons: 1. Reverenced God; 2. That they desired to
worship Him ; 3. That their offering was to lie a sweet
savor unto the Lord ; and 4. That they were subjecl to
the laws of the assembly. Fitness, therefore, was a
prerequisite to this worship. Or again Bro. Laing may
mean that as the status of persons were graded and
their privileges likewise, therefore the same condition
of things should obtain in the worship of the Christian
Church. These grades were as follows: 1. The
priesthood ; 2. The homeborn; and 3. The stranger.
1 he last named being divided into two classes, viz., the
circumcised and the uncircumcised. One thing was
demanded of all, viz., that they should reverence God.
1 here was still another class who were not permitted
to worship in the samfluary at all, viz., the members of
the seven Canaanitish nations. We presume Bro. Laing
wishes to introduce this system of caste into the
Christian Church, and that he forgets for the time being
that the caste system is expressly forbidden. That in
C .DSl Jesus there can be netlher Jciv nor Greek
(the Greek here is equivalent to •• the stranger "), there 

can be neither bond nor free, there can be no male and
female; for ye are all one in Christ Jesus.” In this
glorious oneness we propose to abide and consequently
have no intention of going back to Judaism.

I have to thank Bro. Laing for his suggestion about
drawing lessons from the Israelites, because it reminds
me of one he drew twenty years ago. It is so good that
it will bear repetition.

•• Would the Kohathitcs—the family in which the priesthood was
vested—have accepted the proffered assistance of others to help
them in attending to and bearing the ark ? They would not. And
is it fitting that the priests of God under the present dispensation
should accept of the proffered assistance of the enemies of Christ to
bear the ark of the New Covenant ? Most assuredly not.

This is far better reasoning than you give us now, Bro.
Laing. Now, while I have no objection to draw lessons
from the Old Testament, I do not take it as law for
those under the new dispensation. The old was im­
perfect, the new is perfect. In the old there were
distinctions that do not obtain in the new; for nil are
[rials unto God. It was not the “home-born" or the
“stranger" but the "priest" who was a type of the
Christian; consequently Bro. Laing's lesson from the
Kohathitcs is the one which tells with the most force
and precision in the present discussion.

This brings me to the conclusion of a very dis­
agreeable task, and one 1 would rather have left alone.
But the publicity which has been afforded Bro. Laing’s
pamphlet seemed to render it imperative that I should
appear not only in defence of the principle enunciated
in my pamphlet, but of principles which enter into the
foundation upon which we take our stand as an
independent organisation.
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adverse references to Bible story,
and to vindicate the reliability of
its many authors. And with such
an experience and such a prospect
we should note all discrepancies
between the sacred and the profane
accounts, and allow the two to re­
main side by side until a reconcili­
ation has been effected. We should
not allow ourselves to be enticed
to accept every allegation of fraud
levelled against the Bible. It has
repelled so many attacks upon its
veracity, as to greatly strengthen
our confidence in it. So many in­
accuracies have become incontest­
able fadls, that its final triumph,
with the discomfiture of all who
shall take up arms against it, should
be a foregone conclusion with us.
We are not called upon to repudiate
the word of God at once direiflly a
scientific man, from observed faifls,
frames a conclusion which is not in
accordance with his interpretation of
that word. His conclusion may
easily be wrong, though his faifls
may be right enough; and his inter­
pretation of the Bible statement
may be erroneous, though the state­
ment itself may be perfectly accu­
rate. There ought to be humility
enough in science to preclude pre­
sumption, and if there be not, there
should be common-sense enough in
us not to accord that presumption
too great a reverence.

Let us give the Bible time, and
not be in too great haste to aban­
don it. As Dr. Parker has said,
*' It has shed off a good many meas­
les, and sloughed off a good deal of
scarlet fever, and come up out of
many a struggle.” Just give the
Bible time. We should not allow
the antiquity of the documents in
the Bible to diminish, in any way,
the credibility of their authors; nor
the fatfl that they compiled sacred
history rather than profane. On the
other hand, both circumstances
should favor their credibility. The
earlier they lived the more likely is
their account of events which hap­
pened earlier still to be correct; for
they drank of the stream nearer its
source, and therefore had a purer
draught. And surely, if a man is
writing to inculcate morality and
piety, truth and honesty, his endea­
vor to speak the truth will be quite
as sincere as his who writes for
amusement, for money, or for fame.
If, in some point, Herodotus and
Isaiah diverge, why should we con­
clude at once in favor of Herod­
otus and against Isaiah ? \\ hy
should not haiah be light, and the

voluminous old Grecian astray ? We
have seen that where Herodotus did
differ from Isaiah, there he differed
from Nabonidos, and from Cyrus,
and from the truth. And why should
it not be the same on any other
point, or with any other profane
historian ? I have not the slightest
doubt, that if,- in any other par­
ticular, the famous old Grecian and
the Hebrew prophet are at variance,
time vwill prove Isaiah to have
spokbi^the truth to the uttermost.

The interests involved in the com­
plete accuracy of the Bible are too
lofty and too profound to permit of
an easy resignation of our faith in
its divine origin and its historic
truth. Its influence over our social,
moral and religious life is so potent
when its truth is acknowledged and
obeyed: and so potent for good, that
we should defend it to the last till
it can be defended no longer. Per­
sonally, I have an implicit confidence
in its divine origin and in its prac­
tical inerrancy. I hail with plea­
sure . every fresh consignment of
tablets and inscriptions from the
buried cities of the East; for 1 am
strong in faith that they will serve
to substantiate every item in the
Hebrew records, and that each fresh
discovery in oriental archaeology
will corroborate them in every im­
portant particular, and produce, if
possible, stronger faith in this mar­
vellous ami invaluable book. “All
flesh is only grass, and all the glory
of man but the Hower of the grass ;
the grass withered), and the flower
thereof fallelh away, but the word
of the Low endureth for ever.”

Sisters’ Page.
----------- o------------

•• Stand fx'.t in the Lord "—Phil 4 : :

Ccntsuuicilicnl for this “Ptlge" It
jJJtesuJ tp Mm Hill. S3 Ulmheim-stitel,
BjfatfarJ, not Idler than the Hllh cf ta.'t r.:. nth.

IMJ'ORTAN r.
A special Sisters' meeting will

(d.v.) Ik held Monday evening,
March 25th, in Swanston street
chapel, at 8 p.m., to arrange for
Conference, catering, Ac.

Will secretaries please note: All
reports should be in bands of stipe r-
intendents wf later than ‘.'/th tint.

Dorcas lief oris to be sent to Mrs.
Pittman, Airlie Avenue, Armadale.

[•creign Missionary Itefov/j—Mrs.
Maston, Bath street, Abbotsford.

Temperance lieports—Mrs. W. C.
Thurgood, Swanston-strcet.

Hospital Visitation—Mrs. Frazer,
264 Brunswick-street, Fitsroy.

Sisters' Prayer Meetings—Mrs. W.
Forbes, Holden-street, N Fitzroy.

EXECUTIVE.
The usual monthly meeting of the

Sisters' Executive was held on the
rst inst.

The programme for Conference
was submitted and approved. The
Home Mission report was more
cheering, the deficit having been
reduced to The sum of ^587
15s. 2d. has been collected since
Conference, of which amount the
Sisters have collected /J14 8s.

The correspondence included a
long letter from Sister Thompson,
in which she gave us many interest­
ing details of her work in India.
She expresses very warm thanks for
the toys, garments, &c., sent in the
Christmas box.

One was reported having joined
the Church at Collingwood, from
the Sunday-school.

The nomination of officers for the
ensuing year was attended to and
several questions of importance dis­
cussed. Next meeting of Execu­
tive, April 5th.

The Sister's Annual Conference
will (d.v.) be held on Wednesday,
April roth, commencing at 2.30;
evening at 7 o'clock. It is hoped
every sister will make an effort to
attend.

SUNDAY SCHOOL.
North Richmond has an average

attendance of 90 scholars, and n
teachers. The school is progressing
favorably. The " Sunbeam *' is dis­
tributed monthly and text tickets
are given to the infants. The pic­
torial advance leaflets are distri­
buted weekly. Paid another visit
to Collingwood ; found them in good
working order ; busy preparing for
the annual examination. The at­
tendance very good ; also order.

------------ M.ll.
A LITTLE SERMON.

We may, if we choose, make the
worst of one another. Everyone
has bis weak points; everyone has
his faults; we may make the worst
of these; we may fix uur attention
constantly upon these. But we may
also make tin b' 4 of cue ano’h-.l.
Wo may forgiyj < wn aa we 1>i ■
be forgiven. \\c may jnt ourselves
in the place of othi rs, and ask what
we should wish to be done to us.
and thought <>f u--, Wtri we in th.-:
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m. me ccttar | Dear Sisters, we are v<and (cstoom d them gracefully, also' and happy in our work I:
wreaths of holly leaves with a lovely ■ God has prospered us. To
gilt star. The prettiest sight of all I the honor and the glory.
was the well trained children of the ■ our very heart of hearts we
infant class. Several of the friends '■ to be with «•••• ’
MV 1

Hut in

not )tt lng
>je our new
ll was dla

place. By loving whatever is lov­
able in those around us love will
flow back from them to us, and life
will become a pleasure instead of a
pain; and earth will become like
heaven; and we shall Ix-come not
unworthy followers of Him whose
name is Love.—Arthur Stanley.

for parents aud friends. We had
the church building prettily decur­
ated. A brother from the mountains
sent us down eight bags of cedar
and pine, and a fine Christmas tree.
We made long ropes of the cellar
nn.l

were gathered in the chapel, bitterly
cold as it was, to get the “feast
ready. We had two long tables
with snowy table-cloths, and 50
plates on each table. 1 hen a small
table with atout 28 plates for the
wee ones. On each plate was a
large slice of turkey and dressing,
bread and butter, a piece of pie,
three cookies and a piece of cake.
Under each plate was a pretty paper
napkin, and on each of the four
corners we had candy, grapes, nuts,
and a rosy apple A paper bag by
the side of each plate for them to
“gather up the fragments” in. They
were so surprised and delighted.
The bitter cold day prevented the
usual attendance, and we only had
100 children; but we sent a bag of
goodies to the absentees. We also
gave each one a souvenir book, and
they were pleased beyond measure.
A case of oranges promised came
too late for the feast, but they will
lie distributed next Saturday.

How lovely it is to work with the
children, to sow the seed of everlast­
ing truth in their little hearts, and
train their willing hands.
“Only an hour wiih lhe children.
I’leasantly, cheerfully given;

Yet see l u.n sown
In that hour alone,

which would bring forth fruit for heaven."

\ oil will be pleased to know we
have organised a visiting committee
among our C W.B.M. Auxiliaries
(or United Missionary Societies)
V«y .nucl, after the p|a„ of oar
) istling Committee tn the Executive

■ m dear Australia, ami we t,ust ,,OO(1
ery much enjoyed. After that n!,„ ’C aorw. The .Vujwjy.
the Christmisi.serri<,raX °(>™ desires a contri-

MRS. THURGOOD’S LETTER.

Dear Executive Sisters,—
Well beloved in the Lord.

A new year’s greetingTo walk
worthily of the Lord unto all pleas­
ing, bearing fruit in every good work,
and increasing in the knowledge of
God" (Col. 1 : 10, R.V.). What
higher desire have we for the new
year than to carry out the beautiful
thought of this text I especially when
we remember we are “ strengthened
and made powerful according to the
might of his glory.” How it should
inspire us to braver effort, better
plans, and stronger purposes for our
Lord and Master. The old year is
leaving the earth to-day enwrapped
in a mantle of purest white; all the
smoke and soot of this busy city has
disappeared—the beautiful snow has
covered every defedl; all is white,
glistening, pure, in the radiant sun­
shine, but the air is very cold.
•’ll uij»i the now; ii bites die loci;

ll Mings link- children on the car.
And draws (ruin lheir eyes lhe big round

____ yuitivK anil gold)
that sets off our mantle very much.
It is very sfriling indeed, telling us
with its sweet silvery tones to “re­
deem the time." We were most
thoughtfully remembered in many
kind ways.

Dear Sisters, we are very busy
and happy in our work here, and
God has mm"-’-' -

oyer, fot on Saturday
kiudcr.'b a Christmas 1
to be a surprise. | V>1
have seen the faithful

This has been a busy month with
the children. As soon as our pro-
traded services were over on the
loth, we had an entertainment with
our Industrial School and kinder- .......... .......
garten children—1^0 of them. This work will be done.
was very After uucn uesircs a contri-
came the Christmas exercises. ‘ We button from this busy pen. 1 must
have 317 in the Sunday Schools, not forget to tell you that my Bible
and we knew many old scholars Class in the Sunday School of 21
would be coming in, so we decided ladies, old and young, gave us a
to repeat the entertainment. Christ- handsome clock (black and gold)
mas night lor the school, next night | that sets off our n. •>«»!.. -----
I..- 1 '

1 , . ' 11 nearts
ought to have it over again- i n \ J °.Ur dtar l,d‘»'e

"liable 1„„1 M11|, a suc:

The Traveller.

MY TRIP TO MAORI LAND.

Chas. Watt.

No. 2.

®E reached Lyttelton on the
morning of Saturday, 3rd
November; and in order to

secure being in Dunedin by Lord's
day, I booked through the remainder
of the journey by rail. With this
object 1 took out a second class
ticket for my twelve hours' ride, and
got my money’s worth—fully. Be­
fore my next visit I sincerely hope
our Bro. Rodger will have patented
a second class car. I had several
subsequent experiences of N. Z.
railway travelling, both on Govern­
ment anil private lines, and I must
say that in comparison with the
splendid arrangements of N.S.W. it
is simply nowhere. And the Manu-
watu or private line is the greater
sinner in this respedl. On a public
holiday they appear to take off the
few carriages which they possess
and put on o/rw cattle trucks, and
having some eight or nine tunnels to
go through, you can fancy how the
hundreds of ladies and children in
lheir holiday attire look after emerg­
ing from the smoke and grime.

When ten miles south of Oamaru
we ran into a severe snow storm,
quite a novel experience for one clad
for the Sydney climate. At Dunedin
it was raining steadily and very cold.
But Bro. J. Inglis Wright's sunny
smile of welcome dispelled a lot of
the cheerless gloom, and the chatter
of his robust little scions had a
soothing effect on a wandering pater-
It was a treat to meet so many old
faces that 1 had known 17 or
years ago. And my presence there
on the Lord's day morning proved
quite a pleasant surprise, as most
of the folks expected I was then
floating about somewhere in the
region of the Great Barrier Reel-
In consequence of the bunghng
oyer my berth, my name, of course,
did not appear in any passen-
«er list. And when my na,nC
was thus left out the only c°n*
’ lusion they could come to was
•hat I had gone down in the atra-
rapa. After an exceedingly enjoy-d'11
fortnight spent among the
there, pleasantly diversified with p»‘
nics, surprise parties, and frati-n,a
intercourse with those I had k*’°" 
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long ago. I rolled up my swag and
started North again. Preached in
Oamani one night, and the following
evening stepped on to the platform
at Christchurch, where I was met
by quite a number of the church
members. While in Dunedin I gave
a Iccfhire on Theosophy, when the
chair was taken by Sir Robert Stout.
I had a good long conversation with
that well known gentleman, and
formed a very high opinion of him.
If the face be any criterion of quality
I should say that as a politician he
is straight as a gun barrel, and about
as destructive when he shoots al any
thing he doesn't believe in. And in
religion when his views are the result
of conviction he will stand by them
at any cost for himself. On this
latter question, however, I was
pleased to note that his views are
not precisely what they were. He
has, in fart, turned the shadow back
upon the wall, and is now taking a
tentative view of many matters of
importance. He has a strong sym­
pathy with the position taken up by
the Churches of Christ, and a kindly
recollection of some of our best
preachers, M. Wood Green, J. J.
Haley, etc.

The ten days spent in Christchurch
passed away all too rapidly. It was
simply a cup of earthly bliss—that
is, a cup with a few bitter dregs at
at the bottom. Some of the old
friends were still there, manfully
“striving for the faith of the gospel.'
Some have “gone back and walk no
more with us." Two especially who,
years ago, were the most forward
and useful members of the church,
and now in anything but an enviable
position. “ Ye did run well, who
did hinder you that ye should not
obey the truth ?" Yes, I left both
Dunedin and Christchurch sad at
heart. As I noted the mere remnant
of the former glory ; the wreck that
remains from what wcrconcethriving
churches, I felt that some unworthy
characters are responsible for the
terrible condition of things. How-
ever, there are too many faithful
disciples there to remain long like
this. There is yet a bright future
ahead. The present is but an eclipse
that will ere long pass away and
reveal the truth in still greater
brightness.

On the chores of Lake Nyasva, in Africa,
where a few years ago were to be seen only
the habitations of horrid cruelty, there arc
is..a numerous Christian rchouh. with 150
teachers and scholar*.

Church News.

SOUTH AUSTRALIA.

The quarterly social conference of the 1
S.S. Union was held on Saturday, February
23rd, at Henley Beach The day was |
pleasant, and about 50 were present An |
unconventional tea was served in the chapel '
from six to seven, allowing abundance of j
opportunity for social intercourse. The
aflermcctjng was very enjoyable and profit- |
able The Secretary's report was read. I
and Wm. Matthews gave an essay on the 1
qualifications of officers and teachers in the
Sunday School, full of simple, practical sug­
gestions. A vote of thanks to the writer
proposed by W Brooker and seconded by
T. B. Vcrco, was carried very heartily, and
gave opportunity to these brethren, as well
as R. Vervo, Wilson, and the President to
refer to the different points touched upon in
the paper. 1 hree beautiful hv mn» and two
earnest prayers filled in. and perfected, one
of the most edifying and happiest of all the |
meetings that have been held

North AurtAinr Bro. J. (*. I>ick*on
has just arranged for a monthly supply of
speakers for the church at Wild Horse
Plains. 1 hey go up on Saturday afternoon
by coach, spend the Lord's day there, and
return by coach on Monday morning Jno
Fhlier has been there, and enjoyed the
fellowship of the brethren Herbert Moore
and Persy Anderson will follow in due
course. We trust that mutual blessing will 1
result, and that a* a consequence the church I
may be edified and souls brought into the |
kingdom of our dear Redeemer. How the j
prayers of God’s people should ri»e to the |
throne of grace, not only that more laborers ;
may be sent into the harvest, but that the.
richest blessing of heaven may be bestowed |
upon the labourers who are working in it ,

Norwooi' — Since reporting la-l to the 1
colnmns of the Staspakh we have had four I
addition-.—two sisters and two brother.
were baptised on a confession of their faith '
in Jesus as the Christ and their Saviour I
May the l ather s blessings ever follow them.
One of the brethren received is an old man
over “o years of age It was. with difficulty
the poor old brother could descend into the
baptistery, but h-j was determined to carry
out the Saviour's command, and his ca-c ii
only another illustration of the old proverb.
"Where there 0 a will there's away " The
other brother, Mr White, Is at present
editor of the ll'n'/y HculJ, but hit out­

spoken manly and Christian utterance'.
have aroused the ire of some ungodly demo­
crats. and he is expecting to receive his

| " ticket of leave " Bro White says, rather
than sell his conscience and go to rhe demo­
cratic club and report speeches on a Lord's
day evening he will give up his position and
trust the I-ord to supply his needs. All
our meetings in connexion with the church
arc well attended.

The visitors during the month have been
Bro Gore, who gave a Bible Reading at
one of our endeavor meetings, which was
much appreciated, and Bro Percy Anderson
who exhorted the church yesterday morn

Feb 11 A. C Raskisi;
Port Piru - Bro Il'Ne.i. the Conf, r

cncc evangelist, is labouring earnestly
among us. and there hasbevn better attend
ance and an improved tone at our meetings
There is a great deal of prejudice and mil­
conception concerning our |>osition, but we
ho|<- to live this down and take a decided
forward movement So far there have been
no additions from the world, but three or
four members from sister churches have
cast in their lol with us. and will, we trust,
lx: of great assistance to the church

On Jan. joth a tea meeting was held io
welcome Bro. and Sister H'Nesi. A number
of friends were invited, and about ivty |x r-
tons sal down to a very enjoyable spread
A public meeting followed, and the chair­
man, Bro Duncan, tendered a hearty wel­
come to Bru. and Sister D'Nevi Stirring
addresses by Brethren Ling*ford, Mollit
and D'Nesi followed, and a plexvanl even­
ing was concluded with singing and prayer
A business meeting was held on Feb 12.
when three deacons were apjoisted, and the
questions of way 1 and means and th** con­
tinuance of evangelistic effort were fully
discussed

The inaugural meeting of a Young Peo­
ple s Mutual Improvement Society took
place on Feb 13. The '* melting ” weather
rc.ultvd tn a thin audience, but thu»c pre­
sent enjoyed themselves thoroughly The
programme consisted of two practical ad­
dresses. readings, recitations, and vocal and
in trummial music, Ac We have great
hopes that this Society will be very useful
to us.

At a meeting held on Feb. 1j. presided
I over by Bru D'Nesi a Ifi tea* S-xiety wa»
I organised and the following officers were
: ap|xjintcd Per i lent. Mrs J Lst>g*l *rd;

Secretary, Mrs 1'alm-r To uunr, Mi •
. Maggie Mollit Meeting* ate to I- held

fortnightly
Wc have yuvt been cl-.-cred 17 a visit frem

Bn than Burford and I u it -n . 1 \<! ’ .' •
who nut with u. and encouraged us tn
their fellow.hip Wo aic aluiyx glad to
welcome visiting brethren
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The brethren then erected a place lor mret- 1 has resulted Two or three of our members
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soon alter Easter. The present scribe, with
his best friend, will l>e leaving about the
beginning of April Correspondents will
p!ea*e address them c/o F. M. Ludbrook,
tri Collins-strcet, Melbourne.

dresses arc greatly appreciated by the breth­
ren, and we sincerely trust that while the
church it Iring uj built, we shall also soon
see an ingathering from among the unsaved
to the prai-e and glory of the great head of
the Church.

Feb 18. RW.D.

cannot recognise them as n church
•*,ar <• R Hl I |_ Sec

more than hold our own this year. Three
only hue been immersed, two of whom
have returned to their homes in South
Australia. We have held three weekly
services for some months past in an un­
occupied house belonging to a farmer some
five miles distant, but $0 far nothing visible

things t.._. „._7 ....... ..
generally. We have held our lord's day

1 school anniversary* uhirh »i __ _

will be leaving the district shortly for
Frankston. Our S. School anniversary­
will l>e held (d.v ) next lord’s day, and the
picnic on the Tuesday following, when, I
am sure, all expect to have a good time

Read carefully Dr. Vcrco’s paper on
*’ Mistakes About the Bible.

Il will also be published in pamphlet
form, and will l>c supplied jxrsl free at ono
shilling per dozen. Copies can be obtained
at the Austral Company’s office, or front
Bro. Mctxrllan, 251 Svvanston st.

A few- extra copies of the supplement of
the Standard containing Bro. Dunn's reply
to Bro. Laing have liecn printed off and can
be had al the Austral Company 's office on

i application.
I Bro. \V. W Tomlinson reports two de-

._____jiuvc i4si report we Dave
had the pleasure of seeing two more added
to our number by faith and obedience

‘llitte of our brethren arc idling faith­
fully the gospel W’c therefore expect
results We have just had a visit by Bro.
Wm Todd, back from America, who urged
upon the brethren* practical religion

During the past month we have had the
unpleasant task of purging the church roll.
which brought our number down from 92
to 60. Withdrawn from, 26. lost sight of.
0 I may say that about 20 of those with­
drawn Item have started a meeting in
another pari of the town This we believe 

......... . ........ uicr. ami ■!>. .enved into church fellow.hip. each
pre anted with a New ir.lament iR y . Z
the churih s only standard <1 ,i.kt,,„„

‘' '■•nmunlcatiun signed
and addies. \V»||’"’t*|*w ,,MS au*bor s name

NEW SOUTH WALES.

Emioki;.—A crowded meeting was held
on Friday, Feb 16th. for the purpo e of
welcoming home Bro Watt and to bid fare­
well to Bro Turner. In place <>f the usual
tea meeting, asocial was held, Bro. Kindle
occupying the chair, the speakers being
Bren Jos Kingsbury ten . W T Clapham.
| Colbourne, A F. Turner, and <’ Watt
Itelredimi tils wi re provided, and during
the evening suitable anthems were tendered
by the choir. We have had another bap­
tism since last report, and last evening two
scholars from the Sunday school made the
good confession CAR.

Stephen Check took up the work of preach- |
ing the gov|>cl in the country districts of I
Tasmania. He then visited Bream Creek,
where he met with much opposition His
first baptism of believers numbered ty The
first meeting for worship was in a cottage.
Th.- b-th-z J..:........... .
ingin Afterwards, advancing a step further.
they purchased a piece of land on which
they built a neat hall, which seated about
200 The cost was about /zoo This was
burnt to the ground on the night of aKth
Jan last. We are glad to say the building
was Insured for f 150. We hope soon to
erect another building.

Keller ie S. J. Smith

I CiiELTr.siiAM—Although we have no
additions to report, there are a few little
things that may interest the brethren

■ --- J'y. y.’-L...v vui Loni » IM)
1 school anniversary which pas'ed off most
successfully. On Feb zothour church was
the scene of a very pretty wedding, the

I parties being Miss Bodley, and Mr
1 Sidney Chandler The ceremony was

jicrfcrmcd by Bro Moysey, and the church
I was beautifully decorated by the sisters
I lor the occasion Bro Moy sey has l»cen to

Bendigo to preach for Bro. Houchinv, Bro
Judd again filling his place nil day. Yester­
day, March tolh. our Sunday school joined
in a united gathering ol Schools in the Pro­
testant Hall, to listen to an address on
Temperance by Mr. Glover. Bro Moysey
presided. March it

MtLtiURA -Since last report our hearts
have been chccrcd by one dear brother
confessing his faith in Christ on Lord's day
evening, Feb 17th. your notcist preaching
from the words. “ How shall we escape if
we nigkct io great salvation?" On Wed-

j nevday evening. 20th. he was buried with
his lx>rd in baptism May he keep faithful
to the end.

The members arc doing what thex can to
hold up the banner of the cross of Christ,
ami we have indications of further Ingather-

w.^nVUU. IKasha —The Annual Conference of the I
Churches of Christ in the West Wimmcra I
was held in Kanivaon Wednesday, March I
6th It was a mint decided success from I
the beginning to the ending. I estimate |
that between to and loo members were I
I resent. Hi arty handshakes were inter- I
changed by brethren and sisters from the I
different churches, ami eyes sparkled with I

cstne v as we discussed matters "con-1
Ing the kingdom of God." and nt I
ng all seerntd to realise that it was well I
tve Utn there Amongst other things I
vs decid'd " That these churches assist I
U M Committee to the full extent ol

potabilities to support a preacher
the coining year .' " That a general 1

nec Committee be appointed, to consist '
'.legates front the various churchc -•
this with 20 members or tinder one
rate.and occ extra fi r every 20members
meet ijuartetly at-.d arrange all inaiicra
mrrh -

was advisable to have a change of preacher-,
it was unanimously decided to leave the
matter in the hands of the incoming II. M.
Committee. Bro. John McCallum, of N.
Yanac, was appointed president lor the
present year. Bro. Mann was appointed
secretary, and Bro. lellctt treasurer (both
ol Kaniv-a). Bro. J S. Mann was appointed
to represent the churches of the West
Wimmcra Conference at the coming general
Conference in Melbourne The conference
passed off very well. The sisters who
catered laid themselves out for a success
and accomplished it. Our business was
concluded about 9 pm (from 330 p.m ),
alter which the meeting, about filling the
chapel, was t real cd to a very thoughtful
essay on "Our Responsibilities" by Bro
H. Hamlyn of N. Yanac This was much
appreciated It was our brother’s first
attempt, and the hearty and deserved
approval it received should encourage him
to further effort Bro. E. \V. Milne, of
Borderlown, followed in his usual earnest
and impressive manner with an address on
"Christian Union." I need scarcely say it
had the true ring irom first to last. "The
Bible only as a Lrrij of union." Bro M.'s
address was well received. Then followed
another well prepared essay by a voung
disciple from N Yanac—Bro Donald Me
Callum, a son of Bro I. McCallum—on
"Church Organisation.’’ This essay
evinced much thoughtfulness and care
in its preparation, anti showed sigox
a grand talent possessed by our young
brother, only mjuiring development. H
was materially good, well delivered and
well received, and 1 have no doubt we have
not (11 ,v) heard the last front Bro D. Mc­
Callum Your notrist for once enjoyed the
privilege of a listener, drinking in the sight#
and sounds, and as his thoughts wandered
back to years of labour sttcni, to the scene
bevide " many waters," where so many pre­
sent had l>cen "burled by baptism into the
death of Christ," he thanked God and took
courage A very happy and profitable limo
was brought to a close by singing hymn 20I
(Sankey’s book), hearty hand clasps and
good-byes followed, and Kaniva CllJl*’l
door closed on the Wcsl Wimmcra ConlrrJ
cnee for 1895. W. W Tomlinson.
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Several articles held over, among others
"Ms" reply to Bro Hutchinson on "The
Antiquity of Man."

We regret to hear that Bro Sml.h, ml a.,
is seriously ill The last bulletin reported
him a little Irettcr

We are pleased to learn tliat Bro. C. G
Lawson docs not intend leaving for the
"old country " till after conference.

As Bro. M W. Green will be in Mel­
bourne during Conference time, he has been
asked to give one of the addresses on Home
Mission night.

Bro. W. S. Houchins has undergone an
operation for his throat, and expects that in
the course of two months he will be able to
resume preaching.

• Bro. McCracken is now preaching at
Merer. N S W. We hear that there is a
probability of his corning to labour with the
church at North Melbourne.

Bro A B Maston will not l>c back for a
week or two, as he wishes to give the
remedy he is using a fair trial We are
glad to hear he is somewhat better.

The Victorian Conference Essayist will
be Sister Eliza McCoughtry. The subject
she has selected Is " Imitators of God." The
essay will ba given on Tuesday evening,
15th April

We are sorry to report that a short
time ago the cha|>cl at Bream Creek, Tas­
mania. was burned down It was fortun­
ately insured A new building is now in
course of erection

We note that Bro Fred Greenwood will
l>c taking up the work at Oamaru in succes­
sion Io Bro Ludbrook We congratulate
the brethren on obtaining the service* of
such a good worker, and herrtily wish them
great prosperity.

'I he annual meeting of the church in
Brisbane was held on Feb 27th The work
there’shows steady progress During the
year twenty-five have been added by Luth
and obedience Things in a financial way
arc not very bright in Brisbane

It i> worthy ol note that at Separation the
Sunday School is conducted by our aged >
Sister Masters. She has about reached her
three score years and ten. and yet can take
a delight in teaching the young. May she
long be spared for this good work

We understand that Bru AM Ludbrook
recently received from the Auckland Evan­
gelistic Committee an invitation (contingent
uj>on endorsement by Conference) to labour
in the gospel in that part of New Zealand,
but that Bro Ludbrook adheres to his pur­
pose to return to Australia

Last la-ni’s day. at Dawson street. Bal­
larat. a man aged seventy years was bap­
tized. After several conversation* with
some of the sisters he saw that his Lord’s
command to l»c baptized was imperative.
an I walked six miles from the country in
order to obey

Bro F. Payne, one of the ciders of Ly gon-
st church, has gone to Coolgardie, W. A.
We understand that he intends to go into
partnership with Bro Chas Clark, formerly
of Footscray church, but who has been in
Coolgardie for some time Kick.

As the time for Viflorian Annual Confer­
ence is approaching, a number of country
delegates are expelled in Melbourne All
members who can accommodate delegates
should send their names and addresses to
M. Mcladlan, 251 Swanston street, so that
the necessary arrangements can be made

We announced lately that Bro R Howard
of Gahquil has met with a serious accident
to his ey e. Wc regret to say that he has
had to get it taken out. so as to preserve
the sight of the other. He visited Mel­
bourne for the purpose. He is now feeling
much better, and will return to Galaquil in
about todays.

Another valiant soldier of the cross has
gone to his rest and hiv reward At 930
last Lord's day morning Bro D. Macallister
fell asleep in Jesus He was buried at
Melbourne General Cemetery on Tuesday.
A large number assembled to show their
respect to his memory . Bros Bryant and
Moysey conducted the funeral ceremony.
We deeply sympathise with Sister Macal-
lisler and family.

Sister Dunn, mother of our senior editor,
is now in her seventy fifth year. Talking
to her the other day she spoke ol the time
when she joined the Church, over forty
years ago. Attracted by the notice board
hanging outside the old Mechanics’ Insti­
tute. ColHns-sircct. she found her way to a
small “ upper room" where alxiut nine
disciples were .assembled. We believe she
is the only one of that small band still alive
and in membership with its

By last American mail we had encourag­
ing news from Bro and Sister C L Thur-
good They had just entered upon their
third year at the Central Christian Church.
Pittsburgh The additions during the past
year have been yj. jo by faith and baptism,
and 13 otherwise The Sunday School
numbers about 350. At the date of writing.
Bro. Thurgood was engaged in holding a
••protracted" meeting at Observatory Hill,
preaching every night for two uetk* (except
Saturdays) The result so far had been 9
additions Altogether the« hard workers
arc evidently as enthusiastic in the work as

lulhcwouldrcturntuthc -r . L res and labor

in some of the colonics, but unfortunately
this is not to be realised just now. The
church at Shelbyville is a large and im­
portant one. and his invitation to preach in
connection with it is the best indication we
can have that our young brother has de­
veloped into a good preacher We wish
him every success in his work of preaching
the gospel, and trust that we will hear from
time to time regarding the progress ol his
work

The Collingwood Harvest Festival, held
on March 3 and 5. proved a great success.
The Tabernacle was beautifully decorated
with specimens of the choicest products of
garden, orchard and field which could Ik?
obtained Appropriate discourses were
given in the morning by Bro F. Ludbrook,
afternoon by Bro J Pittman, and evening
by Bro. F. Pittman The large audience*
were specially gratifying ; in the evening the
gallery, in audition to the spacious chapel.
was well occupied One lady confessed
Jesus, and the "same hour of the night”
was immersed into the triune name. ’I he
concluding meeting held on Tuesday was
well attended, and a suitable programme
was given, in which a number of visitors
rendered aid which was highly appreciated.
All departments <>l church work nt Colling­
wood are progressing favorably ; prospect*
for future lalwrs arc good, and from the
large number at present attending evening
services it is anlici|ialed that a harvest ot
precious souls will soon be reaped.

On Monday, 35th Feby , the members of
the Swanston-strcct Band of Hope, with a
few friendi, upwards of in number, were
treated to a picnic at Fern Tree Gully by the
President, Mr. I A Davies, ably aui.ted by
Mrs Davies • The train left Prince* Bridge
at 10 30 a m . and alter an enjoyable ride in
first-clu* carriages to Upper Fern Tree
Gully, and a pleasant walk, camp was
formed near the ranger’s residence Here
tea was made and refreshments spread and
enjoyed A photo of the party was taken
While some who did not wish to climb
remained at c.vmp. the majority ascended
the gully, viewing the beautiful scenery on
the way On reaching the summit, after
resting ami admiring the fine view, the
doxology was sung. Tl.cn a leisurely
descent, rest, and pleasant conversation
and another good spread of refreshments
Mr and Mrs Davies finding their pleasure
in ministering to the creature wants and
enjoyment* ol all assisted In other willing
hands, in which they were very successful,
demonstrating that pure, true ami solid
enjoyment was b.-.t obtained away from
the intoxicating cup A vote of thanks
was proposed to the host and li <ti .
carried by vigorous three cheers for Mr
Davie* and the same for Mrs Davie* iu a
very h ippy way Mr Davies r< -ponded L-r
him elf and Mr* Davies lh-.n wending
their way back to the railway station fur
the 750 train The party sikly returned
bearing with them the happv memory ol
their p‘<- isant picnic to Fern free Gully
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MACALLISTER FUND
W. Ashburn, Coolgardie. io’-; Church,

Pon Fairy, 16/-; A Sister, Port Fairy, 12/-:
1< J. Somerville, 6/-; Church. Gombargana,
/i: Sit Matthews, 5/., Bro Fisher, Chel­
tenham 5 -. E W , Inglewood Forest, to/-;
J P Wright, io/-; Wm. B. Cumming.
Maryborough. Q. £1, Geo Ritchie, £1;
Sister E. Jerrems, 2/-.

W. C CitAiGii:. Treas.
259 L Collins-strect, Mclb.

VICTORIAN MISSION FUND.
i:i:ct:it'Ts to march 11th.

South Yarra, per Bro D. A. Lewis, (1;
Malvern, per Sisters, 10/-; Ascot Vale, per
Sisters, 4'4, Drummond, per Sister Gil­
more, £1/1/8; Borderiown (SA). £27/6;
North Yanac. £3'15/0; Kaniva, £j/to/o;
Williamstown, to/-; Galaquil. per Bro.
Howard, £25; l.ygon-st . jx-r Sister Zoiky,
/1; Sister Pett. 2/-; Bro Quilliam, (\ :
Bro Jo eph Williams, 5/-. Bro R Howard

[- Martin, Faulkner,
, *• Chapman,

\ o Ro—
lasting.

James McGowan, was a Presbyterian Min­
ister, but left that occupation, anti was
engaged as tutor to the Earl of Errol, who
was killed at the battle of Waterloo. Alter
this he was the Principal of the Classical
and Commercial Academy in Hope street,
Liverpool In 183; he emigrated to Ade­
laide with his family, and eventually appren­
ticed John Thorbuin to Mr. Carleton
Chemist, Hindlcy-street, Adelaide, for the
term of seven years Our brother after this
came to Melbourne, and was for short
periods engaged with one or two leading
chemists, until he went over to assist his
brother-in-law, who is a doctor at Hobart
After being two years with this gentleman.
he suggested Io our brother that it would
be advisable for him le start bu inesson
his own account. He therefore presented
himself for examination before the Court of
Medical Examiners at Hobart, passed, and
commenced business for hlmrell in Murray-
street, where Mr. A. P. Miller now has a
splendid establishment Our brother must
have b.cn of a roving disposition, for in
thy? he left Hobart, stand a short time in
Melbourne, then went to Calcutta, where
be was engaged first by Messrs. Smith and
Stanistrecl. afitrwarils by Messrs Bathgate
and Co, of Tank Square He returned to
Victoria in rMx>. and for alvout four years
earned hit livelihood in the neighbourhood
of Brighton- During these latter wander­
ings he. like many other saints of God-
John Bunyan and John Newton for instance.
tried what gain could be found in the plea­
sures of sin . but iii the good providence of

day of reckoning show that all their vows
have been not formal, but genuine from the
heart. The last time that our brother was
able to attend the gathering of the church
was three weeks before his death, when he
addressed the brethren on Prayer, and said
that he felt that his end was near So it
can be seen by the extraft I have given from
his Bible that at the commencement and at
the close of his spiritual life, in this nether
sphere, his thoughts were on the same
topic, viz, "Prayer." His remains were
interred in the Corowa cemetery, Bro.
Huntsman conducting the funeral .service.
May He who hearest pray er be n father to
the fatherless and a husband to the widow.

" A few- more storms shall beat
On this wild, rocky shore.

And we shall be where tempests cease.
And surges swell no more."

Davvson-st., Ballarat. M.

even beyond hi« power, for his house and
shop being centrally situated. it was a
regular place of call for visitors, who wire
always made welcome to rest and refresh­
ment. He was not "given to wine, but a
determined foe of the liquor Irafic. and as
to another qualification of the bisbop s
office, he was “ not greedy of filthy lucre."
T he apostle id's us that " the love of money
is a root of all kind-, of evil”; our brother
found by experience that the want of It is
another, and certainly it was a very great
inconvenience

He slatted business in Ballarat. Arm-
strong st . and afterwards purchased that
of Mr W H Sheppard in Stout-st. Was
cho.cn secretary to the Ballarat and Distrift
Chemists’ Association, and was clotted to
represent this society at the meetings of the
Pharmaceutical Council Shortly after
coming to Ballarat he wooed and won the
affeftions of our most estimable Sis. Annie
Wy nne, and they were united in marriage
at my residence on his natal day, 1867. in
her he found a prudent wife, and so 1 con­
clude she was "from the Lord."

In 1882 he told his business in Ballarat
and opened in South Melbourne, where he
was cho-cn City Councillor, and when the
news of his death reached the officials there
the City flags were hoisted half-mast high
as a mark of respeft for his memory. Ad­
versity. however, overtook him, and he
removed to Carlton, and was one of the
founders of the North Carlton Church
During his residence in Melbourne he
preached in mo.l of the city and suburban
ehnrehes; supplied Swanston-st. continu­
ously for about a year ; went also as far as
Castlcmaine, Barker's Creek and other
country churches, thus working assiduously
as an evangelist without any pecuniary-
reward Without doubt it may be said of
our brother that he was "in labors more
abundant " His occupation was so en­
grossing that many persons would have
pleaded inability to labor for want of time

But he was patsimious of his
spare moments Like Sir Walter Scott he
appears to have adopted the following
maxim —"! have always made it a rule
never to be doing nothing." In intervals
of a few minutes, when there was nothing
in his shop to Ik- attended to, he might be
•cen standing at his desk behind the coun-

Mould imagine that he was
•lltng then-, but those in secret knew that
he had his MS liefotc him, and was pre­
paring for the succeeding Lord's day. As a
speaker he was one of the best that has

,, , --forms. fluent and praftical
About 34 years..... vcdtoCorovva.

ago he had a
xvire Hine-.,. M severe that his family

, 1 one night that he would see
the morning. Though he survived the

I-- strength since then has been
11’"ig The end came unex-

’i«r suddenly. On the niurn-
—.-.day, zjrd uh', at about half

past nine ’ "

U-.Tp...j h
*•». •........ ......

,„L and '■' !lw Riven
rttk. and ye shall find, knock. and u .k.11 ' ...

muiu 01 ijod and Hie powers of
the world lo come" (Heb 0: 5), and was
baptised by Bro II S Earle in the sea at
Beaumaris, as 1 find by a memorandum
now before me in the first Bible that he

(Gaiatiuil), (1 ; a Brother, Surrey Hills.
/t; llro L Martin, Krarnbruk./t ; St*
C Stevenson. Perth, 15/6. Z44/1/0

J57 Swanston-st., W. C. TituttGOOP,
Melbourne Treasurer.

RESCUE HOME.
Gratefully received:— Church, Junve,

NSW, /I . Mr. T. Richards. Kynbram.
5/-; Col card, MissS Archer, Tooinbtillup,
ly.'G; A Friend. £r ; W C T U. Head.juar-
terti, I'j . Mr. Janies Saunders, Roma. Q.
Za/2 -. M B.Zi .Mr John Verco. Ade­
laide. South Australia. £2'4/6; E W . Ingle*
wood Forest, io •; Brighton Y P S.C E-
Fruit Soiree, penny admiisions. n/6; tin
of honey. Mr. Thacker; ditto. Mrs Col­
lings ; chest tea, Mr C. Edwards; fruit
and vegetables. Collingwood, Berwick. St.
Albans. Armadale: W. Clipvton. Frankston;
G B.Moyrey,Cheltenham; W C-Thurgood.
Mrs. McDowell. Doncaster; Brighton Har­
vest Festival. : Col. box. Mr. Maskell.
Brighton, 3/3J.

_____ nun tie that seckcthfindith, and to him that knockctli it shall
be opened ' Christ's sermon on the mount.
Go pel ol Matthew-. 7 -. 7. b " 1 gather
from this that the night ol October 6lh was
that of the crisis in his history He was
admitted to the fellowship of the church on
the laird's day following hisbapli in Later
cn in lile he had lo experience the ud truth
that one may just us feasibly jump (turn
Im own shadow as gel dear of the conse­
quences «d a reason id "sowing wild oats."
But that I nm lhanklul to say that by the
grace <4 Go>l- n— - - ‘

„ . .|~-urer ne was on
I stood on our plallo:

•• I About 2 J years ago nc renn
,0 I N S W , and twelve month*
y I severe illness, sa
li I hardly hoped on

...al I the morning......... .... nine 01 ins baptismal vows he had I shock, liii siren
ever returned to there habits Our brother 1 giadually fading
was not n j*rf>vt nuu, but having been I Pciitdly and rathi
most intimate with him and Idt family I ttig ol Saturday,
ever since his uijuum in Viftori* 1 • 1- •

On enquiring


