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WHAT THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH STANDS F0il

“The Presyterian Church stands, as it has stood durig
its entire history, for the unconditioned sovereignty of G
for the Bible as the only infallible rule of faith and life, f
simplicity of worship, representative government, a hig
standard of Christian living, liberty of conscience, popul
education, missionary activity, and true Christian cathnh{:l-

President Benjamin Harrison said: “ The Presbytena
Church has been steadfast for liberty, and it has kept ste
fast for education. It has stood as stiff as a steel beam fg
the faith delivered to our fathers, and it still stands wi
steadfastness for that essential doctrine—the mspired Wor
It is not an illiberal Church. There is no body of Christias
in the world that opens its arms wider to all who love
Master. Though it has made no boast or shout, it has i
been an aggressive Church It has been a missionary Chure
fiom the beginning.”—‘ Presbyterian Handbook.’

“In a Christian land, where the Scriptures are wide
reverenced it is cheaper and safer to assault the Presbytens
standards than to assault the Bible. Hence it is that
Presbyterian Church has always sustained the brunt of §
fight ot the integrity of God’s truth. *We gratefully acknot
lﬁdge said the Wesleyan Methodist Conference 1n its addre
to the Presbyterian Alliance, ‘the faithful and unfalter
testimony which your Church has borne throughout her ent
history on behalf of the divine inspiration and authanty
the Word of God.” Said the Baptist Association i its aret
ing to the same body: ‘ The Presbyterian Church has beent
magmﬁcent defender of the Word of God throughout t
ages.” ‘Your Church,” said the Methodist Conference
the Preshvterian Alliance of 1896, ‘has furnished the mem
able and inspiriting spectacle, not simply of a solitary hen
soul here and there, but of generations of faithful souls ef;
for the sake of Christ and His truth to go cheerfully to pris
and to death. This rare honour you right v esteem
most precious part of vour priceless heritage.””— The (re
of Presbvterians,” bv E. W. Smith, D.D. "



PART 1.

‘The Union Movement and the Coming Assembly, November,
1904.

a S —

. So late as August 2;th, 1904, Rev. Dr Gibb writes to the
‘ Qutlook ' on the question of Union, and in his letter indicates
his strong conviction that nothing that has happened or has
Leen written ought to deter the Presbyterian Church of New
Zealand from going forward with his present Union move-
ment. ‘We have been mformed time and again that this
movement was not to be proceeded with unless there was
sractical unanimity for gomg on within the Church. Such
¥as the argument at the beginning; and although 1t has
plainly appeared during the past year that the Church is
ar from unanimity on the wisdom of the proposal, yet Dr.
2ibb has intimated his intention of doing his utmost to induce
he Assembly to give his Committee a mandate, in the name
f the Church, to go forward to frame a basis of doctrine and
olity, to be submitted in due course to the Church. On
he merely abstract question of the desirability of giving to
he Assemblyis Committee authority to continue negotiations
ath a view to framing a basis of doctrine and vpolity, the
resbyteries of the Church have been greatly divided. Of

je fifteen Presbyteries, eight have voted for the “abstract”
roposition as above, while seven have voted for terminating
he movement for an incorporating union, and in favour of
eeking only fraternal organised co-operation in Christian
jork. 1 do not need to rehearse the arcuments whicu have
gen so ably stated on both sides in all the Preshvteries. I
m here concerned only with the net result, and it has been
:'ndantl]y evident to the impartial observer that the Church
. Serious %7 divided on the question. So seriously divided is

at, if the question at i1ssue were the permission of a
ere form involving a departure from use and wont, the
perior Court of the Church would hesitate on the introduc-
on of the innovation. The issue at stake, however, involves
e very existence of the Church, to say nothine of her present
ace and usefulness; and, therefore, unless there had been
bstantial unanimity, no superior Court of a Preshvterian
wrch would ever think of giving its sanction to a proposal
volving her very existence. Nevertheless, Dr. Gibb, with
at jaunty optimism that characterises him, is prepared to
i on with his movement, and that being so, it is desirable
at there should be the fullest information before the Church
‘the whole subject.
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At the rising of last Assembly Dr. Gibb’s new Articles of
the Faith were, so he announced, before three Churches as
the doctrinal basis unammously agreed to by the three Coms
mittees of the Presbyterian, Methodist, and Congregational
Churches. And some time later (‘Outlook,’ D;cembpr i
1903) the Convener of the Congregational Committee, in i
report proposed to be submitted to the Congregational Union,
wrote as follows: “ The Committee have had several meetings,
and have also conferred with the Committees of the Preshy-
terian General Assembly and the Methodist Conference. The
annexed draft, entitled ‘ Articles of the Faith,” which has been
assented to by the two Committees, has been carefully con-
sidered, and 1s regarded as the basis on which negotiations
for Union may most hopefully be continued.” 15 treport
went on to recommend “ the adoption of the Articles” on cer
tain conditions. The same might have been expected from
the Methodist Committee. It was evident at once that the
task of those who believed Dr. Gibb’s proposals for Union to be
disastrous alike to the Presbyterian Church and to the Christ
tian people of New Zealand as a whole, would be enormougl
increased if favorable consideration, not to say sanction, evep
“ provisionally,” should be hastily given to the Articles of the
Faith by these Churches, under the belief that they
had already been sanctioned, after careful considera-
tion, by a very large Presbyterian Committee, which
mcluded the two Theological Professors.  The most
unwelcome task fell to my lot of pricking this bubble,
and demonstrating with a fulness that has not been gainsajd,
that this whole representation, so far as the Presbyteriag
Commuittee 1s concerned, was the child of an over-wroupht
imagination. The Presbyterian Committee, as such, nevet
really considered the Articles, much less sanctioned them
The whole thing dwindled down to the smallest, if significant
dimensions. The Articles of Faith that Dr Gibb had heralde
throughout New Zealand as the product of the profoun
labours of the Committees of three Churches, and as ti
doctrinal basis of their Union, were discovered on closar
nvestigation to have been the sole product of the wisdom g
three Presbytenans; the said Articles, as is apnarent frop
simple inspection, not having undergone any appreciable dot
trinal change from the time when they emerged from th
Council of Three to the present hour. True it is that
Council of Three were none else than Dr Gibb and the ol
Presbyterian Theological Professors, who, up to this present
have not vouchsafed any light on what thev wish to be unde
stood by these wonderful Articles of Faith.

At all events, the investigation I was led to nublish mad
it abundantly manifest that these precious Articles never ha
any proper sanction of the Presbyterian Committee. S, fa
from expressing the mind of the Presbyterian Church as
whole, thev were only a sort of gunpowder plot on 2 he.
scale: Dr Gibb in the role of Guy Fawkes! The net result wa
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" that there were no Articles submitted to either the Congre-
gational or Methodist Churches; and both Churches, with
much grace, resolved to abide events.

A little later the “ abstract question” of Union began to
me before the Presbyteries of our Church. The Americans
‘have a saying: “You can see a great scope of held throuch
2 chink in the fence ”; and undoubtedly the Articles, when they
came to be looked at, were no small chink in Dr Gibb’s
eological fence. Consequently, when the “abstract ques-
n” came at first before Presbyteries, there was a dispo-
sition to view the Union movement through this chink in the
fence. It is through this chink that I have wviewed it, and
continue to view it, and nothing will reconcile me to it.
Not that for one moment, however, would I 1mpute or sug-
gest any disloyalty toward our grand old Presbyterian Church
on the part of the great body of my brethren, who, many of
them, have served her longer and better than I, and yet have
voted within the last few months in favour of the absract
proposition—Union. These brethren say in effect, and say
justly, that so far as the abstract question is now concerned,
and so far as a doctrinal basis is now concerned, and so far
ac the Church and Assembly are concerned, there 1s a clean
late. Yes, that slate 1s clean; and 1t 15 to keeo it clean that
. have laboured ever since another slate, inscribed with Dr
aibb’s Articles of Faith, was passed round in that wonderful
Assembly report. But no thanks to Dr Gibb, and some others
that might be named, that the slate of the Assembly and the
Church 1s clean. He would have had the Assembly “ nrovision-
lly adopt ” his slate as a doctrinal basis, so as to he before
he Church at this moment for her signature. Moreover, with
erfect frankness he has declared since the Assembly:
‘What that basis—the future basis—will be either in respect
£ doctrine or polity remains to be seen. It is not in exist-
nce now, and no man nas any right to sav what it will contain
y what it will exclude. It 1s conceivable that the doctrinal
asis may be the very Articles of the Faith which have so
2eply perturbed the spirit of your correspondents, Revs. P. B,
raser and I. Jolly.”  Further, he wrote: “If my friends
srsist in assailing these withdrawn Articles, I shall be pre-
ared to defend every syllable of them, and to show their
ofound harmony with the deepest convictions of Catholic
hristendom, and their adequacy to stand as the doctrinal
1sis of a United Church.” Yes, though Dr Gibb has cleaned
s slate once more, who, I ask, controls the pencil that is to
rite afresh? The Articles have never really been “ with-
. they are only in a state of suspended animation.
is true, we are promised that the new Creed will not be
itten up quite so fast as the one “ withdrawn ”; but the pro-
amme is to get there all the same. “Myv impression is,”
vs Dr Gibb, “that the people, or many of them, require to
‘educated in this matter. The educational process has
zun, and you may rest assured that it will go on until
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Union is accomplished, however long it may be.”  “Go slow
1s the watchword now, however, while the Church goes
school to its new “ Shortest” Catechism.
In view of the discussions that have taken place, |
Gibb prudently proposes a change of method—though i
of object. Not that I have any right to object to tnat. |
and those who think with him, if they have resolved that:
1s best for the advancement of Christ’s Kingdom to unite w
Methodists and Congregationalists on such a doctrinal b
as he has “ framed,” have a Eerfect right to do so; only, the
of us who think differently have an equal right to decline{
follow him at any pace. No doubt more will follow him if}
oes at a slower pace than at his reckless speed of |a
ssembly. It is enough for many of us, however, to kn
the terminus ad quem in order to decline to embark with|
Gibb for pilot. That he promises not to shock our ne ¢
by going at top-speed, as heretofore, forms no inducemes
Nor will the well-meant soothing syrups offered by his ing
fellow-travellers be any more helnful to that end. Tru
some of them, whom we honour greatly, who have no inte
tion of following Dr Gibb in his revolutionary creed-ms iy
think that “ the Church,” in honour bound, having gone s
is bound to go farther, till she comes to what they are pleas
te call a “stone-wall.” When the blind lead the blind, by
ever, unfortunately there is not always a stone-wall to con
up to, but only a ditch to receive them. And this in my app
cation of it implies not more than error of judgment: ht
not the result the same? May not the ditch even be a pre
pice? and the end the same—disaster to our beloved Pres}
terian Church, and much wounding of brethren? After
years’ negotiations and much heart-burning among brethe
the Free Church of Scotland had to abandon her efforts f
Union with the United Presbyterian Church, because she k
come to a “stone-wall.”  The opposition was felt to
nsuperable at the time. “What a pity!? exclaims |
Walker, the historian of the Church—* what a pity it w
that they did not say so at once! How many heart-burni
might thus have been avoided!”
Learning from the discussions in the Presbyteries §
divided mind of the Church, Dr Gibb proposes a truly master
solution of his difficulty—a solution of a difficulty as cle
any the Premier has ever adopted. Eight of the Preg
teries, believing in the clean slate, have voted for goine
with negotiations for Union; seven have voted to ston e
negotiations, and they request the Assembly to seck to by
about fraternal co-operation with all the churches. Dr Gk
masterpiece is to adopt both courses! The following s
motion, carried by the Wellington Presbytery:—

This Presbytery, for the reasons set forth in the resolution al
unanimously adopted by the General Assembly of 1802, approves the prap
union of the evangelical communions, and urges the Assembly to continge
negotiations with the Methodist and Congregational Churches, with a vigs
the framing of a basiz in doctrine and polity, in due course to be submi
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{0 the subordinate courts of the Church; but recognising that the elaboration
of such & basis is a work requiring much care, and, therefore, likely to
pocupy some time in preparation, the Presbytery recommends the Assembly
o instruct the Committee to give immediate attention to the question of
ywerlapping and home mission werk as carried on by the three Churches, and
o ArTange for a coni erence at which these and other guestions of vital import
evangelical communions shall be duly considered, and a umform policy
adopted.

. Now, the latter half of this motion was moved at the last
Assembly by Rev. G. B. Inglis, and seconded by Rev. ]. K.
dliott, as follows:—" That 1t be remitted to the Union Com-
uittee to consider, along with the Committees of the Methodist
nd Congregational Churches and any other Churches,
chether in the meantime a Representative Council could not
e set up which would consider and devise methods for the
ractical co-operation in Christian work and progress of the
arious Churcﬁes in New Zealand, until such time as God m
lis providence may open up the way for a closer union, and
enort to next Assembly.” This motion, I may say, 1s on the
aes of the original overture I moved in the Clutha Presbytery,

hich was carried unanimously there, and in the Synod of
tago and Southland, and consequently 1t has been alleged
I myself am responsible for the Union movement I now
ok to terminate. If one is responsible for a counter-action
hich defeats, and was intended to defeat, one’s own action,
en, no doubt, I am the real author of Dr Gibb’s Union move-

t and all that it contains. But reasoning of that sort
¢ convincing, and bears ifs own refutation on its bosom.
_how did Dr Gibb treat that motion last year? What did
.say? “ With regard to co-operation, no man had had more
merience of it than he had, and his own conviction as to
“movements was that they had little value. The real value
in Union. To carry the principle of co-operation might be
kill this Union movement.” This was, indeed, a surprising
sertion, that co-operation among the Churches is of little
jue—and likely to kill Union!  Churches that cannot agree
Lco-operate ought forthwith to unite! " Co-operation of
de value!” Better acquaintance with each other likely to
| Union! No doubt, if it is not co-operation, but creed

i
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ision conducted by Dr Gibb and his associates that 1s
ired, then co-operation is not of immediate value to that
| Probably it would “kill ” Dr Gibb’s “ Union ” movement;
[ do not think that such an event would be so dire a
amity to the Presbyterian Church or the other Churches
cerned as Dr Gibb appears to imagine. Any way, it may
reasonably asked: What need is there for any more speci-
of doctrinal Articles from the hands of Dr Gibb’s
ittee? Ex uno disce omnia! The svectacle is
ainly not edifying to the Church nor convincing to a
stical world. And neither edifying nor convincing would
s to a Lord Chancellor! Verbum satis sanienti.



FORE-WORD BY AN AMERICAN SCHOLAR.
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“ All Churches have felt the need of public, authori
and authentic Confessions of Faith as a declaration of tr
a protest against error, a bond of union, and a means:
instruction and growth. And in the midst of the icess
conflicts of modern denominations, especially in our own lag
and of the insurgent pressure of all forms of error
infidelity, to call upon us to strike down our symbols 1
calling on an army to strike down its flag mn the face nf-;
foe. No one can over-estimate the influence of such a da
ment, for example, as the Westminster Assembly’s Shor
Catechism. It has made our Church members
definite thought upon the weightiest themes. It has 4
them a consistent body of divinity in the midst of the flu
ations of opinion. It has been a spiritual and catholic a
of union . . . between two of the most intelligent
pnwerful bodies of Chr1stlans in our cauntry——the

sential points of Church order, but radu:all}r one 1
common professed faith. It has done more to shaue;
train this land for its high evangelical mission than g
else ‘except the inspired Word of God, which is the only Dj
rule of faith and practice.”—Prof. Henry Boynton Smith, D,
LL.D.
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PART Il.

The Articles of the Faith and the Future Theological College.

‘It is conceivable,” says Dr Gibb, “that the doctrmal
&is may be the very Articles that have so deeply perturbed
spil‘."lt of your ,;:ﬂq_-;:e51;:m:||1'_1t:1ﬁ1‘1i',slr Rev_s._ P. B. Fraser and 1.
lly. If my friends persist in assailing these withdrawn
ticles, I shall be prepared to defend every syllable of them,
d to show their profound harmony with the deenest convic-
ne of Catholic Christendom, and their entire adequacy to

I

ind as the doctrinal basis of a United Church.” With these
tements before them, the Church at large cannot but be
erested in these remarkable Articles, and be greatly the
ter of knowing something about their significance.

' 1 do not, in view of the criticisms that follow, need to
aroe on what I said in my address before the Presbytery of
tha, which I delivered before I had the advantace of read-
y of the replies to be presently referred to.

But there is one difficulty in connection with Umion of
: sort that has not, I think, received suffcient considera-
2 from many brethren whom 1 greatly respect, and who
e voted to go on with Union. Indeed, I have not seen 1t
nuch as referred to.  And this is the ouestion of Union as
ffects, or would affect, the Church’s Theological Hall for
ning and teaching students for the mimstry.  Here is the
. of the whole doctrinal question, for here the doctrinal
culties are focussed. Nothing seems so ponular to the
nary mind than a short creed, as vague as possible, on
ch a great multitude of ordinary people can umte. And
popular preacher who harangues about every “ jot and
:” of a “ cast-iron creed” of ‘a dead century is the hero
he hour; while the man who stands out for maintaining
andards in their integrity is looked upon as a sort of
sish Inguisitor, who would burn babies and old women

jeresy, and who knows more of metaphysics than of the
jple ” gospel. There is, however, a liberalism 1n theologv
jallow and cheap as any in politics, and as popular with
' masses,” who want short cuts as to the earthly, so to
heavenly paradise. And the proposal to fling away the
iminster Confession and substitute for 1t a short and
' creed, understandable i the mfant school and by the
o in the street,” is received with the same wave of popular
sm as the “masses” receive the latest political nos-
their immediate social salvation.
he proposal to fling away the Westminster Confession
eived with enthusiasm, because tne “ masses” forget for
joment what they owe to it, and what is its present use.
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It 1s not too much to say that the world's freedom, eg
astical and civil, owes more to the Westminster Confes
than to any other human document. Such 1s the testy
of history. [t was composed during the golden ap
English literature and patriotism, when words were dey
the age of Milton, Hampden, and Cromwell—by as abl
assembly of scholars as ever made the Bible a s
One hundred and twenty divines, eleven lords, twenty g
moners, from all the counties of England and the Unive
of Oxford and Cambridge, with seven Commissioners |
Scotland, sat round that table. “ Their labours exte
over five and a-half vears, during which time they held ng
twelve hundred sessions. They met in 1043, at a perig
the world’'s history when the human intellect, fo: res
known to scholars, appears to have reached the zenith ¢
powers "—the era of Shakespeare and Milton and Fr
Bacon-—the era that produced the English Bible, and
the foundations of British and American freedom, of i
nations that are the bulwarks of freedom for the world
15 still the Confession of Faith of millions of the foren
peoples in the world. It has lately been through “ reyisi
in the American Presbyterian Church, with its 8,000 minj
and nearly 30,000 elders, and stands in its intearity, ip’
twentieth century, the Confession of that Church.

Does that mean, however, that everv mimster is Iy
to “ every jot and tittle of a cast-iron creed”? No; heise
“bound "—that 1s, he gives a voluntary and loyal ag
——tne love of his “mind "—to “the system of doctrine
tained in the Confession.” “ The use of the words systes
doctrine’ in the terms of subscription precludes the idg
the necessary acceptance of every statement in the Sang;
by the subscribers, but mvolves the acceptance of so
as is vital to the system as a whole.” And that is ex
the position in our own Church. And if the Christian re
wishes to study for himself a clear and temperate stateg
of the “system of doctrine,” he will iind 1t in the admig
Articles of the English Preshyterian Church (see Anregy
so sadly mutilated by Dr Gibb’s Committee. Where is the
these Articles the “ dead hand” of the seventeenth cent
I thnk it would be well worthy of consideration by ous
sembly whether these same Articles should not be rem
to Presbyteries and Sessions for adoption as a “brief"
nopular statement of what i1s meant by the “ system of.
trine ' in the Standards of our Church. Neatly printed
widely circulated, while they would be an effective answg
shallow attacks on the Standards of the Church, thev g
also be helpful to office-bearers who subscrbe to the “su
of doctrine contained in the Westminster Confession of Fg

That. therefore, is all that is required by adherence i
system of doctrine of our Confession. That does not i
that a man may not believe all the jots and tittles to be,
the great mountain ranges of our Confesson, well grounds
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sunchang eable and mfallible Word of God. He may feed
hlS heart and mind by that manual of thealﬁgy and
¢s, unsurpassed in any language m the world, the mcom-
. (and seldom read) [arger Catechism, the product of
years' labors of statesmen, divines, and SCthal‘E& of the
f est mould. But let it be emphasised that our Church
s not, and never did, ask from any of her members
'_::1. of any of her Standards, not even of her doctrine
A system. Her only condition of Church membership 1s a
fible profession of faith in Christ. Calvinist and Arminian
evers—whether Anglican, Methodist, Baptist, or Salva-
ist-—she welcomes with equal heartiness to all the rights
benefits of her membership. Only of office-bearers, her
isters, and her theological professors, does sh: require
ptlnn to her elaborate and mountainous Creed.
nd why? Here 1s the crux of every Union movement,
have said, at the door of the Theological College. Plainly,
eology 1s to be taught, it must be taught in system, with
0 g]:ﬁe completeness and coherence. hat, then, 1s the
em to be taught in the Church’s Thec}lngmal College ?
liort creed, vague and ambiguous, for such a purpose, as
L of subsc ription for thEch}gwal professors, 1s worse
| useless. It is to put a premium on the most odious
ities of the human mind. The Church, m instituting a
gu:a.l chair, has just as much right beforehand to say
15 the system of theology to be taught as the Govern-
f in saying what shall be taught in the rublic schools.
conditions are known beforehand, and voluntarily ac-
As Dr Walker, historian of the Free Church, says:
professorship 1 a Free Church College is not a men
intment, implying the conferring of a civil richt, it is an
intment by a private corporation to do a certain kind of
. That work, moreover, is in its nature of paramount
rtance. If a ‘mistake is made in connection with it, it
t merely one congregation which will suffer, but a whole
aunity, and the mischief done may affect an entire gene-
b, Again, the Free Church Assembly, by resolution,
ally “ admnmshed (its theological) professors to re-
ber that they are not set for the propagating of their
pmmns, but for the maintenance of the doctrine and
\ committed to the Church”——that 1s, the doctrine com-
ffq to the Church appointing them and paying them, whose
| is stated with fulness and without amblgmtv n her
§: ards, A theological chair 1s not a philosophical fellow-
but exists for effective teaching of specific doctrines
n beforehand, and agreed upon as founded on the Word
d. We cannot institute a dozen separate Theologiccl
'j s where different doctrines or philosophical opinions
ispensed to ingenuous vouth. We can have only one
';ii and therefore only one svstem of doctrine can be
If you have five professors, and each has a system
own, and neither system that of the Church. what sort
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of a Theological Hall and Church will you haver—“a (i
without a religion,” as the Lord Chancellor says, and
College a theological menagerie.

Such, then, 1s the chief reason for a Creed of reasq
fulness, which lays down clearly the system of doctm
be taught in the Theological College. Otherwise the ti
oical professors to be appointed in the future may set up,
one of them, a system of his own. Therefore the Cre
first and foremost for theological professors.  Once th
settled, it follows that the same Creed will suit the mmis
who themselves have been students of these professors, |
cannot object to the same Creed which the professors
signed. On the contrary, they will delight to give the lo
both heart and mind to that same system of doctrine y
they have studied with their professors and believe §
agreeable to the Word of God. Moreover, as the Creed i
doctrinal Law of the Church, and as professors are gove
by that Law, clearly it is only right that ministers wnoa
administer that Law should themselves, like judges swa
administer the civil law, give a loyal declaration of willmg
to judge the teaching of the professors, as they judge
teaching of each other, by the common doctrinal stand
which all have accepted as the Law of the Church and:
accordance with the Word of God. There remain oyl
elders. It is the glory of our Presbyterian polity that
Church makes no difference in her doctrinal recuiremen
between ministers and elders. Our Church has no minis
caste. Elders have equal power with ministers in al
higher Courts, and rule in overwhelming numbers i
sessions. Since elders have an absolute eauality bg
power and numbers in the Supreme Court of the Church,
esential, if they are to exercise that power intellicently
justly in any doctrinal question or trial which mio .. i
deposition of a professor or of a mimster, that they too
subscribe to the same Creed as the professors and min
They must be men believing the same system of doctrin
just law is to be administered. Once make any disti
in the respective Creeds that are subscribed by nrofe
ministers, or elders, and there is an end of Presbyterian:
whose glory has been the eauality of her ministers and
in her highest Courts. As she has no " clerical” cagl
she has no “laymen.” She has preaching, or teaching, ¢
and ruling elders, and both are equal in power; the
both ought to sign the same Creed. These together a
office-bearers, the guardians of her faith, called of Gog
chosen by her members to fill their respective offices. §
then. it is reasonable that those voluntarily accepting
should justify their “call,” and indicate their fitness fs
duties of their office by subscribing to the Creed of the {
Otherwise there can be neither order nor neace with
Church nor any progress nor permanence in her life
community. Further, let it be greatly emphasised th
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h's Creed is upheld and subscribed to, and administered,
sbeyed, and loyally defended, and loved, not because
15 a mere contract to uphold and admmmster
obey it entered into by men, but because all
severally declared that they believe the Creea to be in
dance with the Word of God-—the only rule of faith and
secause they have declared that the lLord Jesus Christ
ppointed a government within his Church; and because
have accepted that particular Creed as the revelation of
ill in His Word. hile a Church, that 1s, any  par-
r” Church, like ours, viewed externally and in tne eye of
wil law, is a “voluntary association,” like any other
iy of men, it 1s more than that. The whole authority
ar Law 1s derived from the Lord Jesus, the Head of His
h, speaking in His Word. Hence her office-bearers are
: solemn obligation to administer His Law, and professors
qmisters and elders to obey 1it. How can that be done
s Law of the Church 1s expressed in ambiguous and
o terms? When the criticisms that follow of Dr Gibb's:
es are well considered the Church at large will be able

preciate the soundness of Dr Gibb’s claim that his
¢s, or any others like them, are “entirely adecuate to
he doctrinal basis of a United Church.”

‘am no theological or Confessional Chauvinist (though
in, by the way, 1s the same name as Calvin!) as brethren
from all my action 1in negotiations for the accomplished
of the two Presbyterian Churches of New Zealand.
not, and never had, the remotest wish to raise unkindly
fons about any of my brethren; but when the famous
s of Dr Gibb’s remarkable Committees were ueralded
 product of the labours of the Committees of three
ies, I was somewhat staggered. When it was proposed
ese same Committees were to be given carte blanche “ to
o prepare a basis of doctrine and polity, to be submitted
shyteries and Sessions in due course,” I thought it
t a time to be silent, not in view of the considerations
ing the real use of a Creed, which I have stated above.
embers of our Church have never complained of the
s Creed, for the simple reason that they are not
to subscribe to any written Creed, nor profess any
ve faith in the Lord Jesus Christ. Neither have
lers or managers, for they are required to subscrbe
o “the system of doctrine.”  Therefore the “short
' desiderated 1s required only for our future theological
ors and our future ministers instructed under their
hought it proper to strip Dr Gibb’s new Articles of the
5 sanction which they had acquired, and took the
ibility of giving a criticism of them in the overture I
n the Clutha Presbytery. At the same time, consider-
 our Church 1s no bigger than a City Presbytery of the
ds, vet scattered over an area equal almost to that of
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Great Britain, and that ours is an isolated colony, withi
one religious paper, and that largely, if not entirely, 4
Gibb's disposal for the propagation of his views, I thoug
would be of great service to the Church at large if [
send a copy of my overture containing the proposed A
of the Faith to some leading divines of Britam and Ame
asking them to favour me with an mforming criticism of
Articles, which 1 could make available for the Chuyd
large. This I did. At the same time, I did the Presbyte
Church of New Zealand the credit to say that Hﬂhﬂd

any fear of such Articles being accepted by our Cuy
Nevertheless, in view of eventualities, I thought an infors
criticism would be greatly helpful to the Church m
future deliberations on the question of Creed revision
construction. The mention of the names of all I wrote
very large number—would snow 1 wrote only divines
the highest repute, respected all over the Presbyvterian wg
and far bevond it. I have been greatly cheered and benef
by the replies so kindly sent me. I cannot refrain froms
hishing Rev. Dr Alex. Whyte's so kind and characten
reply, a sample, as it 1s, of the uniform kindness of sey
I do not refer to, whose authors, for different reasons;
not care to give the criticism 1 sought. But those I pub
speak for themselves. The criticisms, 1if read in the ligh
the considerations advanced above as to the real use g
Creed in connection with theological teaching, will, [
sure, prove nstructive even to members of our Chureh:
versed in theological lore. They will probably agree ¢
the five years’ labors of the Westminster divines, who y
prepared to seal their Creed with their blood, have g
been in vain, and that Dr Gibb’s remarkable Committees
something yet to learn in the logic of Creed constrych
We are, 1t 1s true, anxious to lead the van m New Zegl
ecclesiastically, as well as we are supposed to do politica
extracting as we do sunbeams from cucumbers. We h;
indeed, not yet invented a new astronomy with the moon
centre of our system, and moonshine for the light ther
but if Dr Gibb and the Premier could only arrange a “re
endum ” on it, there is no saying what the ballot box
the oracular voice of “the people” might reveal—; g
theological heavens and a new political earth, perhaps!

I should like to prehx to the replies below a staten
which, no doubt, is superfluous. In no way are the hona
brethren whose communications I am privileged to print &
associated with any views I have expressed, either a;
matter or manner, mm my controversy with Dr Gibb and
Committee. Needless to say, all faults of matter or mas
are my own. I sought no expression of opinion on anvil
of personal, parochial, provincial, or even colonial dimensi
Christian truth is not a personal question nor limited
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sraphical boundaries; and I thought, and think, that grave
stions going to the core of the Christian faith might be
ably referred to acknowledged masters in Israel.

‘The letter of the Rev. Principal Dykes, convener of the
ymittee which prepared the English Presbyterian Articles,
; in reply to a communication asking what relation the
sbyterian Church of England held to the Westminster
fession, and whether the proposed new Articles could
Iy be regarded as based on the English Articles. The
v of the venerable leader of the United Free Church
acipal Rainy, D.D., speaks for itself.  The kind and
therly reply, characteristic of the Bishop of Durham—a
hop of the Church Universal--wili be read with great in-
' Then there follow four replies from the great American
irch. Professor M‘Pheeters, D.D., a well-known tneological
fessor of the Southern Presbyterian Church, takes a keen
rest in the progress of the Reformed Faith in tms far-off
ny. Rev. Professor Hodge, Ph.D., of Princeton, writes
1 equal interest and greater fulness. Rev. Dr Hodge, of
adelphia, like Professor M‘Pheeters, contents himself with
rief expression of opinion. The other from America is the
ly of the Rev. Dr Warfield, Professor of Theology at
sceton, a theologian and Christian scholar unsurpassed
any other in Britain or America. When the right of Creeds
exist is being questioned, and constant attacks are being
Je on systematic theology by persons mostly ignorant of
and by others who find in creeds an impregnable barrier
entimentalism and disintegration of Divine truth, no better
k could be circulated by the thousand in this colony at the
sent time than his little book, of less than 100 pages,
tled ‘The Right of Systematic Theology,’ which might
e been entitled ‘ The Right of or Necessity for Creeds.’
w¥as republished in Britain (T. and T. Clark), with an
oduction by Professor James Orr, D.D., and a recom-
datory note by the leading theologians of every Church in
land:—“ Professor Warfield, of Princeton, is well known
joth sides of the Atlantic”; William Garden Blackie, D.D.,
D.; A. H. Charteris, D.D.; George C. M. Douglas, D.D;
ert Flint, D.D.; William H. Goold, D.D.; John Laidlaw,
;; Alexander Mair, D.D_; Robert Rainy, D.D.; Alexander
itt, D.D.; James Stalker, D.D.; Norman L. Walker, D.D.;
Vardrop, D.D.

‘A book with such an exceptional recommendation is worth
ing, and no man _sl'_lquld speak lightly of Creeds until
as read 1t. The criticism of the Articles by a theologian
) Warfield’s standing will therefore be read with oreat
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of the Rev. Dr Whitelaw,* of Kilmarnock, one of the
distinguished divines of the United Free Church of Scotla

The concluding criticism 1 publish 1s one from the ﬂ
It is most able and most informing.

*] wish to take this opportunity of calling attention to his last book, u
recently published, entitled: ©OIld Testament Critics, An Inquiry into f
Character, Fffect and Validity of Their Teaching, A Question for the (hnst
Pecple of To-day " (Kegan, Paul, Trench and Co.). 1t is probably, for popl
use, the most informing of all the recent books on the ‘Criticism of the {
Testament,” besides being written by a scholar who knows his subject at f
hand. I wish I could send a copy to every minister and home missionary
New Zealand. T would even offer a copy with all tespect to at least g
of our theological professors, and I would ask my friend Mr Jamieson, §
travelling secretary to the Young Men’s Bible Class Union, to LOMTE]
every class to get two or three copies of this. work to study along m
the ks he has hitherto recommended. TIf our intelligent Christian lag
read ‘this book, it will prove of the greatest service to them in dealing
the chief danger the Church has to face in the near future. regarding the vg
foundations of the faith. The ‘Princeton Theological Review' (April, 1§
says of it:— It is unhesitatingly commended to all who seek light on the
questions.” I had mnot the advantage of reading it before I delivered g
speech in Presbytery against this present Union movement ; but if any o
questions the scundness of my main contention in that speech, T give &
answer : Read Dr Whitelaw's “Old Testament Critics.” T would recomm
MIntosh's “Is Christ Infallible and the Bible True!’—a book that woy
make the very stones eloquent. It is another hbook to be added to u
friend Mr Jamieson's Iist for all Bible-class libraries and all Bible weaders, |
i9 one of the noblest ever written on the immortal book. BSince I have v
tured so far, might I mention the volume of Dr John Smith’s, “The Integm
of Scripture”—an ideal layman’s book. And lastly, I would earnestly b
every Presbyterian elder to possess himself of an enthusiastic little volom
packed with good things, entitled “The Creed of Presbyterians,” by Dr
W. Smith, and published by the Baker and Taylor Company, New York, A
bookseller will get it.
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PART Il

SOLI DEO GLORIA.

While all our hearts and all our songs
Join to admire the feast,

" Each of us cries, with thankful tongues,
“Lord, why was I a guest?

“ Why was [ made to hear Thy voice,
And enter while there’s room,

When thousands make a wretched choice,
And rather starve than come?”

'Twas the same love that spread the feast,
That sweetly forced us 1n,
Flse we had still refused to taste,
And perished 1 our sin.
-—WATTS.

REPLIES FROM SOME LEADING DIVINES IN BRITAI'!
AND AMERICA.
1

Reply of Principal Rainy, D.D.,

New College, Edinburgh.
8 Rosebery Crescent,
| Edinburgh, 17th February, 1904.
Jev. P. B. Fraser.

. My Dear Sir,—I received your communication, and I
eed not say that I read it with great interest. I have thought
ver it to some extent, all the more from hearing of corres-
onding movements in Australia.

. It seems to me, however, that 1t would be unbecoming
a my part to interfere with advice of mine in a matter which
e New Zealand Church is well able to discuss, and will
aturally settle for itself i the hght of 1its own respon-
bilities. |

[ may venture to say, perhaps, that in all likelihood the
ificulties in. the way of any incorporating Union will prove
s be serious. But a great deal would be done if the stace
ere reached of real friendly feeling, and readmess for frank
onsultation and concerted action.

. Apart from theological difficulties, each denomination is
. habituated to ways of its own, and these ways constitute
s much of the strength of each Church, that one asks




18

whether i1t would be wise to risk the friction that
arise from fusion. But prolonged co-operation
diminish that difficulty. :
Beyond this I do not care at present to express
opinion.

Yours ever truly,
ROBERT RAIfY

II.
Reply of Rev. Principal, Dykes, D.D.,

Westminster College, Cambridee.

12th February, 1904,
Rev. P. B. Fraser, Otago.

Rev. and Dear Sir,—I duly received yours of tae j
December last, with reprint from the ‘ Otago Daily Times
1. In reply to your inquiry, I have to say that {
“ Twenty-four Articles of the Faith” have not displaced {
Westminster Confession as the Subordinate Standard of §
Presbyterian Church of England, as you will see from {
Formula by which ministers are required to accept i, a o
of which I append. I understand the * Articles ” as explami
what is to be included in the “body of Christian doctrine s
forth 1in the Westminster Confession.” That 15 by itself
vague expression, but it 1s taken to be just the doctis
“more briefly expressed ” in the Articles. (Much Confessin
material embraced in the Westminster document has ng
been relegated to a secondary place in our “ Appendix,” whi
is merely a working agreement for the sake of peace.)
2. The New Zealand draft, 'to judge by the paer you seg

me, has borrowed a good deal of the languace of our 4
ticles, and I supoose the framers of it had a right to g
what they found suitable to their purpose. But they have g
out all its Calvinism, and its Calvinism 1s an essential pa
of it as accepted in our Church; nor could the mutilat
remainder of it be fairly called or regarded as our " ..t
of Faith ” any longer, but as a quite different thing.
3. I am neither called on to express any opmion on ff
wisdom of the policy of uniting various Evangelical Churche
in New Zealand on a non-Calvinistic basis, nor am 1 i
position to do so, because I do not know the local circ
stances. That is a very grave guestion, on which the Presh
terians of New Zealand will have to reach their own ¢
clusions, in view of all the conditions alfecting the positi
;:tm:l1l prospects of the Kingdom of God i that part of
world.
4. But if it were desired to find a general stateme

of the Evangelical Faith common to all the non-Episcop
Churches as a basis for negotiations on such a wide nronas
for Unon, 1 should have thought it might have been fou
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the “Free Church Catechism,” drawn up by a Committee
resenting different communions, rather than by takine
ne of our Articles and rejecting or altering others. 1
ssume that Catechism is known on your side of the globe.
can be had from the Memorial Hall, in Farringdon street,

Believe me to be,
Rev. and Dear Sir, _
Fraternally yours,

J. OSWALD DYKES.

(Extract from “¥Formula for Use at the Ordination or
duction of a Mimister” in the Presbyterian Church of
igland:— -

" “(). 2.—Do you sincerely own and believe, as in accord-
ice with Holy Scripture, and will you faithfully teach, the
dy of Christian doctrine set forth n the Westminster
wmfession of Faith and the other Subordinate Standards
 this Church, and now more briefly expressed in ‘ The
XIV. Articles of the Faith,’ approved by the Svnod in
age” R
" "3 Do you acknuwhedge the Appendix 1o the Articles of
e Faith as expressing the general opinion and belief enter-
med in this Church on the matters to which it refers; and
) you engage to regulate your action as a minister of this
awrch in accordance with that document ?”

III.

Reply from Rev. Alexander Whyte, D.D.,

St. George’s Edinburgh.
7 Charlotte Square,
February 18, 1904.

My Dear Sir,—1 have vour letter, but 1 have neither the
glent nor the special study that would justify me to enter
1 the deep and sernous matter you put before me in your
fter. | am sorry [ can be of no service to you in that
spect. 1 send you as a token of goodwill a little book of
ine [ately published, which will show vou the line of things
th which T am wholly occupied,

With best wishes,

A. WHYTE.
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AY

Reply from the Right Reverend Handley Moule, D.D,
Lord Bishop of Durham.

Auckland Castle,
Bishop Auckland,

England, April 12, 1904,
My Dear Sir,—I have before me your kind letter
February 19, in which you are good enough to ask
opinion upon a doctrinal basis proposed to be accepted ¥
a view to co-operation, and in hope of ultimate fusion,
various denominations of Christians in New Zealand.
It is, of course, a delicate matter for me, a Bishoy
the English Church, to offer comments m such a case.
But you are pleased to invite an expression of g
opinion in a way which will acquit me, I trust, of any i
tion, however faint, to intrude. _
Few can be more anxious than I am, m view of
wofully divided state of even Protestant Christendom, tg
move 1n every lawful way every barrier to “ godly umon g
concord,” and In particular to minimize rather than ace
tuate differences of doctrinal expressions where this may
rightly done. Nothing more impaired the power of the gr
English Revival of the 18th Century than the tendency
both sides, to inflame rather than temper the express
of opinion on the doctrines of the Grace of :
But incontestably there i1s a limit to concessions of §
sort, if Revelation is in any degree definite.
In the present case, as [ reflect on the quotations
your “Notice of Overture,” I cannot but think that th
would be well advised who decide to abide by the singuly
temperate and carefully weighed Articles of the Presh
terian Church of England, in which I recognise just t
anxiety to avoid needless accentuation of differences whi
I so much welcome.
Particularly, were 1 personally concerned, 1 should ¢
cline to modify the wording of Articles V., VIII., and X
The changes and omissions suggested seem to me for ¢
most part to tend distinctly towards an impairment |
reverent submission to the rulinE of Holy Scripture on §
reat points in question. The English Presbyterian Arti
XIII. appears to be as careful and absolutely Scripyy
a statement as can well be made on this awfully sole
theme. Its omission would be a grave loss. Tﬁ'e Ire;
warnings of our Lord Jesus Christ, in His own words, cag
be spared in these days of a deepening materialism.
I humbly pray God’s guidance into all truth and pe;
for those concerned in this grave discussion; and may |
hasten the final day when we “shall know even as also

were known.”

I am, Dear and Reverend Sir,
Yours m our lLord,

HANDLEY DUNELf
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V.
Reply from Rev. W. M, M‘Pheeters, D.D.,

ﬁifﬂssnr in the Theological Seminary of the Presbyterian
Church in the United States (Southern).

Columbia, South Carolina,
| April 8, 1go4.
1 Rev. P. B. Fraser,
. Lovell's Flat, Otago, N.Z,

' Dear Sir and Brother,—You ask me for a “criticism” of
e changes which it is proposed to make in the " Articles
the Presbyterian Church of England,” as these changes
e set forth in an excerpt from the ‘Otago Daily Times,’
turday, December 12th, 1903.” As tne matter is one In
iich 1 cannot be supposed to have any partizan interest,
nresume that I may, without impropriety, state how the
oposed changes strike me as a Presbyterian and a lover
the Presbyterian Curch in all its branches. Briefly,
en, 1 may say:

~ 1. In general, that both the omissions and the substi-
tions strike me as equally significant and unfortunate,
t to say ominous. There is not one of them that does
t touch some capital head of doctrine, and with w.e single
weption of the addition to the Article on “Sonship in
irist,” either annihilate the doctrine altogether or sadly
utilate 1it.

. 2. The proposed changes may be grouped under two
ads, viz.: First, such as affect “the common salvation”;
id second, such as affect the integrity of the Presbyterian
eLem.

. Under the first head, or those affecting the common faith
' Evangelical Christendom, I would include the changes
oposed to be made in the Articles “ Of the Fall,” “ Of the
stification by Faith,” “Of the Last judgment.” Further,
e change proposed in the Article on “ The Work ot Christ”
onen to criticism as not only unhappily evasive, but as
rishing a cover for the most fatal error.

. The changes proposed to be made in the Article “ Of
ection and Regeneration” and “ Of Christian Perseverance”
il too manifestly under the second head to require any
ymment.

. It seems to me that only those prepared to break not
ily with the Presbyterian system, but with the common
ith of Christendom, and with the clear teachings of the
ord of God, can with clear understanding of what they
volve vote for so radical changes as those proposed.

. Hoping that God may be pleased to avert so sad a
lamity from your beloved Church,

I am, vours in the Gospel,
W. M. M‘PHEETERS.




22
VI

Reply from Rev. E. B. Hodge, D.D.,

Corresponding Secretary to the Board of Educat
of the Presbyterian Church in the United States
of America.

Philadelphia, April 27, 1904.
To the Rev. P. B. Fraser,
Lovell's Flat, Otago, N.Z.

My Dear Sir,—Your letter deserved an earlier ans
but I have hesitated to write anything for publication n
matter concerning the Church in New Zealand, so far
from us and our immediate concerns. You probably ha
smough material from other sources without printing ap
thing from my pen for the public. It is a great satist:
to learn that you have no fear that the Church at lar
would sanction consideration of such a Creed as you
submitted for my inspection. I will simply say, with a y
deal of emphasis, that it seems to me the height of f.:.ﬁy
attempt to bring into a single organization Churches whig
have differing, and often contradictory, Creeds.
efforts, however well meant, only prepare the way for fres
divisions. A split is almost certain to occur in the denomin
tion that is brought in by a majority vote, because
will certainly be men who will stand for principle; and, at
the general organization is completed, the discordant e
ments, not being able to live in peace, will ultimately §
apart. A (reed drawn up in such general terms that ne
sons holding contradictory Creeds can subscribe to it js.
mere rope of sand. Indeed, in my judgment it is practical
a matter of dishonesty when persons are brought togethe
professing common principles who, in fact, differ almost g
widely as the poles; some signing the Creed in one seng
and some signing it in_another. The thing to be sougs
for 1s mutual recognition among Evangelical Christiane
loving sympathy, and cordial co-operation. The unity fg
which Christ prayed is something better than the false ‘sho
of unity for which so many seem to be clamoring

]

I am, truly and cordially yours,
EDWARD B. HODGE
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VII.

Reply from Rev. B. B. Warfield, D.D., LL.D,,

Professor of Systematic Theology, Princeton Theological
Seminary.

Princeton, N.J., U.S.A,,
February 1gth, 1go04.

~ My Dear Mr Fraser,—Your letter of December 2ist
gached me so long ago as January 18th, and I have delayed
eplying to it in the hope that I might find time to write you
omewhat fully on the interesting points which your en-
Josures suggest. I am afraid, however, that I shall not soon
e able to obtain the requisite leisure, and 1 do not feel
ustified in delaying longer at least acknowledging wne receipt
f your letter. In dmn% so, you will, I am sure, permit me to
qve expression to two feelines which the reading or your en-
Josures have awakened in me.

. The first of these is a feeling of satisfaction with the
werture you are preparing, and especially with the cri.cisms
vhich, in clauses 7 to i1, you pass upon the Articles which
ave been proposed as a suitable basis of Union between the
resbyterian and some of its sister Churches.

’1}},1& second of them is a feeling of surprise that a re-
ension of doctrinal Articles, in which so little justice is done

»H

» fundamntal items of evangelical religion, could come nto

serious consideration as a suitable basis for a Union, one of
he parties to which 1s to be a Presbyterian Church, with all
he way of inheritance n doctrine and life which that imples.
find myself unable to account for this rather portentous
henomenon except on two suppositions, which are plausible
enough, at all events, to justify me in adducing them.

f{seem to myself bound to suppose, in the first place, that
he somewhat unmeasured zeal for external, or, as 1t 1S more
ashionable to call it, “organic,” Union which seems to be
werywhere rampant among the Protestant Churches of
Fr fil_sh speech, has penetrated to New Zealand also. - 1 do
ot know what can be the origin of this excessive desire for
 grganic union,” unless it be one result of the propaganda
which has been waged in its behalf by the Prelatic Churches.
Wy them it has, indeed, a logical justification; their doctrine of
he Church as an external body, determined by external

narks, and organised under external forms, outside of which
here is no Church of God, requires of them to seek to bring
under this single organisation all the fragments w.ach they
would fain recognise as destined to form part of the vaurch of
hrist. But surely those who know that God’s Church con-
sists fundamentally of His elect children, and, in 1ts external
qnanifestation, of the “congregatio sanctorum,” should re-
member that its unity is more hopefully sought by a common
Jetermination among us to become and remain “saints”—
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with all that that implies with respest at once to faith and|j
—than by any crude attempt to build a great house around
divided family. The unity for which our Master prayed inHi
high-pries_tg prayer, the unity to which we are exhorted inf
Apostolic Epistles, 158 not an artificial “unity” of extem
organisation, but an inward unity of thought and feeling a
life. It can never be attained by surrendering our teshmo
to truth already perceived. Christ’s entire Een le will new
unite in destructive errors. 1here will always be left a remnay
who have not bowed the knee to Baal, and the real co
of the Church will be with this remnant and not with f
multitude who are willing to content themselves with bein
tut partially Christian in order that they may be in a greate
company. The effort to secure “unity ” by “ compromisig
is necessarily as futile therefore as it 1s unfaithful. A stor
is told of a rustic who, wishing a hive of bees, caught all th
visited his flowers and shut them up in a box together, onf
shortly and quite thoroughly to learn the difference betwee
a hive and an aggregation. It seems too late in the dav
continue such experiments in the Church. No aggregation g
discordant elements can make a unity in the Church. Th
attempt to do so is treason to the true idea of Christian unity
All this is so elementary, as well as fundamental, that]
seem to myself bound to suppose further that the true natus
of the Articles proposed as a suitable basis for Unig
between the deliberating Churches 1s not thoroughl
understood by the Presbyterians of New Zealand. Unde
the spell of zeal for a false "umty "—which is reall
only a not very thoughtful piece of sentimentalism—it fg
distressingly easy to deceive ourselves as to the real meaning
of a series of smoothly-sounding phrases, without inauiring
very closely into what, in the way of omissions especially, thes
commit us to. OFf one thing we may meanwhile, however, he
very sure. The intellectual, emotional, and soiritual life of 3
Church may unhappily very readily fall below its organiseg
testimony to truth. In periods of general decline it is prety
sure to do so; because its official teachers may prove unfaith
ful and the sheep be left unfed. But never will the in.
tellectual, emotional, and spiritual life of a Church per
manently stand above its official testimony. This great fact
i illustrated by every page of the history of the Church, and
in it lies the tremendous importance of making our doctrina
formularies full and wide, clear and strong. Formally spegk
ing, in them is hidden the standing or falling of a Church.
The admirable criticisms which your overture offers upon the
proposed Articles of Union will no doubt open the eyes of
the Presbyterians of New Zealand to their serious defects, and
I am persuaded that when their real nature is clearly arpre:
hended, they will no longer seem possible of adontion,
The feature in the proposed Articles which strikes me
most forcibly is what appears the studied attempt made m
them to make a place in the united Churches for unevangelical
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etrine, and therefore for unevangelical religion. What 1s

. essence of evangelical religion?  Is it not "1st utter de-
ndence on the grace of God? Where the “ Sol1 Deo Gloria”
unds with conviction in the heart, there, and there only, 1s
truly evangelical doctrine present, a truly evangelical
ligion possible. The intrusion of the least particle
' “human performance into the ground of salvation
' the intrusion of the evil leaven, and bears with it the
omise and potency of all that is unevangelical. 1o be and
truly evangelical there must resound in thou~.t and
art and life alike the good confession of Augustine: U Lord,
hou Thyself, and Thou Thyself alone, art our only power.”
ut the most striking feature in the alterations proposed by
e present recension to be made in the Articles of the Pres-
vterian Church of England is the elimination they propose of
verything in those Articles which shuts man up to trust i
od as the sole power unto salvation.
" The way for this sad result is prepared by the alteration
roposed in the Article of the Fall. For this an Article entitled
of Sin” is substituted. In this new Article the whole
octrine of the Fall is omitted, and with it the entire doctrine
f Original Sin, with all its implications. ~ There 1s left no
race sin " as such; for it is substituted only umversal sinmng
n the part of individuals. This, of course, involves the
enial of all the subjective effects of sin; and accordingly no
abjective sinfulness is allowed in this Article. Sin here is
ouilt” alone. It has estranged us from God, brou~ht us
nder condemnation, and made us subject to the nenalty of
eath—from which we cannot deliver ourselves. But it has
ot made us corrupt and depraved, and, because corrunt and
lepraved, not able to act uncorruptly or undepravedly. We
te able, in a word, to do “ good works.” Pelagius himself, it
: safe to say, would have received this Article with acclama-

g ¥

. The succeeding alterations betray the same unevangelical
endency. We are no longer, it seems, to be permitted to
ay that the work of Christ “ fully satisfied the divine justice ”
Article VIIL), or that it was “ solely on the sround of Christ’s
erfect obedience and atoning sacrifice " that our sins are
jardoned and we _are accepted as righteous in God’s sight
Article XIT1.). How then is the divine justice fully satished?
Unat more is asked than Christ's blood and righteousness?

he text is so altered, in a word, as to leave room for the in-

rusion of “ work-salvation "—a salvation that proceeds on the
wound of repentance and faith, works of our own—and not
olely on the ground of Christ’s substitutive work. [t isin the
ame interests that the whole of Articles XII. and XVI. are
gricken out, carrying with them not only the most precious

octrines of the whole revelation of God to the sin-smitten

inner—the Election of Grace and the preservation of God's
aonle—but also the cardinal doctrine of regeneration by the

tmichty power of God. We call this the cardinal doctrine
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with emphasis, because on it as a hinge everything ¢k
turns: and here at its sharpest emerges the great evangeliey
question: Is it really by the power of God and not bv my oy
power that I am saved? After such eliminations it seen
scarcely worth while to observe that the open assertion g
eternal punishment is also balked at (Article XXIIL). Afty
(zod has been pushed into the background in the whole Nrocess
of salvation, need we talk much about His eternal Justice a
the end of the story?
It does not seem to me possible, my dear Mr Fraser, fha
the Presbyterian Church of New Zealand is seriously conten
plating purchasing external union with" sister Churches g
the cost of her testimony to that pure evangelicalism which i
1s her mission to proclaim. She will surely remember, when i
comes to action, that it is her part not to sell the truth, but t3
give it.
I am, very truly vours,

BEN]J. B. WARFIELD.
The Rev. P. B. Fraser,

Otago, New Zealand.

VIII.

Reply from Rev. C. C. Hodge, Ph.D.,
Professor in the Theological Seminary, Princeton, u.S.A,

THE PROPOSED CHANCES IN THE ENCLISH
PRESBYTERIAN ARTICLES.

Mr Fraser says in his pamphlet* that there are thres
things upon which the Presbyterian people of New Zealand
wish to have accurate information—(1) “ Have the members
of the Assembly’s Union Committee unanimously adopted
Dr Gibb’s new Creed?” (2) “If not unanimously, who am
the persons that have assented to that Creed, and are respo
sible for its now being before three Churches as the Cree
oi the Union Committee of the Presbyterian Church?”
* What is this new Creed? What is its attitude to the Pres
byterian Creed, to the Reformation doctrines, to the cathoi
faith of Christendom?” It is on the third of these questions
that I shall say a few words. This is the most importan
question of the three, although the other two are, or shoul
be, of great importance to the Presbyterian people of
Zealand.

The Creed upon the basis of which it is proposed tha
the Union take place is “ The Articles of the Faith Approved

N

* An Inquiry into the Origin and Sanction of Dr Gibb's Artide d
Faith.”
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w the Synod of the Presbyterian Church of England,” May,
8qo. his Creed is a somewhat brief and only mildly
alvinistic symbol. What 1s the amended Creed? %Ve shall
onsider it under two mam heads—(1) Its doctrines of sin
ng of grace, where grace 1s taken to denote the work of
he Holy Spirit in the application of Redemption. These
opics should be treated in connection, because they are so
Josely related, and because by so treating them we shall
c{eaﬂy a_ glaring inconsistency of the proposed Creed.
2} Its doctrine of the objective side of Redemption-—i.e.,
ts statements on the Work of Christ and on Justification.
We consider Justification under this second head, for, al-
hough it 1s one step in the apnlication of Redemnvtion, and
pever to be confounded with the Atonement, it neverthe-
less 15 an objective step in the Ordo Salutis, and may most
conveniently be considered here.

. (1) The doctrines of Sin and of Grace in the subjective
sense. In Sec. 5 of the English Articles the effects of Adam’s
sin upon himself, his representative relation to mankind,
the fall of the race in Adam, so that thev are born guiltv,
depraved, and unable, are all confessed, although the s*cte-
ment as to the original state of Adam is described as merely
one of “innocence and communion with God.” Now, in the
proposed Creed this section 1s struck out, and another is
substituted for it.  This new section § confesses that
all men have disobeyved God, and so are under condemna-
tion, from which state they cannot deliver themselves. Thus
this Article cuts out any race fall in Adam, any cuilt or
inherent depravity derived in any way whatsoever from our
first parent. It thus not only strikes out the doctrine of
imputed guilt, but also that of inherent corruption. And
consequently 1t cannot affirm any nability of the sinner, since
the condition out of which it is said that “no man is able to
deliver himself ” i1s stated to be simply one of condemnation
for actual sins. Consequently this section, by implication,
affirms that sin is simply an act of choice, contrary to God’s
will. Now this, it will be observed, is Pelagianism, and
trary to the “catholic faith of Christendom.” If there
are no subjective effects of sin, there can be no need of
supernatural grace, and so it is not strange that Augustine
feit that in warring agamst Pelagianism he was fighting, not
some heretical form of the Gospel, but a denial of the Gosnel
jtself. It is a matter of astonishment to us that the Evan-
‘oelical Arminians should think of consenting to this section
on sin. It would cause us utter amazement should the Pres-
byterians subscribe to a doctrine of sin which cannot be
termed Evangelical.

. Having excinded the doctrines of the Fall and of Original
Sin, the proposed Creed 1s quite consistent in striking out
altogether No. 12 of the English Articles on Election and
Regeneration. If men are not dead in sin, obviouslv they
‘do not need to be made alive by the almightv power of God
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the Holy Spirit. 1f men are not only free, but have plenas
ability to turn to God, obviously the sovereignty of Go
in Eléction is not only unnecessary, but is necessarily denig
by implication. Consequently it 1s only in obedience to the
demands of logic that the proposed Creed thus proceeds g
eliminate the very heart and core of the Reformed Faith
and—Ilet us be perfectly frank-—the very heart and core of the
Cospel of God's grace as it is made known to us in the
Scripture. It is not only Paul who represents the Christiay
as the product of God’s almighty power, as a new creaton, an
who likens the power of God which remakes the Christian
new man to that almighty power which God exercised when
He raised Christ from the dead; it is our Lord Himself wh
tells us that we must be born over agam (or perhaps “fron
above,” i.e., in a supernatural manner), or we cannot see the
Kingdom of God. The very fact that the logical conge.
quences of the doctrine of sin must lead to the ehmination
of the very heart of the gospel of Divine Grace is in itself 2
condemnation of the said doctrine of sin. ;
But the proposed Creed is not so consistent after all. Its
doctrine of sin leaves no place for any doctrine of intern
grace at all, and yet this Creed does seem to have retaine
a doctrine of internal grace. It does seem to hold fast to
some operation of the Holy Spirit on men'’s hearts; for 1t allows
to remain unaltered No. 11 of the English Articles, which
is on the Holy Spirit, in which section it is said that the Holy
Spirit moves on the hearts of men, enlightens their minds, and
ersuades and enables them to obey the call of the Gospel.
Iso in No. 13, on Justification by Faith, the statement re-
mains that “everyone who through the grace of the Hol¢
Spirit repents and believes the Gospel . . . 1s freely par-
doned, etc.” Now, if the doctrine of Sin m_the proposed
Creed i1s allowed to remain, the logic of the situation would
demand that these phrases implying any internal orace should
be struck out. Perhaps they were overlooked by the Com-
mittee, or perhaps they were driven by their knowledge of
Scripture and by their Christian experience not to abandon
the whole of the Gospel at the demands of logic.
But let us not suppose that the doctrine of grace n this
proposed Creed, when considered by itself, 1s one which the
Presbyterian Church of New Zealand should be willing to
adopt. In the English Articles the above expressions on the

|

operation of the Holy Spirit on men’s hearts in sections iy
and 13 were perhaps somewhat ambiguous, but m the lig |
of No. 12, on Election and Regeneration, and of No. 16, op
Perseverance, they could be interpreted as denoting effca-
cious and irresistigle grace. But since the section on Elec-
tion and Regeneration, and that on Perseverance, haye
been struck out from the new Creed in order to allow the
Methodist Church to come in under this Creed, 1t 1s obvious
that in it these expressions in sections IT and 13 are to be
icterpreted in a universalistic sense. It will thus be seentp
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& simply the Arminian doctrine of “ sufficient grace” and of
he “ordo salutis,” except that while Regeneration gave the
\rmininan theologians trouble, not only in its place as to the
tordo salutis,” but also as to its nature, this Creed very
pgically cuts it out altogether. Its doctrine of the “ordo
salutis,” then, 1s that an mfluence of the Holy Spirit is given
o all men (who, according to the doctrine of sin, we should
remember, do not need it). Those who co-operate with this
orace, and repent and believe, are justified, adopted as sons,
and sanctified. It 1s obvious, then, that one of two things
will follow from this—either this grace must be affirmed actu-
ally to save all men, in which case the doctrine will become
a doctrine of efficacious grace, but will contradict fact by
becoming universalistic, or else 1t is man who determines
uitimately whether he shall be saved or not, and man may
resist the purpose of God. It is plain waat this latter is what
this Creed means to afirm, since it strikes out the doctrines
of Election, Regeneration, and Perseverance. But this is
anevangelical just 1n so far as it places the work of salvation
in man’s hands.  And this it does. It makes man able to
go-operate with or to resist God's grace; it can become com-
nletely evangelical only by becoming thoroughly universalistic.
And not only so, but in taking out of God's hands such
important events as the entrance of souls into His Kingdom,
and in its mmplication either that God has no purpose with
reference to individuals, or else that man can thwart God's
purpose, this system of belief comes very near to being in-
consistent with Theism.

. If this be the doctrine of Grace which this Creed teaches,
it is again quite consistent in its omission of the section in
the English Articles on Perseverance. For upon the above
interpretation of its doctrine as to the nature of Grace, which
is the only one possible to put upon the statements of this
Creed, it 15 quite plain that any doctrine of Perseverance is
possible, and Christians cannot be said to be those * who
are kept by the power of God through faith unto salvation.”
For the Presbyterian Church of New Zealand to adopt this
(reed, as embodying its belief as to the nature of Redemption
its subjective side, would be for it to give up that which
gives that Church a raison d’etre as a separate Church. But
this will not appeal to those who desire to cease—at least in
New Zealand—to exist as a separate Church. We would say,
however, that this 1s too dear a price to pay for union. It
would be to sacrifice to an external union the core of the
Gospel and the precious heritage of the Presbyterian Churech
—i.e., the Reformed Faith. We would be surprised if the
Methodists should be willing to adopt the proposed doctrine
of Sm.  We would be surprised should the Presbyterians be
willing to adopt the proposed doctrine of Grace. We would
be astonished should anyone think of adopting both doctrines
n conjunction, for surely it is a strange mixture, this Pelagian
doctrine of Sin and Arminian doctrine of Grace.
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In the second place, turning to the objective siae of R
demption, what is the doctrine of this proposed Creed ung
the subject of the work of Christ?  The English Articles co
fess Christ as Mediator, and after mentioning His prophet;
and kingly offices, state that by His perfect obedience an
death on the Cross He “did fully satisfy Divine Justice,” thy
confessing what is known as the Satisfaction doctrine of th
Atonement, confessed by the Latin, Lutheran, and Reforme
Churches. The proposed Creed, for the sake of making g
statement sufficiently broad to admit of the three Churches
uniting in its adoption, have omitted to state this cardin
doctrine of the Gospel, and have substituted for the words
“did fully satisfy Divine Justice” the words “ did fully satisfy
the demands of the Divine Nature.” But in so domg, ths
Creed has become so broad as to make room for almost ang
theory of the Atonement. What does the Divine Nature
demand in order that sin may be pardoned?  Perhaps God
only demands that men should be made morally better, o
better instructed, or turned back to Him. If so, there
room for all the various Moral Influence theories of the Atone.
ment. Perhaps God only demands that humanity as a lump
be leavened by having infused into it a new life. Then Chri
would save us by His Incarnation, rather than by His life and
death, and all those who hold to mystical theories of
Atonement could come under this Creed.  Perhaps Gods
Nature only demands that in forgiving sin His hatred of i
may be shown, and men deterred from sinning, so that Hi
moral government may not be jeopardised.  Here, then, the
advocates of the governmental theory can find shelter. Op
does God’s nature perhaps demand that we shall approach
Him only with a sacrifice, not of itself sufficient, but which
He has determined to accept to render Him oracious. There
ie room, therefore, for the Remonstrants under this symbol
Perhaps God’s Nature only demands repentance, and Chn :
offers for us a repentance which we cannot offer.  But, n
to multiply words, it may be said that this statement of this
proposed Creed on the Atonement 1s so wide as to make room
for almost anvbody. In adopting it, therefore, the Preshy-
terian Church, while it need not abandon the precious truth
that Christ has borne the penalty of our sin, and has satished
Divine Justice, must nevertheless abandon its dutv and privi-
lege of witnessing to this truth before the world.  For the
sake of a union which, on such a basis, is no true union, the
Presbyterian Church is asked to silence its testimony to the
world concerning Him who was made to be sin on our behalf
in order that we might become the righteousness of God
in Him, is asked to forbear to speak of Jesus as one “whe 1
God has set forth to be a propitiation by faith, through His
blood, to declare His righteousness . . . 1in order that
He might be just and the justifier of him that is of the faith
of Tesus.” We cannot think that the Presbvterian Church
of New Zealand will show such an unfortunate want of ap
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eciation of one of its most vital and most precious truths.
Je cannot even think that the Methodist Churcu of New
ealand, even if many of its ministers may hold the Re-
wnstrant doctrine of the Atonement, would be willing to
dopt a statement on the subject which will admit all those
‘ho do not believe that there 1s any obstacle at all on God's
art to the forgiveness of sm.

. The Article on Justification, as changed, shows the same
inhappy breaking down of the Presbyterian Church’s confes-
jon to truth for the sake of a union of the Churces of New
fealand.  In the Englsh Articles the Protestant doctrine of
ystification 13 stated. We are said to be accepted as

ighteous in the sight of God * solely on the ground of Christ's
erfect obedience and atonmng sacrifice.” In the new Creed
hese last words are omitted, with the evident intention of
naking room for the Arminian doctrine that faith and evan-
velical obedience enter into the eround of our justification.
Vhat, then, would the adoption of this section as revised

siean for the Presbyterian Church? It would mean that while

he statement is so broad as not to exclude their doctrine, yet
hat the Presbyterian Church of New Zealand must omit to
testify in its Creed to a cardinal doctrine of the Protestant
Reformation. It would mean that it must adopt a Creed
which is broad enough to admit those who cannot logically
stter the words of that hymn which should express the religious
sentiment of every Christian: “ Jesus paid it all, all to Him
[ owe.” It would mean that the Presbyterian Church of New
Zealand will be in symbolical union with those who, « logical,
ust hold inadequate and unscriptural views of the nature of
Divine Justice and the immutabilit- of God’s law. Surely no
branch of the Presbyterian Church can afford to do this.

" Finally, the utter license of the desire for union is mani-
fest when in No. 23, on the LLast Judgment, the doctrine of
eternal punishment 1s struck out, and thus not onlv the doc-
rine of the whole Christian Church exscinded, but the author-
iy of Jesus as a teacher of truth impugned, smce the words
struck out are the very words of our Lord Himself. Surely,

when the words of Jesus are not to be admitted into the Creed
of a Christian Church, for fear someone cannot subscribe to
¢ it is time to call a halt.

'We have already dwelt too long upon this Creed. To put
¢ briefly, it is an attempt to find the basis of a union of
diferent Churches on a basis of common evangelical truth,
yut it has not succeeded in keeping itself evangelical. In

ir Fraser's pamphlet we saw that the question we were asked

o answer was “ What is this new Creed? What is the atti-
ude to the Presbyterian Creed, to the Reformation doctrines,
o the Catholic faith of Christendom?” In reply, we must sav
hat it abandons some doctrines of the Catholic faith of
“hristendom——i.e., that the race fell in Adam, the Satisfaction
octrine of the Atonement, and eternal punishment. It

bandons also some of the Reformation doctrines—i.e.,
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Lutheran and Reformed doctrines—i.e., the doctrines of fg
inability and justification on the ground of Christ’s w
alone. Finally, it abandons doctrines of the Reforme. Fag
and so of the Presbyterian Church—i.e., election, efficacyg
and irresistible Grace, and Perseverance. And all of the
are Scripture doctrines.  The doctrinal indifferentism of t
present day is most discouraging, for these doctrines are jg
the precious realities of God's salvation of smners and of
sin-cursed world. A union of Churches at the cost of savi
truth is no true union, and it 1s our earnest wish and pray
that the Presbyterian Church of New Zealand will not sell§
birthright for a mess of pottage. B
C. W. HODGE.

Princeton Theological Seminary,
Princeton, New lersey, U.5.A,
March 30th, 1904.

IX.

Reply from Rev. Thomas Whitelaw, M.A., D.D,,

Author of “Pulpit Commentary on Genesis,” “ Preacher§
Commentary on Acts,” “ Exegetical Commentary on
St. John's Gospel,” “0Old Testament Critics: An In-
guiry into the Character, Effect, and Vahdity of
Their Teaching: A Question for the Chris-
tian People of To-day,” etc.

Kilmarnock, Scotland,

13 April, 1904,

Dear Mr Fraser,— In complying with vour reauest that
should offer a criticism of the Articles of Faith proposed, g
about to be proposed, for a basis of Union between ..e Evay
gelical Churches of New Zealand I shall endeavour to stais
as far as possible without theological bias, whether and hoy
far (in my judgment) the Articles in question are an adequat
presentation of the teachings of Scripture on the several suf
jects of which they treat, whether and how far (again i m
judgment) they are in harmony with the interpretation py
upon Scripture by the Westminster standards, and whe 6
and how far (once more in my judgment) they are fitted §
serve as a basis of Union for the Evangehcal Churches of Nej
Zealand, or indeed of any land. |
I deal of cousse only with those Articles mentioned §
your overture, and I assume that vour citation of them j
correct. I assume also that the other Articles in the Ney
Zealand Creed correspond substantially with the English Pre
byterian Church Articles which I have before me. |

THE NEW ZEALAND ARTICLES AND SCRIPTURE,

Do the proposed Articles furnish an adeauate represents
tion of the teaching of Scripture?
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1—OQF SIN.

[nder this head Scripture unguestionably teaches—* that
I'men, through disobedience to the will of God, m whatso-
ver way made known "—by the work of the law written on
he heart (the heathen), by the Word of the Law, or Deca-
pue, inscribed on the Two Tables (the Hebrews), or by the
oirit of the Law recorded 1n the Gospel (Christians)—" are
2 a state of sin, and so are estranged from God, have come
nder just condemnation, are subject to the penalty of death
i are unable to deliver themselves out of this condition.”
at Scripture likewise teaches that sin entered into e world
w the fall of the first man, through temptation by ine devil,
hat through falling into sin the first man’s nature became prone
o evil instead of good, that this proneness to evil, or moral
jeceneration, transmitted itself to his natural descendants,
who all have been ushered into existence with an inborn
endency to sin, which m every individual has manifested
tself in actual transgression. Scripture also teaches that as
members of a fallen race, men are by nature objects of the
livine displeasure, under condemnation, and children of wrath,
and that the death to which they are subject in consequence
of sin and from which they cannot deliver themselves is more
han the dissolution of the body, i1s the perishing of the soul,
w which 1s signified its coming short of everlasting life and
ts suffering all that is expressed by the phrase “ the wrath to
W%et_her this teaching 1s true or not, every fair mind
must admit that it is the teachng of Scripture.

2.—O0F THE WORK OF CHRIST.

. Assuming that a previous Article accurately and
dequately sets forth the Scripture doctrine of the person of
Christ, this Article on the work of Christ, as modified from the
i P. Articles, does not appear to offer either an erroneous or
in insufficient exhibition of Scripture teachings on tms im-
ortant subject, provided the words “the demands of the
Yivine Nature ” are understood to mean “the demands of all
the attributes of the Divine Nature—e.g., those of justice as
gyell as of mercy”; but if the words are designed to signify
anvthing less or other, and, much more, if they have been
framed with the view of opening the door to such interpreta-
jons of Scriptures as either deny or place in abeyance or leave
wt of consideration the substitutional, vicarious, and pro-
sitiatory character of Christ’s sufferings and death, wien, in
my judgment, this Article does not furnish either an accurate
or an adequate representation of Scripture. kven the last
clause in the Article—" bearing our sins,” etc.—is not sufficient
o save its scriptural character, unless “bearing our sins” means
‘hearing their penalty,” and “ offered up Himself a sacrifice”
signifies “ gave Himself to be made a sin offering, or ex-
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piatory sacrifice "—both of which points are left somelig

obscure.
3.-—0F JUSTIFICATION BY FAITH.

Here also the proposed alteration of the E.P. Artide
unfavourable, as it leaves the remaining clauses which make;
the New Zealand Article in a state which cannot be descrily
as other than defective from a scriptural point of view. Wy
out the words “solely on the ground of Christ’s perfs
obedience and atoning sacrifice” the INew Zealand A
" teaches nothing whatever about the objective ground g
meritorious cause of a sinner’s justification, but merely staf
“that everyone who through the muickening grace or che Hy
Spirit repents and believes the Gospel, confessing and forsy
ing his sins, and humbly relying upon Christ alone for salg
tion, 1s freely pardoned and_accepted as righteous in we gig
of God.” Of course, if the omitted words are held to}
included in those which remain—i.e., if “the Gospel signif
that Christ died for our sins according to the Scrivtures, th
He was made sin for us, though He knew no sin, that w
might be made the righteousness of God in Him, that He w
set forth to be a propitiation through faith m His blood,” efe
and if “relying upon Christ alone for salvation” signifies relyi
not upon Christ's love, or Christ’s promise merely, but up
Christ’s finished work of propitiation, which 1s nerhans hinte
at in the closing words of Article VIII., “throuch K
obedience on our behalf,” etc., then the truncated Artig
might fairly enough be accepted as an adequate nresentati
of Scripture truth; but if “the Gosnel” means less or somg
tome else than this, and if “ relying on Christ alone for saly
tion” imports anything different from relying “solely on th
perfect obedience and atoning sacrifice of Christ,” then
shortened Article does not give an adequate renresentati
of the truth, because these, as it seems to me, are the sense
in which the words are understood in Scripture.

4.—OF UNION WITH CHRIST.

No serious objection can be taken to this Article, as wha
it asserts 1s undoubtedly correct; but as an exposition eith
of union with Christ or of its consequence, sonship in Christ
ie neither specially luminous nor remarkably full.

5 —QF ELECTION AND REGENERATION.
6.—OF CHRISTIAN PERSEVERANCE.

The omission of Articles on these subjects, bv whateve
motive dictated, leaves important departments of Scriptur
teaching undefined. No Creed which lacks a deliverance upg
these points can claim to be am adequate nresentation g
Scripture doctrine. |

7 —OQF THE LAST JUDGMENT.

To drop the words “ when the wicked shall go away “.
eternal punishment, but the righteous into life eternal” is
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scard what 1is perhaps the strongest and clearest
onouncement of Scripture on the destinies of men hereafter
2 pronouncement, too, by Christ Himself, whom the Article
clares to be the Supreme Judge at the last day, * before
hom all men must appear, who shall separate the righteous
»m the wicked, make manifest the secrets ot the heart, and
nder to every man according to the deeds he hath done in
e body, whether good or evil.” Some strong reason must
wve existed to move the compilers of the New Zealand
sticle to shut the mouth of Christ on this momentous theme.

8.—OF THE LORD’'S DAY.

It is not to be supposed that this Article is regarded by
e Assembly’s Comumittee as stating all that could farly be
educted from Scripture concerning the Lord’s Day or
hristian Sabbath.
~ Tt cannot fail to strike the reader of the precedine lines
ow frequently the qualifying “if ” has required to be intro-
uced before a favourable verdict could be returned as to the
dequacy of the particular Article to represent tne doctrine
f Scripture. In a theological Creed, to sav the least, this 1s
afortunate, as it opens the door to “ private interpretations,”
vhich may be as various as the rersons who make them.
Jowever short and simple the Creed of a Church may be, it
hould be characterised by absolutely clear defimfion, so as
5 preclude the possibility of misinterpretation and secure
mity of the faith among those for whom 1t is nrenarea.

II

THE NEW ZEALLAND ARTICLES AND THE WESTMINS1ER
CONFESSION. |

How far are the proposed Articles in harmony with this
enerable symbol of reformed doctrine? .
~ It is no part of my business under this section to enter
n the question whether, or if at all, how far a modification

|

should or must be made on the Westminster standards, if
he various Christian demoninations are to be fused. into one
‘zealous and powerful National Church of New Zealand,” but
nerely—assuming the proposed Articles to set forth the
octrinal basis required to secure the said Church—to ndicate
he extent of modification on the Westminster standards which
hese Articles propose—leaving those more immediately
oncerned to decide whether the modification 1s sucn as aey
ean conscientiously accept, or whether it is not too hieh a
rice to pay for even Union.

1.—OF SIN.

No one can read the six paracraphs of Chapter VI. of
e Westminster Confession on the Fall of Man, of Sin, and
f the Punishment thereof, and compare these with the pro-
sosed Article on Sin 1 the New Zealand Creed, without
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perceiving how masterly, comprehensive, well-knit togefj
solemn, and strong are the former, and how feeble,
contracted, and ambiguous 1s the latter. The Westming
Confession explains what the New Zealand Article omit
viz., how sin entered into the world, wviz., through ¢
temptation by Satan and fall of our first parents. inde
the New Zealand Article leaves it open for anyone to de
this. ~ The Westminster Confession declares that as
consequence of this sin our first parents lost their origy
rignteousness and became utterly corrupt and defiled
the faculties and parts of soul and body. The New Zeala
Article passes over this except in so far as it may be suppos
to be included in what i1s affirmed about all men. T
Westminster Confession asserts that the moral corrupty
of our first parents transmitted itself to all their ordima
descendants; the New Zealand Article appears to ignore
and to suggest that each mdividual sinks into a state of s
only through his own act of disobedience to the will of (
The Westminster Confession holds that this inherited of
nature, with which every man comes into the world
other words, original sin, is the root of all actual tran
gressions; the New Zealand Article, I should say, whi
postulating nothing about this, permits original sm-to |
denied, and the doctrine to be embraced that men are hy
mnocent, and do not become sinful till they actually g
‘The Westminster Confession teaches that original, as
actual sin, exposes men to condemnation; the New Zealy
Article holds, or seems to hold, that only after each individg
has sinned does he fall under just condemnation. 4

Whether the theology of the Westminster Confession
this subject be Scripture or not, the least observant read
can perceive that the New Zealand Article constitutes
wide departure from it. 1

2.—OF THE WORK OF CHRIST.

It might reasonably enough be argued that the acco
furnished in_Chapter VIIL, ss. 3-8. of the Westmins
Confession of the redemption work of Christ the Mediator
unnecessarily detailed and elaborate; but its singular cles
ress and impressiveness no one can challenge. Set alongsi
oi 1t the New Zealand Article looks extremely meagre, a
even himp. Beyond stating that the Lord Jesus Christ
Mediator was anointed with the Holy Spirit (whether j
measure or without measure, whether as the Hebrew Prophe
were, or in an exceptional manner, peculiar to Himself,
left undeclared), the New Zealand Article supplies 1
irdication of the qualification Christ possessed for this ofi
through having in Himself all the treasures of wisdom
knowledge, of His appointment to the office through e ¢
of His Father, of the way in which He discharged the offe
or of the manner in which He applied the benefits of §
redemption work before His incarnation in the O.T. Chy ch
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apolies them since His resurrection in the New—all of
h points are handled in the Westminster Confession.
e Westminster Confession, of course, may be wrong, or
:% ast open to correction, mn all or some of these ponts,
t it may prove instructive to note how w:ndel%fJ different a
scument it 1s in respect of this theme from the New Zealand

3.—OF JUSTIFICATION BY FAITH.

. Concerning this important Article as it stands in the
estminster %Dﬂfﬂ'ﬁﬁ!ﬂﬂ and 1n the New Zealand Creed
jthing more need be said than that while the former care-
lly excludes evervthing that might be supposed to
nstitute a ground of pardon and acceptance before God
the sinner, emphasising Christ’s “ obedience and satis-
ction” as the on y ground, and explaining how this, the
ghteousness of Christ, is imputed or reckoned to the sinner
ho receives Christ and rests on Him and His nqhteausness
falth the latter contents itself by simply assertin~ that
eryone w ho thmu%h the quickening grace of the Holy
i t repents and believes the Gospel, confessing and for-
his sins, and humbly relying upon Christ alone for

1 atmn, is freely ‘pardoned and accepted as righteous in the
ht of God,” omitting the words which appear in the E.P.
r:les, and are substantially exvressed in the Westminster
pnfession: “ Solely on  the gmund of Christ’s perfect
sedience and atnmng sacrifice "—which omission certainlv
ens the Article, if 1t does not expose the Article to
;' aicion.  1f the omifted words are understood not to
cuntamed i those which are retained, then the Article

"2 whole diameter apart from the theoloev of the West-
i ste:r Confession; 1f they are sunposed to be contamed m
ese, why should they have been drugped——mnre especiallv
e Article beyond the

inclusion would have placed t
ach of misunderstanding?

4.—OF UNION WITH CHRIST.
s —OF ELECTION AND REGENERATION.
6.—OF CHRISTIAN PERSEVERANCE.

Nith regard to these no further remark is required
an what has been made in the preceding section.

v —OF THE LAST JUDGMENT.

. While the Westminster Confession not only states the fact
at there shall be such a day, but explains “the end of God’s

jpointing this day” to be “the mamfastatmn of tne glory
; is mercy and ]ustx-::e and the use which should be made
f such a doctrine by all men, and especiallv by the godly,

e New Zealand Article confines its statement to t.e fact—
particular striking out the words of Christ, which annear
h in the Westminster Confession and 1 the E.P. Articles—
hen shall the wicked go away into everlasting punishment
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but the righteous into life eternal.” That the divergencey
the two Creeds at this point, if not inexpedient in view of
union (on which no judgment is pronounced meanwhile) i
by no means immaterial, the least learned student of Scri

ture can discern.

8.—OF THE LORD’S DAY.

A simple perusal of what the Westminster Confessi
states in Chapter XXI., 7, 8, will suffice to show that
New Zealand Article could hardly have said less about
Christian Sabbath. - :

THE NEW ZEALAND ARTICLES AND A UNITED N
ZEALAND CHURCH.

Are the proposed Articles fitted to serve as a basis fy
the contemplated Union of the Churches in New Zealand?

The reply to this question will depend entirely upon wha
kind of a Union is contemplated. If 1t 1s desired to includ
mone fold the Pauline and Cﬁldaistiﬂ Christian, the Augustiniag
and the Pelggian, the Calvinistic and the Arminian, th
Bnitarian and the Ritschlian, the Higher Critical and tly
Traditional, the Rationalist and the Evangelical, tae Evolg
tionist and the Creationist, then 1 fancy the prongse
doctrinal symbol will do fairly well, because it anpears to me
that all these could honestly enough shelter themselves undg

-

such a collection of theological propositions.

1. Under that relating to sin might comfortably repos
the professing Christian who believes that man was originall
evolved from the lower animals, that the story of the fall wa
a myth; that Adam stood in no representative relation to hi
descendants; that orignal sin is only a hgment of the thes
logical imagination; and that men are not born i a state o
sin and condemnation, but innocent and well pleasing to God
equally, the person who holds that God’s will has never heet
made known to man in any other way than by the lght g
nature, and certainly in no exceptional manner by the saceed
Scriptures, might subscribe this article, inasmuch as the per
son accepting it is under no obligation more than to confes
that somehow or other God has made known his will to mag
It is not certain whether, under sanction of this article, one
might not maintain that only death physical was the penalty
of sin, and not death spiritual and eternal, or vice versa, tha
death physical was no part of sin's penalty, but only deaft
spiritual was.  Perhaps all this 1s intended by those respon
sible for the Article; if so, then I have no hesitation in asser
ing that it will exactly suit their aim. i

2. Under the article about the work of Christ, as alterer
by substituting for “ divine justice ” the words “ the demand;
of the divine nature,” it requires no large penetration to ses
that any view of Christ’s mediatorial work will be admissible
that of Paul, Augustine, Calvin, Knox, the Scottish Reformers
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id the Westminster divines, that Christ acted as tne substi-
ite and surety of sinful men, and by His obedience unto
eath upon the Cross, rendered complete and final satisfaction
y the Law's claims aﬁainst them, for pure, perfect, and per-
styal obedience to the Divine Law, and for the penalty of
gath, which they had incurred by their inherited and personal
uilt; that of the theologian who rerudiates the egal or
udicial aspect of Christ’s death, and considers that Christ
as satisfied the demands of the divine nature, by His spotless
bhedience to the divine will, by His representing before wod
shat man should have been, or, in other words, by His
wample of perfect holiness; that of him who understands
hrist’s bearing our sins to signify His enduring their nenalty
ind His bearing them away by being made a sin offering on
heir -account, so that by the shedding of His blood the
senalty attaching to them was, in the eye of the Divine Law,
atisfactorily met, and full atonement made for their guilt;
ind that of those who interpret Christ’s bearine our sins as
neaning nothing more than that He bore the welght of them
s of men's sicknesses and sorrows upon His heart; that He
Jied through coming into collision with men’s sins, and that
n order to satisfy the demands of the divine nature He main-
ained His obedience to the divine will, even though i¢ involved
he sacrifice of His life upon a Cross.

~ Agamn, I repeat, if the purpose of the article is to include
hese different views, that purpose has been pretty fairly met.
. 3. Under the Article concerning Justification by Faith,
vhich has been truncated by omitting the words solely on
iccount of Christ’s perfect obedience and atoning sacrifice,”
{ is no less obvious that theologians of various schools may
ovingly embrace each other--he who considers that a man
s justified by his good works, by and on account of his re-
nentance and faith, his confession and forsaking of sin, or
i other words, by and on account of his evangelical self-
wghteousness; and he who disclaims each and all of these
vgether as a ground of acceptance before God, and finds s
lone in the perfect obedience and atoning sacrifice, or, in
ther words, in the righteousness of Jesus Christ. There 1s
ittle room for doubting that under this Article ministers and
lders might find shelter who, while not altogether discarding
Christ’'s death as an example of self-sacrificing love, vet
ssign to 1f no vahie whatever as an atonement or expiation.
4. Through the absence of any Articles on wlection, Re-
seneration, and Perseverance, it will, of course, be nossible
or the same Church to embrace Calvinists and Arminians,
hose who believe that salvation is all of grace, and those who
ponsider that it is partly of divine grace and varly or auman
ffort, co-operating with one another, but acting indepen-
lently; those who hold that a soul which has been truly re-
renerated, though it may fall away for a time, cannof fall
awway finally, but through grace will be recovered and renewed
» repentance; and those who assert that a man may be a
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Christian to-day and not a Christian to-morrow, a renevg
an one moment and an unrenewed man the next, in Chy
and therefore safe, a forgiven man and an heir of Eternal i
now and after was out of Christ, and therefore under o
demnation and in danger of Eternal Death. Without que
tion, if the contemplated union designs to embrace °
varleties of doctrine, it will demand a creed wide enoug]
lcose enough, and flexible enough to admit of the disciple
of these contradictory views living harmoniously togethet
but an important question at this point naturally present
itself, whether such a union would not be happier withoyt;
creed at all, since with such diversity of sentiment unde
almost every Article it is doubtful if any sort of theologig
cpinion could in the long run be excluded.

5. What is written about the last Judgment is so T
that one may easily be regarded as hyvercritical should
attempt to find fault with it; and vet, by excluding tae worg
of Christ—"“When the wicked shall go awav.” etc.—anyong
can see that a door is opened for all ideas current in religions
circles with regard to the destinies of men—for those ¢
Roman Catholics, who believe in purgatorial fires; for thes
of Conditional Immortality men, who believe in the annihilz
tion of the wicked; for those of Second Probation theorists,
who believe that the unconverted dead will receive another
chance of salvation beyond the grave; and for those of Un
versalists, who believe that all will ultimately be saved. How
a_Church will get along whose pulpits may be filled uv me
of such varied theological hues is not easy to see, and hoy
hearers in the pews are to be kent from becomino bewildereg
when they listen, say, on five successive Sabbaths to
courses on the Future Life from an Orthodox Preacher g
Eternal Punishment, from a Roman Catholic Father on Purga.
tory, from a Conditional Immortality Divine on the Annih
tion of the Wicked, from a Second Probationist on a Second
Chance hereafter, and from a Universalist on the . Restoratiog
of All to happiness beyond the Grave, it will puzzle the wit of
man to say. If the experiment is to be tried in New Zealand
without doubt it will be watched from this side of the worle
with interest, but I fear not with much hope of its turning oy

4 success. Yours sincerely,

THOMAS WHITELAW.
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WHE WESTMINSTER ASSEMBLY AND THE CREED OF
| PRESBYTERIANS.

“A CLOUD OF WITNESSES.”

“Milton, though not a member of the Assembiv, pro-
punced it a ‘ select assembly,” ‘ of so much piety and wisdom,’
flearned and memorable synod,” in which ‘piety, learning,
nd prudence were housed.’

. “The famous saint and scholar, Richard Baxter, autaor of
The Saints’ Everlasting Rest,” had every reason to be im-
artial. He wrote: ‘ The divines there congregated were men
f eminent learning, godliness, ministerial abilities, and
delity; and being not worthy to be one of them myself, I
nay the more freely speak the truth, which 1 know, even in
e face of malice and envy, that as far as I am able to
idge by the mnformation of all history of that kind, and by any
ther evidences left us, the Christian world, since the days of
e Apostles, had never a synod of more excellent divines.’

. “Philip Schaff, the great Church historian, pronounces the
hove a ‘ just tribute’ to the Westminster Assembly, and says:
Whether we look at the extent or ability of its labours, or'its
fluence upon future generations, it stands first among Pro-
estant Councils.’

. “The celebrated Dean Stanley, of the English Eniscopal
hurch, declares that of all Protestant Confessions the West-
inster Confession ‘exhibits far more depth of theological
sight than any other.’

" “The late Dr Curry, the eminent editor of the Methodist
dvocate’ of New York, m an editorial on Creeds, calls the
Jestminster Confession the ablest, clearest, and most com-
rehensive system of Christian doctrine ever framed—a won-
erful monument of the intellectual greatness of its framers.’”

The Creed of Presbyterians.’
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PART IV.
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION.

These criticisms now before the Church will furnish
for reflection, and no doubt will be duly pondered before
approaching Assembly.

It has been repeatedly affirmed by Dr Gibb and othe
that the Articles have been “ withdrawn.” But who haswith
drawn them, and in what sense and how far have they beg
withdrawn?  Withdrawn they have been, it is true, frof
official cognisance of the Assembly and of the subordinaf
Courts of the Church, which have been appealed to, to give;
mandate to Dr Gibb’s Committee to go on to form a basig o
doctrine and polity; as if, in point of fact, Dr Gibb, ang
ostensibly his Committee, had not already done so!  Let me
quate the words, not of the “withdrawn” report too pre
viously circulated bv Dr Gibh at last Assembly, but the word
of the report actually submitted by Dr Gibb to the Assembl
and adopted by it. Here are the words:— "

“In compliance with this insiruction your Comumitte¢, in co-operation wit}
the {ommittees of other Churches, have held several meetings, ab which the
question of a suitable creed has been under consideration, and a number o
Articles of the Faith have been framed. But, being persuaded that if apg
real advance is to be made in this matter, the advance must be slow, and the
mind of the whole Church, ascertained at each step, your Committee deems j
mexpedient to submit these articles to the Assembly. They ask the Assembir
to remit to Presbyteries and Sessions the question if they are agrecabls
the Assembly negotiating with the Methodist and Congregational Churghe
with a view to Union, upon a basis of doctrine and polity to be considered
and in due time to be sent down to Presbyteries and Sessions.”

It is clear as noon-day that the Articles have not i
any real sense been withdrawn. Dr Gibb has affirmed, on
the contrary, that they have been adopted by his and othe
Committees, and above, he says, that, so far as his own Com.
mittee is concerned, they are meanwhile held “1n retentjs”
Let anyone read his letter reprinted in the appendix of thig
pamphlet entitled “Presbyterian and Methodist Unanimity,’
and it will be futile to affirm that these Articles have bee
withdrawn. According to Dr Gibb’s report adopted by tne
Assembly, it is “inexpedient” to submit the Articles at this
stage. That is all.  When Dr Gibb thinks 1t exoedient ta
submit them, or any other Articles like them, he will do s,
when the Church is sufhciently “ educated” to receive them. .

Perhaps I ought to refer at this stage to the remarks
made by Professor Watt, D.D., in reterence to the position of
these Articles in his speech to the Dunedmn Presbyterv i
favour of proceeding with the Union negotiations. 1 think i
due to him that 1 should quote his words m full :—

I humbly submit that undue importance has been attached io the Artk 5
of Belief which a small sub-committee of the General Assembly drew up with g
view to their submission to the sister Churches for general :‘t.p&\m".'al, That

B

these Ariicles were meant to be the doctrinal basis on which -_
Churches were to unite is a preposterous delusion. These Articles were simply
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gint for feelers, something thrown out, at first generally, by way of experi-
ant, to discover whether there was sufficient sj'mpatﬁy and I‘larmun]r of
ilief between the Churches to warrant our travelling further in the direction
‘an incorporating Union. All that the Committee, after putting itself in com-
unication with the other Churches, expected to be able to repmt wus that
e way was clear for proceeding further, and that the situation was one of
opefulness, If the Committee 1eported favourably, then the Assembly would
| once for itself proceed to formulate Articles of belief such as it would
e prepared to accept, taking perbaps the Articles of the Committee, and
#ting and carving them, accepting, rejecting, or amending them: in its

isdom and at its discretion. Then was the time for our worthy friend Mr
. B, Fraser to strike in and give us the benefit of his counsel; and T may state
ut, personally, I would heartily welcome any sugigestiﬂn from whatever
wsrter, even thongh it contradicted my own previously-formed and expressed
minion, that would bring our hasis of Union here into harmony with the mind
f God revealed in His Word. And I think I may venture to say the same of
v fellow-committeemen.

. In reply to Dr Watt, honoured by the Church as trofessor
nd as Moderator of last Assembly, I humbly submit that his
yplanation only makes matters worse. In the first place, the
Irofessor was silent till so late as May 4, six months after the
Articles had been before the Church. It was somewhat late
n the day to declare that it was a “ preposterous delusion” to
ffirm “ that these articles were meant to be a doctrimal basis
sn which the negotiating Churches were to unite.,” That the
Articles are “ preposterous” I would readily admit; but that
here is no “delusion” as to what was Dr Gibb's intention or
hout his declarations 1s clear as noon-day. Dr Gibb and Dr
Vatt stand in irreconcilable opposition.on this vital point.
[ et anyone read Dr Gibb’s report circulated at the Assembly
and his letter already referred to, both attached hereto, and
he “ preposterous delusion ” will be seen to be Dr Watt's own.
Then, the Professor says, the Articles were “ simply meant for
eclers ”; that is the astounding thing to me and many more,
that such “feelers ” should, in the first instance, have been
' thrown out,” not by members of other Churches, but by the

“onvener of the Presbyterian Committee and the two Theo-
ogical Professors of a Preshytertan Church.  That theyv

sroved to be more than “feelers” became abundantly mani-

fest, from Dr Gibb’s heralding them through the colony, before
hey had ever come before his Assembly, as a *“doctrmnal

jasis " on which the three Committees had already agreed to
inite. Let it be remembered that Dr Gibb spoke as follows
i his way to the Assembly of these very Articles : * He was
f opinion that the Wesleyan propoesals would be approved by
he General Assembly of Presbyterians ” (‘ Daily Times,” Nov.
2 1903). (Here the “ feelers thrown out " are already * Wes-
evan’ proposals!). Let the report of the Convener of the Con-
sregational Committee already referred to (at page 4) be
horne in mind.  Further. let the fact that the Articles n
suestion, from the time they emerged from Dr Gibb's sub-
sommittee (of himself and the two Professors) un to the nre-
ent hour, have never undergone any appreciable doctrinal
shange, and then the accuracy with which the “feelers were
hrown out ” will appear as wonderful as 1t 1s significant.  And
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I will add, that if these things are duly weighed, I shall §
forgiven the ﬂersistence with which I have held to the tagkg
expounding the significance of the Articles in question, andg
insisting that the Church at large shall duly weigh what |
meant by giving carte blanche to Dr Gibb’s Committee apey
to “begmn” negotiations for an incorporating Union, and §
proceed to formulate a new doctrinal basis for the Preshs
terian, Church of New Zealand. |

In view of what lies before the Church in the near futyre
and of any proposals, under cover of “ Union,” for Creed re
vision or construction within the Presbyterian Church, tu
foregoing criticisms and facts ought to be duly weighed. Au
1t may not be useless if I emphasise as briefly as possible
some closing points.

1. First and foremost, as I have pointed out in mv Pres
bytery speech, before representatives from various Churches
can sit down together to frame a common Creed, thev must
state clearly their personal relation to Holy Scrinture. [
will be found that four-fifths of the attacks levelled against
the Westminster Confession within Presbyterian Churcnes are
due to its loyalty to Seripture as the Word of God.  Anditis
because men have altered their standpoint of regarding the
Scriptures themselves that the Confession is assailed. Would
it not be more straightforward if the critics of the Confession
should make this clear? Would it not be a work of immense
service, as being foundation work, if the critics of the Cone
fession, and the Higher Critics of the Bible, should come to-
gether and say precisely what portions of the Holy Scriptures
they regard as the Word of God, and as true, trustworthy, and
of divine authority? Some portions of Scrinture are, we ar
assured, myth and legend; our Lord mistook the true nature of
the Old Testament Scriptures which “ testified of Him.” What
“1s certainly not history” He regarded as “history.” Re
garding the Old Testament Scriptures, “ He attached Himself
to the notions of His contemporaries”! And His contem:
poraries, as we know from our contemporaries, were all wrg 7
in their notions. In short, it 1s a commonplace of the times
that great portions of Scripture are certainly only man’s word
about God, and that only an undetermined, diminishing, and ever.
varying portion is God’s Word about man; reverie and Revela:
tion are mextricably mixed. Until crit.cs are agreed on what
1s reverie and what 1s Revelation, how is i1t possible for 2
(reed, founded on Scripture, to be constructed so as honestly
to be confesed by all parties? “ The Westminster divines took
the following vow, which was read afresh every Mondav morn:
mng that its solemn influence might be constantly felt: ‘1 dg
seriously promise and vow, in the presence of Almighty God
that in this Assembly whereof I am a member, I will maintai
nothing in point of doctrine but what 1 believe to be most
agreeable to the Word of God.” One of the cardmnal repyla.
tions of the Assembly was in these words : “ What any may
undertakes to prove as necessary, he shall make good out ¢
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gripture.’” By Scripture, they meant the whole of the Old
id New Testaments.  These, they called, “the Word of
tod.” Is 1t not fair to ask the assailants of our Confession
shat portions of these Scriptures do they regard as the
levelation and Word of God?  Who are agreed and how
jany are agreed among them on the same portions? These
ire previous questions to all Creed making m the colony or
elsewhere. It is only honest to state them.

- 2. If the Creed must be Scriptural, 1t also must be intel-
igible and unambiguous. It-must be this, unless a lie 1s to

Ly

e put at the very core of the Church’s hife.  Any attempt
inder ambiguous phrases to enable men to put a different
“sense ” on the words of the Creed, to palter with the truth
n a double “ sense,” were to make the Church an organised
hypocrisy. These terrible words, terrible because true, of
Paley’'s may be set over against any attempt, however well
meant, at Creed construction, based on such lines: “ It is the
wilful deceit that makes the lie; and we wilfully deceive when
Lur expressions are not true n the sense i which we believe
the hearer to apprebend them.”

. 3. Then as to the question of long or short. You can
make it as short as you like to begin with; but just as surelv
4s men will think and act differently, and think rightly or
wrongly, will your Creed grow as the truth becomes defined
and error 15 excluded. As everyone knows, the fact that
men will reason, and not always reason correctly nor wisely,
regarding the great questions of religion. is the cause of the
existence of Creeds. Apart from the fact that the Creed is a
declaration of truth and a protest against error, and therefore
will grow 1n fulness and explicitness, just as the errors to be
suarded against multiply, the Creed, as we have already
wointed out, forms the common Law of the Church. And the
guestion now 1is, whéther vou can lay down beforehand how
long or how short that law shall be? If all men were reason-
able, no doubt the civil and ecclesiastical law would alike be

b3

“short.” But men are not all either reasonable or good.
They want “decisions,” and the more they are in earnest will:
they be determined to have them. If the Church’s law is not
full and explicit, they will come up to the ﬁssembl,y for de-
wsions. © No doubt, because her Creed is “short,” and the
“hurch may be determined to keep it “ short,” an Assembly on
weing appealed to may refuse to entertain the ques-
tion. The Assembly may play the part of Gallio, who cared for
wone of these things. The Supreme Court of the Church may
lecline to be a judge in a matter of what it deems only one
of “ words and names,” and, like Gallio, drive the disputants
from her judgment seat. But such a Church anc such an
Assembly will be suffering not from the “dead hand " of the
seventeenth century, but from the dead hand and dead head
ind dead heart of the twentieth.  But if the Assembly does
djudicate, then, in the absence of a Creed Law of the
(hurch, the personal will of each Assembly becomes the Law
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of the Church. In short, ecclesiastical tyranny woula be§
stituted for ecclesiastical law. Instead of every man by
ruled by the well-known and clearly understood Law of§
Church’s Creed, her members would be ruled by the foaf
opinions of an ever-changing Assembly, and by the knot
ecclesiastics who might hag en to rule the roost for the hoy
the Supreme Court of the Church. 1f Dr Gibb were succes
n ﬂverthmwing the Westminster Confession and substityfs
for it a “ short ” Creed like that proposed, he would estahl
unconsciously I may surely say, -an ecclesiastical tyranny.
the hrst case of controversy or of discinline under his p
Creed the question would he decided, not by an interpreta
and admimstration of an intelligible and unambiguous [a
but by the sentiments of the hour and “the leader of
house.”

It i1s a perfectly unique testimony te the unparalle
wisdom of the Westminster divines, both as statesmen g
sholars, that their creedal Law has stood unaltered i |
essential features as the law of millions of the-most earnes
enlightened, and progressive peoples of the world; and thisp
only in the Church, but in the State a's well. Everyone oy
that the Westminster Confession is the seed-plot of tne Amer
can Republic, and, by its doctrinal svstem of Calvinism andk
its representative polity, of human freedom everywhere, A
just wherever 1its Calvinism is ceasing to have its hold on §
masses are they losing real freedom and drifting downwy
beneath the tyranny of mere numbers and the dictation
mobs and “unions,” whether, ecclesiastical or civil. Of #
Calvinists, the French historian Taine, himself without ¢
lioious faith, declares: “ These men are the true heroes
England. They founded England, in spite of the corruptions
the Stuarts, by the exercise of duty, by the practice of juste
by obstinate toil, by vindication of right, by resistance
oppression, by the conquest of liberty, by the repression
vice.  They founded Scotland; thev founded the Unie
States; at this day they are, by their descendants, foundi
Australia and colonising the world.”

4. That a full, intelligible, and unambiguous Creed s
bond of union, I need not prove. A Creed of the nature.
~ that nroposed, under which so many herterogeneous elemey
could “unite,” would be no true bond of union. It woy
be a rope of sand, and the union formed by it would be
“ colourable umon” only. The union would be external on
like that of a social club, where men hold not a common fay
but “opinions” only on which they complacently “agree
differ.” Instead of forming an Evangelical Union, it would}
the charter of what the Lord Chancellor would call "a Chux
without a religion.”

5. Nor need I do more than refer to a Church’s Creed;
a means of instruction and growth. Enough has been said
this aspect of it in connection with the Theological Colles
Here the Creed proposed, as a means of instruction, is

r
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er failure. The attempt to use general exnressions, so
2t men of different “shades” of opinion may unite under
em, however well meant, is utterly destructive of the power
‘the Creed to “instruct.” This is the very thing that it de-
nes to do. Instead of giving out light, it gives ou. smoke
 the deepest problems of religion. And it would on that
count be really impossible for anyone adopting 1t to say
aat religion he had embraced. No doubt, it could be
aimed as Christian ; but Dowieites are “ Christians,” et hoc
nne genus.

“¢Defend me, therefore, commonsense,’ say I,
" “From reveries so airy; from the toil

Of dropping buckets into empty wells,

And growmg old in drawing nothing up!”

These criticisms on the vronosal for Union now before
e Church are earnestly and respectfully commended to the
msideration of Presbyterians throughout New Zealand. 1f
be true that in the midst of the msurgent pressure of all
rms of error and infidelity, to call upon us to strike down our
vmbols, 1s like calling on an army to strike down its flag in
e face of the foe, then it will be certain that the grand
inner of our fathers will not lack earnest and loyal de-
nders. From open and avowed enemies we have notnine to
ar. Our symbols have stood the test of over two hundred
d fifty years, and have, because of their own loyalty to the
ble, brought down on our fathers and upon their children
sibly the blessings of that Book as precious as they are
mumbered.

" It cannot be that the Presbyterian Church in vew Zea-
ad, when Presbyterianism was never so strong and abound-
¢ i works of faith and labours of love in every country of
e world, is to confess that she has no distinctive mission or
ture before her in New Zealand. Shall we sever ourselves
sm the past and from connection with the great Churches of
r order flourishing throughout the world? Shall we not
nclude with Dr Smith, in the glowing little book on our
eed, and several times quoted: “ With a past rich in glorious
hievement, and a present marked by world-wide extension
d triumphing missionary enthusiasm, the future of Pres-
terianism 1s radiant with promise. Who can doubt that
tough historic development, through centuries of snecial ex-
rience, through stern battles with relentless enemies, as
il as through the silent, sweeter nurture of His Love, God
g constituted our Presbyterianism one of His elect agencies
the fulfilment of that gracious nurpose which includes not
rselves only, but the whole world? May He thrill us with
s consciousness of our Divine commission and endowment.
v he give us grace, with an humble reliance on His enabling
irit, to do our part in that great and blessed work, whose
n is the universal enthronement of our common Lord, and
ase end 1s nothing less than the regeneration of humanity.”
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Now, for my friends” and brethren’s sakes,
Peace be in thee, I'll say,

And for the house of God our Lord,
I'll seek thy good alway.

In conclusion, let me say, that if 1 have written plainiy
have not written a line intentionallv to wound the feelings
any of my brethren. But if one introduces controversy, i
troversy, it must be remembered, has certam laws of |
own. And it does not alwayvs care for our feelings as its fi
concern. “It makes all the difference i1n the world,” s
Archbishop Whately, “ whether we are content to put tm
in the first place or in the second.” A due balance of try
and charity 1s a rare achievement; so that the triumph of try
shall also be the triumph of charity. I cannot hope to ha
succeeded where so many fail. |

Lovells Flat, Otago,
September, 1904.
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A Letter from Rev. W. M. M‘Pheeters, D.D.
Professor in Theological Seminary,
Columbia, South Carolina,

__ Columbia, June 23rd, 1go4.
E" P. B. Fraser,

[ovells Flat, Otago, New Zealand.

Bear Sir and Brother,—

" The paper contaming your speech on the Revision came
jto my hands some time ago. It reached me at a time when
‘was exceedingly busy, so that I did not get the opportunity
or some time to read it. 1 have read it, however, at last, and
iish to express to you my appreciation of the ability and
estness with which you have championed the cause of
that 1 believe to be essential truth. T trust that God has
with success your efforts to hold the Church true to
he teachings of His Word.

Assuring you of my deep and abiding interest in the
giruggle that you are making,

I am, vours, in the Gospel

W. M. M'PHEETERS.
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PART V.

TE— T TEI AL iEmo

UNION AND CREED REVISION.

Y —

The following address was delivered before the Presh
tery of Clutha at its meeting at Milton, on March g, 1gg
when the Remit on Union and Overture (Appendix IV.) g
vnder consideration. The Presbytery agreed not to transy
the Overture to the Synod, as, in its opinion, the objeg
sought 1in giving puplicity to the criticism of the Articles ws
sufficiently attained. On the motion of Rev. P. B. Fraser,
Presbytery unammausl}r agreed to a resolution requestmn h
Assemhly to terminate the present Union movement, and{
proceed in the direction overtured by the Presbytery m gy
when the Assembly was requested to establish an anng
Conference of representatives of Churches with a viey §
fraternal co-operation:—

Moderator and Brethren,—I do not need to make a3
apology for bringi I\? this overture and the subject of it befy
this Presbytery. Nor will I sav more than a sentence in r
ference to an attack made by Dr Erwimn in his speech f
other day before the Presbyterv of Christchurch m .u;_if
to this same matter. To say that his brethren have no bettg
motives for their opposition to this union movement than
vilest known to the human heart, personal animosity, is ng
a triumph either of truth or of charlty, and shows how poot}
equipped we all are to engage in controversy, and how, dj.
cult 1t 1s for us to practise what we preach. I will not do X
the unkindness of thinking his statement is seriously intendat
and will not waste precious time in further reference to it.
believe that Dr Erwin, on reflection, will withdraw the g
generous calumny. Meanwhile, my indictment remains g
challenged and unanswered, and it will not be weakened, myg
less refuted, by a conspiracy of 511ence I have recewed f ai
all over the Church cordial expressions of appreciation of
service I rendered by that indictment to tne cause of truth

The Standpoint.

Now, at the outset of our discussion, let me point out thy
1t 15 the common practice of advocates crf new departures {
invite you to discharge your minds of nrejudices and presy
positions, and the present has been no exception to the ryl
But this is an old controversial device, and, as a rule, it is g
less than an invitation to vou to shut vour eves and oren vop
mouth, and swallow the conclusion of your opponent withog
a too searchmg scrutiny of his nresuppositions or examma
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it his standpoint.  As Neander says in the opening paragraph
of his ‘ Life of Christ,” such an mvitation is as vain as it is dis-
pgenuous. “ We cannot entirely free ourselves from presup-
sositions—and the supposed freedom from them is but the ex-
¢hange of one set for another.”  Though we have been in-
vited to divest ourselves of what Dr Erwin calls our prejudices,
wve at all events shall be sufhciently frank to say that we shall
nake no pretence of the sort. e have our presuppositions,
yur standpoint, and Dr Erwin has his, and instead of making
, pretence to divest ourselves of them, we ought at the outset
n both sides frankly and fully to state what our »resunposi-
ions are.  This would save us from entering on vain negotia-
ions and controversy with the conclusions of which we can
ever agree.
What Is Your Standpoint ?

~ Here we have a pm(?nsal for a Union of Churches, made
iy brethren in our own Church.  Before the Church at large
ad ever been consulted, negotiations were conducted at
acredible speed, almost entirely by one man, and a Creed
srmed in the manner with which we are now familiar. But
f there had been at the outset a frank and open avowal of
resuppositions on the part of the authors of this movement,
ve should never as a Church have been in the unhappv position
e are in to-day. DBefore ever one step was taken, those
roposing union should have given——and they have not yet
wen—a full and frank disclosure of their presuppositions.
{ is perfectly idle for Dr Erwin to say that you are “simply
sked to consider whether, provided a basis of doctrine and
slity can be agreed on, you are in favour of an incorporating
mion with other Churches.” These negotiations, we know,
aust be conducted bi,r parties from our Church, and we equally
now that like ourselves, they have presuppositions. But what
)y Erwin would have us believe 1s, that they have none, or that
heirs are the same as ours. And certainly, in addition, the
arties negotiating for the other Churches will have vre-
gppositions likewise.  Are these, m the main, the same as
urs, or radically opposed? To assume that all parties have
e same presupposttions or none at all 1s as absurd as it is
jsingenuous and hy%pncritical. Yet this 1s what we are asked
ydo. No doubt, 1if vou laid on the table the written Creeds
{ the respective Churches, most of the fundamental pre-
uppositions would be the same. = And this certainly is what
on and I mean by saymg that these Churches have much in
pmmon. But while the Creeds are silent, and the parties
egin to speak, you soon discover that the sunnosed agree-
ent is of quite a different kind. Dr Erwin, for instance,
eclares of vour Confession that, “as a historical document,
35 of incalculable value as an exhibition of the sense in which
he fathers of our Church understood the Scriptures.” The
athers! Now, the fathers all died in faith, having obtained
 good report through the faith in which thev died. What
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about their sons? “I say, too,” says Dr Erwin, “withy
fear of contradiction, that there i1s a considerable departur& 0
the working faith of the Church from her historical Creed
Not to waste words, this means the sons don’t believe iy
Creed of their fathers. The serious thing is that e sop
at every induction and ordination solemnly vow that they do- f'
serious, for the sons. The statement, however, that we ar
concerned with 1s, that the * Church” does not believe he
Creed. This would be serious indeed for the Church, if §
“Church” Dr Erwin meant ordinary. commonplace DE:Gple f;
you and me. Of course, by “ Church” he only means theg
of his way of thmkmg—a ship of expression certain prp
gressive and superior persons fall into, who love to regard 3
the world as having gone after THEM. Now the Church g
speak only through her f-::mrmularzes and 1n these she profegse
to believe and adhere to the ° system of doctrine” of .55.
Westminster Cnnfessmn She has not yet, in her formy
laries, made a “considerable departure” from wat systen
And if she has not, what rlght has Dr Erwin to say that |§j
has? Therefore, by “Church” 1 say Dr Erwin can only ey
those of his way of thinking.

Rival Standpoints.

It i1s, we know, a foible of “advanced” critics to cg
their deliverances the “accepted results Df scholars”:  the
gifted men of the other school, not being * scholars,” do ..f'
count. Dr Briggs, chief of American “ sc olars,” refersm
manner to those of his own way of thinking, as if they were th
entire Church, and surely in no_complimentary terms, in by
book on Creeds as follows:—" Religion in Great Br;tam
America 15 at present m a very unsatisfactory a...f';
There 1s a wide-spread dissatisfaction with the old Theology
and the old methods of worship and Church work. At tiy
same time there is distrust and anxiety with reference .f
new theology and new measures that are pmpused by recen
theological doctors.  The ministers” (what mlmsters?} “an
not preaching the distinctive features of their own denﬂmm ':
tions, because the pec:-ple are tired of them, and will not hay
them. The ministers” (what rnlmsters?‘} “do not care ¢
preach to empty pews, and, besides, not a few of the ministen
sympathise with the1r pec}ple: in these matters. The mmlster .
(what ministers?) “are m a feverish condition.” After referen
to hot champions of the new and sturdy defenders of the g d
and the desire of the majority not to dlsturb the neace, fi
adds a sentence of signihcant weight to our little Chur
strugglhing as it 1s for a bare existence in many parts of |
colony: “There are some few who have real insight into th
sifuation, and therefore hesitate to incur the responsibili
for that dreadful theological struggle that is hable to burg
forth on the hrst exciting occasion.’ That was written ;
few years ago, and, Dr Briggs would say, it 1s truer to-da
than ever.  Then Dr Warheld, the distinguished leader j
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fmerica of the other school, wrote only the other month.
The issue is becoming an ever more and more pressing one.
feanwhile, the leaders of the Christian Churches are %ﬂﬂiﬂg
hemselves and their cause in weak compromises, and crving
Peace’ when there can be no peace. The time seems
apidly approaching when no man will find it possible longer
2 serve, here either, two masters.  Or, rather, for all dis-
erning spinits, that time is already come.” And Dr Erwin
mself declares that if the Westminster Confession of your
turch were brought into harmony with the working faith of
he “ Church "—he means those of his way of thmkine—it
ould necessitate an entire restatement of many of its
pctrines.

' What Is Dr Gibb's Standpoint ?

~ Now, in view of all these facts, i1s it not too child-like
nd bland for the worthy doctor to assure you that, m voting
ow, “ it must be borne in mind that you are not called upon
. consider any basis of doctrine or polity for the prorosed
aited Church "—only give Dr Gibb a roving commission to
eek one. That is, you are not to have presuppositions, but
) Gibb and Dr Erwin are! Dr Erwin, it 1s true, vaguely,
nd not too courageously, hints at ghis, by nibbling at pomts mn
he Confession, so that, if you did not know better, you would
iink our brother a terrible fellow. Dr Gibb’s presup-
ssitions, however, we are not entirely iguorant about; at
ast, we know what they are not—not yours, nor mine, nor
our fathers’.  If you want to know where the army 15
oving, keep in touch with the head of the column. Dr Gibb
 the head of the column—and he, to be sure, has no presup-
wsitions!  And you are to reduce yourselves to a state of
iental vacuity or imbecility, and vote as if " you were not
alled upon to consider any basis of doctrine”! *“Surely in
ain the net 1s spread in the sight of any bird ”. and yet the
hristchurch Presbytery were captured by the sophistry.
fhat you are asked to do, under cover of a vote on the ab-
ract question of Union, 1s to precipitate 1n this Presbyterian
hurch, with its handful of people, its ministers, none of them
ith the time or requisite qualifications for such a controversy,
that dreadful theological struggle” which Dr Briggs pre-
cts, and which men of any insight will strive to avert from a
mall Church like ours. To say that the question before you
Lonly the abstract question of Unton 1s to deceive you.

" Does “ Union” Mean Creed Revision from a New
| Standpoint ?

 The question before you is, first and foremost, a question
i Creed.  The popular cry of Union 1s purely a secondary
fair, and in the form that Union 1s now before you, 1t 1s little
stter than an ecclesiastical manceuvre to commit the Church
s Creed revision in the hands of Dr Gibb. Now, the fact has
y be borne in mind that the differences of standpoimnt within
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the Churches are greater than the differences between
historical Creeds of the respective Churches Has not " modes
criticismm won its battle,” as Dr Geﬂrﬁe Adam Smith declares
“and 1s not all that remains to fix the amount of the indeg
nity 2’ It is not Union, much less evangelical Union, thatis;
the air; it 1s payment that 1s demanded of the first instalme
of the indemnity to modern rationahstic criticism of the Sen;
tures. To be sure, not for the first time has rationalist
criticisin haughtily demanded from the inspired Scriptures i
mdemnity; but 1t has never been paid, and never will, save, li
Kruger’'s indemnity, for moral and intellectual damages, outy
the damaged morals and intellect of those making the clap
Why should we allow ourselves to be deceived or self-deceis
m this matter? “Can two walk together, except they j
agreed?”—agreed, first and foremost, as to their presuppog
tions? If our standpoint and persuppositions are the samg
our conclusions will be the same, and we will “ walk together
It our presuppositions are different, what is the use of enter
or negotiations that can only precipitate strife?  Are yy
brethren, or are you not, gﬂing to adopt the evolutionary pre
supposition that reduces those Old Testament Scriptures, whit
our Saviour spoke of as true history, to a bundle of fables a
“pilous” frauds—i.e., frauds about God? Are vou to adog
the evolutionary speculation about man which maﬁes him me
sinned against than a sinner? Are you, on a side issue, to p
cipitiate strife on these subjects that strike at the very hea
of the Christian faith—I mean the Christian faith of yo
fathers? With these antagonistic radical presuppositions
how can 1t be for you a question of Union? For Bniﬂn 4
never be between the evolutionary presupposition and fh
creative presupposition of your fathers. The only question
when, and where, and in what Church the cleavage is to come
Shall we precipitate it here and now? When that cleayag
comes, vou will have the Smiths on one side and tue Geors
Mathesons on the other; some unfortunates, no doubt, wil}
found 1n the middle, getting the fire from both sides, in hajf
way houses of temporary and uncertain rest.  The eyl

tionary presupposition now being applied to the origin of
Scriptures and the origin of man is a presupposition native {
the Euman heart, and, in varinus forms, is as old as the hifs
In so far as it is received in its consequences, it is bringin
theological and spiritual paralysis on some of the best hog
of the Church—for, having no Gospel, it simply can’t |
“ preached.” Regarding this theory, Dr George Matheso
whose name is revered throughout Saxondom as a spirity
seer and scholar of the first rank, says: “ My theological syg
pathies are m favour of breadth, but not of negation. Ias
as broad as broad can be, but a broad positive. I have s
sympathy with the negative movement of Robertson Smith
The Bible i1s real history, not myth. The critical movemer
bas done a great deal of harm. I have no sympathy with th
Higher Criticism. T wrote a book to show that evolution, j
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fige, is quite compatible with orthodoxy, but I have since
pme to the conclusion that evolution is not true. I have no
sore fear of it than I ever had, but I am quite convinced that
i, say, 1023, it will be an exploded heresy.” And yet it is
eally in the interests of this evolutionary speculation on the
ngin of man and of Scripture that, under cover of evangelical
mon, the indemnity is now demanded. “ And consequently ”
_in the words of one the ring of whose voice you w%!ll recog-
e we are told we ought to give up vart of our old-
ashioned theology to save the rest. We are in a carriage on
he steppes of Russia.  The horses are being driven furiously,
af the wolves are close upon us. There they are! Can you
ot see their eyes of fire? The danger is pressing. at
just we do? It is proposed to throw out a child or two. By
he time they have eaten the baby we shall have made a little
eadway; but should they agam overtake us, what then? Why,
rave mar, THRGW OUT YOUR WIFE. ‘All that a man hath
vill he give for his life’; give up nearly every truth in the ho-e
f saving one. Throw out inspiration, and let the critics
evour it. Throw out election and all the old Calvinism; here
4l be a dainty feast for the wolves, and the gentlemen who
jve us the sage advice will be glad to see the doctrines of
race torn limb from limb.  Throw out natural depravity,
ternal punisment, and the efficacy of prayer. We have
phtened the carriage wonderfully. Now for another drop.
ACRIFICE THE GREAT SACRIFICE! Have done with the Atone-
ient! Brethren, this advice 1s villainous, and murderous; we
i}l escape these wolves with everyvthing, or we will be lost
ath everything. It will be the ‘truth, the whole truth, and
othing but the truth.” We will never attempt to save half the
ruth by casting any part of it away. The sage advice which
as been given us mvolves treason to God, and disappoint-
ent to ourselves. We will stand by all or none. e will
ave a whole Bible or no Bible. We are told that if we give
p something the adversaries will also give up sometmng; but
je care not what they will do, for we are not the least afraid
f them. They are not the imperial conquerers aey think
hemselves. The truth of God we will retain AS THE TRUTH
F GoD, and we shall not retain it because the nuilosophic
ind consents to our doing so. God being with us, we shall
ot cease from this glorying, but will hold the whole of re-
galed truth, even to the end.” These ringing words of per-
aps the greatest preacher of the Gospel since the Apostle of
he Gentiles are as true as when before his death C. H. Spur-
eon uttered them. And that being so, we will now ask, with
alorave, “Can time undo what once was true?” The ques-
jon then before the Church is not the merely abstract aues-
on of evangelical Union; neither is it, as Dr Erwin would
ke out, merely such questions as the breadth of the inten-
jon of Atonement, though he himself preaches every Sunday
¢hen he preaches regeneration by the will of the S-irit of
jod, a “ limited” “ application” of it (John i, 13). The ques-
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t:zon now 1s, whether there 1s Atonement, or need of Atonemes
at all. It 1s not a qustion of a long Creed or a short one
broad or narrow, thick or thin, but a question of the Church
attitude to her whole faith; whether her SYSTEM of doctrine.
true or false.

The Value of Single Doctrines,

To drop from a written Creed, because it may be a barre
to Union between brethren, an Article of Faith which,
true, 1s not fundamental, 1s a proposal well worth the con
sideration of our brethren in all the Churches; and this we ar
ready to consider, whenever the time arrives for skilled ang
reverent and careful hands to pour the old wine over into frest
wineskins.  This, however, 1s a totally distinct position f 0
asking us to drop a fundamental Article, or even a subsidian
Artrcle, because we now allege it to be false. For, as Bj ol
Westcott says, and every intelligent man knows: “Qxg
DOCTRINE mapy influence a system. A characteristic opiniop
on one pomt will be seen to re-appear in many unexpected
ways through the whole system of doctrine to which it be.
longs.” And if that is true of one doctrine, how much mor
of the system and substance of it? And if time can’t unds
what once was true, therefore what time HAS UNDONE of
and doctrine was never true; for ours is a historical relioion g
revelation of fact and doctrine, not a religious philosophy,
Let us beware, then, of droppine out, piecemeal, the syh
stance of our faith; lest presently we make the appalling dis
covery that the great river that has slaked and satished the
thirst of mankind for thousands of years, not only has ceased
to flow, but has never been. Then you shall have presenter
to you the tragic, pathetic, incredible, and impossible conge.
quences of a false presupposition, such as the Aspotle pre.
sented to his brethren, when thev, too, like ourselves, were
under dominance of a false presupposition; “then” (if yog
presupposition be true, said he) “they also that are falley
asleep in Christ have perished.” And he did not, like ouf
polite moderns, who would have a Creed “broad” enough for
everbody, hold true and false doctrine simnlv as regrettable
differences of “opinion” or “views” among brethren. Hg
declared that, if the evolutionary presupposition of His day
was true: " Yea, and we are found (as a consequence) falss
witnesses of God.”

The Coming Conflict on the Credibility, Sufficiency, and
Sovereignity of Scripture.

It 1s not therefore the innocently abstract question o
evangelical Union that is before the Church in this present
movement; it is whether you are to precipitate within what i
practically only a missionary Church still living in tents, with:
out the time or adequate scholarship for such a task, that
“dreadful theological struggle” which Dr Briggs predicts is
coming on all Churches, and which Dr Warheld assures usis
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gven now at the doors. *“ Now we seem to have drawn near to
& critical pomnt in the history of revelation, at least as far as
the English-speaking races are concerned,” wrote Bisnop
Westcott in the book last from his hand. And if Dr Warfield
may speak for America, and Bishop Westcott for England,
they are corroborated by the ablest living theologian of
Scotland, Professor James Orr, in his recent work on “ The
Progress of Dogma.” “There are not wanting signs,” he
says, ' that we are on the eve of new conflicts "-—and, let me
remmd vou, “conflict” 1s “ controversy ” become acute—“m
which new solvents will be applied to Christian doctrines, and
which may prove anxious and testing to many who do not
realise that Christian faith in every age must be a battle.
That battle,” he declares, “ will have to be fought, if I mistake
not, in the first instance, round the fortress of the worth and
authority of the Holy Scriptures.”  Yes, that is the issue
raised by this new movement. The question of a limited
Atonement! and sacramentarianism!  Brethren, if the Old
Testament Scriptures are a book of “cunningly-devised
myths” (2 Peter 1, 16), our Saviour believed the myths, and
could not distinguish the fabulous from the authentic, nor the
forgery from the genuine writing. And if that is so, if the
Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments are not true, trust-
worthy, and of divine authority, vour theological disputes
about the length and breadth of the Atonement, or about
priestly caste, or any Chrnistian doctrine whatsoever, are but
the bickerings of bats and owls and crows in the dark loft of
a cathedral steeple. The busy world will go its way and leave
vou. If, then, these mighty issues, these foundation pre-
suppositions, are being raised by this abstract question of
qnfon, are there not men of real insight in our midst who wil
hesitate, as Dr Briggs says, to precipitate that “dreadful
theological struggle” precisely at a place and time when it
¢an do the maximum mischief with the least conceivable good?
If, however, our brethren are determined to raise these oues-
tions, we demand that thev raise them on their merits, in a
straightforward manner. On our part, we shall not show the
weakness of panic by exhibiting a feverish haste. Professor

[ames Orr, N answer to an inquiry as to the position of

matters in Scotland, wrote to America only last month: “ My
impression 1s that among the great mass of our ministers and
seonle faith in the great evangelical verities stands unshaken,
and that the ‘new theology’ is not GENERALLY in favour.”
That, [ believe, would be an accurate estimate of the position
i New Zealand. Buat if we do not exhibit a feveris.. panic,
neither shall we show a lukewarm indifterence to the truth as

it is in Jesus, nor for our weak brother for whom He died.

The Basis of True Union.

Now, just because this i1s a question of Creed revision,
fid not primarily a question of Union, I have not allowed my-
elf space in the brief time at my disposal to discuss the in-
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nocently abstract question of true evangelical Union on the
lines of the historical Creeds. If Union ever comes, it will
come along the lines of these Creeds. And it 1s only as Unim
comes along the lines of these Creeds that 1t can serve it

heir to the evangelical name and heritage. If cleavage comes,
as come it may at any time, it will come along tue lines i
dicated by Professor Orr. But may I not venture briefly tg
say on what lines, even by way of the historical Creeds, Unigy
never will come. Until the happy time come when all shall
know, from the least to the greatest, the world 1s not likely o
do without written Creeds—those skins that hold the wine.

Not on Negations of Doctrine.

Union meanwhile, then, will never come by negatio

merely, for this is to pour out the wine by stribping your Creé
to the lowest terms, so as to mclude everybody on what is the
lowest common ground; for this were to reject Christ as
Absolute King and Head of the Church, whose teaching i
intelligible and whose Word 1s law, and place on His tarone 3
limited monarch, or president, elected by nopular show of
hands. And, be it remembered, that if He prayed for unity,
He also prayed that His people might be sanctified through
the truth. That being so, they cannot have too much of it,
1t 1s by this process of reducing vour Creed to its lowest
terms, to the level of the man in the street, that all distﬁmﬁ
tively Christian truth has vanished from your public education,
To be sure, we are commanded by the Apostle of the Gentiles.
to “receive him that i1s weak in the faith”; and this we shall.
do; but that is another thing from “receiving” also hig
“weak ” faith. If he has not attained to a like orecious faith
with us, we are not going, if he 1s “ weak” i his theological
upper storey, to make his weakness the measure of the truth
to which we have bheen permitted to attam. And the same
Apostle’s inspired counsel is: “ Whereto we have already at-
tained, by that same rule, let us walk.” Has it not been said
of certain German divines that they escaped the shipwreck of
faith “ only in their shirts 7?2 At the rate we are gomg, and i
the direction we are asked to move, I doubt whether our shirts
will be left to us, and whether we shall not be found, withiy
a year or two, hid among the trees of the ecarden, in the
primitive theological nakedness of natural rehigion.  But,
brethren, we shall not throw away our theological wineskins,
lest we, with unskilled hands, spill the precious wine; we shall
keep our theological garments, for of them it may be said, as
of those garments of God's people in the wilderness, after
forty vears’ wear and tear: “ Your clothes are not waxen old
unon you, and thy shoe 15 not waxen old upon thy feet.” This
is more than can be said of the “ working faith,” the “ workime
clothes,” of our new theological doctors. These never suffer
from age at all events; why should they, when Germany cas
turn out new “ fashions ” every decade?
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Nor on External Conformity.

Neither is it along the lines of a dead uniformity, waether
f Creed or polity, that Union will come. {t is contrary to the
analogy of God’'s world of nature, among plants, among
animals, or among men. There1s diversity amidst unity; and
unity is found not in a monotone, but in a harmony. Each of
the branches of the Church of Christ adds a distinctive note to
the harmony, though at times the distinctive note, owin~ to
the individual or denominational egotism, never so out

of place as now, and more and more receding, may cause a

dr

Jar, or even a scandal; but 1s this because there is too much
of the truth that sanctifies, or too little of the charnty that
Nor on Compromise of Truth.

~ And finally, one thing 1s certain, never along the lines of
tompromise, as 15 NOW proposed, will Union come. This would
be for us not only to make fresh wineskins, but to make new
wine. It was this beginning of miracles that Jesus did mn
Cana of Galilee when He made the wine, and manifested
forth His glory; and His disciples believed on Him. And when
the new theological doctors can repeat this beginnme of
miracles, and manifest their glory, no doubt their disciples
will believe on them. A distinguished American divine,
George Dana Boardman, D.D., has just written a fine book on
iThe Church and the Unification of Christendom.” You will
apree with every word of the following paragraph: Never,”
he says, “can ‘the Church unify herself by compromise.
This,” he says m a sentence that will be remembered, “is
2 mistake of those unfortunates who are afflicted with cardiac
h 1:1;1-::»}:11&1';.r or diseased enlargement of the heart. Com-
oromise,” he continues, “is often right in matters of licy
or method. Compromise 1s always wrong in matters of prin-
ciple or duty. Truth abhors compromise as lioh. abhors
darkness. Truth advances her kingdom by affirmation, not bv
evasion; by victory, not by surrender. If there is mn all this
world a sacred right, it is the right of every human beine to
have his own moral convictions. If there 1s in all the world
2 sacred responsibility, 1t 1s the res onsibility which every
human being has before his God and before his fellows for
those convitions. If there is in all the world a sacred oblicra-
tion, it is the obligation which rests on every human being to
be true, at whatever cost, to those convictions. For the man

who is willing to surrender his own convictions for the sake of
unity is a man whose convictions for the sake of unity, or of
anything, are to be distrusted. For he who begins with being
false to himself will end with being false to everybody else.
Moreover, the unity which 1s brought about by compromise is
not unity at all; it 1s only a weak, sentimental, flabby umi-
formity. The boneless, pulpy compromiser, like a composite

otograph in which every sign of individuality 1s merged,
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looks remarkably kind, and also remarkably weak. No,unifs
cannot be secured by compromise.”

Fraternal Co-operation and a Federal Union.

These sentiments of Dr Boardman, as admirably ey
pressed as they are sound and Scriptural, will commend the i
selves to this Presbytery, and to the Synod of Otago :
Southland which adopted unanimously the overture I moved
I 1902, that the Assembly should take steps for estab.ashing
an annual Conference or other Association of Christiag
Churches—ALL Christian Churches—which would make for
practical co-operation of Christian Churches in the present,
and which, without the sacrifice of truth to charity or of
charity to truth, but with the triumph of both, would, in the
providence of God, make for an ultimate fusion of Christiap
denominations into a zealous and powerful National Church
of New Zealand. That line of action commended itself alike
to the judgment of Presbytery and Synod, and the principles
I have set forth above will, T venture to believe, commenaé

themselves not only to this Presbytery, but to the Church a
large. I am persuaded that if they had had due weight

the mitial stages of this present Union movement, which is
primarily a movement for Creed revision in the interests of the
rationalistic tendencies favoured in some quarters, there would
never have arisen this present situation. A frank statement
by the movers in regard to their working faith ”—that is,
their persuppositions as to the system of doctrine of the West.
minster Confession, and as to the truthfulness, trustworthi.
ness, and divine authority of the Holy Scriptures—would ﬂ'é
once have revealed such radical differences of standpoint that
1t would have rendered a common expression of doctrine im3
possible, save on the principle, or want of principle abnorrent
to the truth, of using words, as appears m the new Creed, of
an ambiguous, evasive, and conseauently misleading, import,
This, if it were done deliberately, would be an agreement tg
decewve. And if ignorantly, we ask, with the Apostle, “ Even
things without life giving a voice, whether pipe or harn. if they
giwve not a distinction in the sounds, how shall it be known
what is piped or harped? For if the trumpet give an uncertaiy
voice, who shall prepare himself for war?” If we cannot agree
on common presuppositions, we cannot agree on a commo

expression of the consequences of them. If you have g

new wine, why, of course, by all means hasten to nut 1t ink
rew wineskms. Do not put it into the skins of Westminster:
for all you have got of Westminster and the “ evangelical
succession ” are the skins—and the fine Westminster aromal
But the wine itself is gone. We hold no brief for the skins of
Westminster, but we do relish the Westminster wine
we not agreed, therefore, to speak the truth that we have
learned in unambiguous terms, as we stand by the Word of
God, in the inspired Scriptures of the Old and New Testa-
ments?  And we care for no inspiration that oves us a
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Ebulous history of revelation, or a history of anything that
"« less than true. We have cast anchor, therefore, on the
truthfulness, trustworthiness, and divine authority of the
Holy Scriptures, and there, with God's help, we mean to
abide. If that truth be lost, all is lost. Our “ Union” and
aumbers, our learning and wealth and religious nhilosophies
will avail us nothing.  And, finally, without hastily forming
2 mechanical Union, founded on negations and compromise,
shall we not, as the best contribution we, at all events, can
make to the Universal Church of Christ, strive to make our
Presbyterian Zion more than ever worthy of her noble an-
cestry and inheritance?  Has any Church for her size a

“Therefore 1 wish that peace may still
Within her walls remain,

And ever may her palaces
Prosperity retain.”
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APPENDIX L

AN INQUIRY INTO THE ORIGIN AND SANCTION OF “THE ARTICLE]
OF THE FAITH.”

The following Letters appeared in the ‘Otago Daily Times’ :—

[ November 26, 19031
DR GIBE'S REPORT ON UNION.
TO THE EDPITOR,

Sir,—1 ask permission, through your cclumns, to say what 1 was in progs
of saying when I was interrupted by the Rev. Dr Gibb in the Assembiy Jug
week. Dr Gibb, referring in his speech on union to conferences held duri
year between the Wesleyan and Presbyterian Conumittees, made the followip
statement : —* These Committees had had a number of meetings, and though i
was not proposed at this stage to submit the articles of faith drafted, be, degrd
to call the Assembly’s attention to the magnificent fact that the Methodist ayf
Presbyterian Churches had been able to see absolutely eye-to-eye in regard
the doctrines believed in by both Churches.” Further on in your report of g
proceedings we find this:—“Dr Gibb: 1 said there was unity hetween th
Committees,—Rev, P, B. Fraser: I am prepared to question that unanimiy!
And Jater, when I proceeded to question the alleged unanimity, I was inte
rupted by Dr (3ibb on the pretence that 1 was discussing the articles, which ]
never intended to <o, but te discuss Dr Gibb’s assertions about the articls

Now, what I was prevented from saying when I was interrupted was thy
I wished to point ont that Dr Gibb's * magnificent fact” that the " Methodst
and Presbyterian Churches bad been able to see absolutely eye-to-eye in regard
to the doctrines believed in by both Churches” is not a fact, but contrary g
fact, and it is wery unfortupate that at "thizs preliminary stage soch upwyp
ranted statements should be made by Dr Gibb even in the heat of the momeng
Being & member of the (Committee, and taking a keen interest in the mop
ment, I am in a position to speak as a competent witness as to What 1im
Committee has done at the meetings I attended, as well as its convener, I
(+ibb. T content myself at this point with ﬂnntrqdictinga:hiﬂ assertion of i
{1ibb’s. The Presbyterian Committee, as a committee, not itself come 3y
any agreement on the articles in question. Therefore, for Dr Gibb to ass
that there is “unity between the Committces™ is, to say the least, widl
inaccurate. E:

8o far I have referred only to Dr Gibb’s speech,  The following mes
guarded statement is from his report: “In compliance with their instructios
vour Uommittee, in co-operation with the Committees of the other Churcje
has held several meetings, at which the question of a suitable creed has hea
under consideration, and a number of the articles of faith have been framed
But being persuaded that if any real advance is to e mad
in  the matter the advance must be slow, and the my
of the whole Church ascertained at each step, vour Committee deems it jner
pedient to submit these articles to the Assembly at this stage.” This sty
ment obviously is more guarded than Dr Gibb's speech, and if he had kept g
the tenor of his report he would not bave forced me into the position 4
having to give so pointed a contradiction to the assertion of his speech. |y
his report he says merely (1) “a number of avticles of faith wave pre
FRAMED " ; (2) “the Committee deems it inexpedient to submit these ariide
to the Assembly at this stage.” There is nothing here about the Committess
having “adopted™ anv article of faith, much less “the avticles™ yoferred 4
in  Dr Gibb’s speech;  there is nothing about any unity §
the Committee or about anyv unity with the Methodist . Cog
mittee on thece articles—on the contrary, the fact is, it was unanimogsh
agreed in the Jast meeting of the Preshyterian Committee to report fo th
Assembly that consideration of articles of faith was not  sufficiently matyrsd?
for them to be laid before the Assembly. T have szearched Dr Gibb's repm
in vain for this declaration; and as he in his speeeh has made a statement g
much at variance with fact, T feel compelled also to draw attention tp b
report, which it is trme is more guarded than his speech, for while his spech
errs much in excess his report errs rather in defect. |
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~ Qbviously this matter is of the deepest interest not only to Presbyterians,
jut to Methodists and Congregationalists as well; and nothing is {0 be gained
st union or the cause we all have at heart by a wrong impression being
meated in the mind of the Church at large as to the actual progress of
lations.

" I do not know whether Dr Gibb has returned to Wellington. Probably he
his. Consequently I need scarcely remind readers of this note to suspend all
judgment in the matter until Dr Gibb has an opportunity to explain or to
Gorrect me on any point. I hope those specially interested will keep my
lotter by them for reference.—I am, etc.

P. B. FRASER.

Lovell’s Flat, November 24.

[December 17, 1903.]
PRESBYTERIAN AND METHODI=ST UNANIMITY.
TO THE EDITOR. '

. Sir,—The Rev. P. B. Fraser has sent me a copy of your issue of the 26th
alt. containing a letter from him on the question of the uvammity of the
Presbyterian and Methodist Committees in the matter of the Articles of the
Faith, to which reference was made by me when addressing the General
Assembly on the subject of Church union. I should not have thought it worth
while replying to this letter, especially so long after the date of its appear-
auce in your columns, but Mr Fraser, as | judge from his private communica-
tions, is extremely anxious that I should. Here, then, as briefly as possible,
the facts :—

1. At a meeting of the Union Committee held early in the year I sub-
mitted certain Articles of the Faith prepared for the Presbyterian Church of
Eagland some time ago, and commended these as a suitable basis for a doctrinal
tatement that might meet the needs of a united Church. The Committee went
wver the articles one by one, and though no definite pronouncement was made
i any one of them, the majority were regarded with favour, only a few being
foled out for criticism as unlikely to be accepted by the Methodists and Con-
rerationalists. Finally, it was resolved that a Committee, consisting of Drs
Yatt, Dunlop, and myself should be appointed to go carefully into the articles
+d make such alterations as .we might deem desirable. It was also resolved
dat the articles thus revised should be printed and & copy sent to each of

he members of the General Committee.

" 0 The sub-conmittee met and performed its task with absolute unanimity.
he articles were revised, altered, printed, and forwarded to the members
i the Committee. At the same time a number of copies were sent to the
fethodist and Congregational Committees, with a request that they should
ke them into careful consideration and come to a definite finding anent them.
- 3 After due interval the Presbyterian Committee met and adopted about
Wl of the articles as they came up from the sub-committee, with a very
aw and unimportant alterations. The work of revision was not completed on
his occasion, because arrangements had been made for the attendance of the
fathodist and Congregational Committees at a cerfain hour in the afternoon,
-1 when that hour arrived the Preshyterian Committee had to desist.

4 The three Committees (Presbyterian, Methodist, and Congregational)
ien proceeded to cover the ground that had been traversed by the Preshy-
wian Committee—i.e., they examined about one-half of the articles, The
anerecationalists suggested various amendments which were not carried, but
'« Mothodists and Preshyterians saw eye to eye.  The former suggested only
kL slight verbal alterations in the articles as they had been adopted by the
eshvterians. These alterations were accepted, and, as far as this meeting is
ancerned, greater umanimity could not have existed.

" 5 Before the next meeting of the united Committees took place I had
ot for Wellington. I handed over the business to Dr Dunlop, instructing him
o arrange for @ meeting as soon as possible, at which the three Committees
Lanld deal with the remaining articies as the first half had already been
s}t with. In due course I received a report of this meeting, with the articles
. they had been by it adopted. It appeared that this second wnited meet-

1.1 been as unanimous as the first.
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6. The Methodist Committee that had thus far co-cperated with the Preshy
terian and Congregational was a committee local to Dunedin. The Centra
Methodist Committee was situated at Christchureh, with the Rev. H. Bul 4
its convenor. I had been in .correspondence with him all along the line, Som.
time before the meeting of the Assembly I ascertained that the Centy
Methodist Committee approved of every jot and tittle of the work that haf
been done by their Dunedin Committee in co-operation with our own and the
Congregaticnal. -

7. It thus appears that there was, as I said to the Assembly, a wondery
and profound unanimity between the Methodist and Preshyterian Committes
The articles had been adopted by both witheut the slightest jar or discord
difference of any kind. And this being so, I had them printed in the repp
which I submitted to the Assembly’s Committee during the recent session g
that body. When the Committee met, however, it was speedily apparent thy
there was no unanimity on the question of submitting the articles to i
Assembly at this juncture. Tt was accordingly resolved to withhold them s
to ask the Assembly merely to send down to Presbyteries and sessions the
general question whether they were in favour of negotiating with i
Methodists and Congregationalists for a union of the Churches. Personally,
was disappointed with this finding, though I offered no opjposition, and ji
in with it heartily enough as the line of the least resistance. Bub the fas
stands that there was, and, as far as anything to the contrary vet appears,
there still is, unanimity between the Preshyterian and Methodist Committes
on the question of these Articles of the Faith. Mr Fraser, indeed, informed
the Committee that he could mot agree with this article and the nest, by
the articles were not discussed, or, rather, rediscussed. What conclusions (}
Committee would have come to if a rediscussion 'had taken place Mr Praw
knows just as little as I do. What I do know is that the Mothodist ad
Presbyterian Committees at every mmeeting at .which they considered thes
articles were in profound agreement.

I have written this letter with oreat reluctance. Tt is not of geneny
interest, and the columns of the Daily Times’ are hardly the place for the
settlement of differences of opinion between me and Mr Fraser. But perhaps
the letter will serve to throw inte clearer relief the very remarkable vnanimng
that exists between these two Churches, once =o far apart in the matter g
doctrine. Union may come in our time and it may not, but it is comine
The Churches, as the author of that fine book *Ourselves and the Universa®
says, “will detach themselves more and more from the divisive elements i
their separate formularies to unite on the deeper life beneath.”  Practiy
identity of belief and life must issue in outward union.

May I, through you, say to Mr Fraser that I shall not reply to any
further letter he may send to you on the question he has raized? T hap
said my say, and life is too short for controversy of this kind. If it were the
question of union, that would be another matter.—I am, etec.,
JAMES GIBB,

Wellington, December 10.

[Janvary 5, 1904]
REV. DR GIBB'S * EVANGELICAL™ UNION.

THE NATIONAL “EVANGELICAL” CHURCH OF NEW ZEALAND,
TO THE EDITOR.

Sir,—There are three things Presbyterian people are anxious to have fil
and clear and accurate information about at present. They are:—(1) Have th
members of the Assembly’s Union Committee unanimously adopted Dr Gibb)
new creed. (2) If not unanimously, who are the persons that haye asseniw
to that creed, and are responsible for its now being before three Churches a
the creed of the Union Committee of the Presbvterian Church? (3} What
this new creed? What is its attitude te the Presbyterian creed, to the Re
formiation docfrines, to the Clatholic faith of Cbristendom?

These are questions of importance, and the first two were raised by m
in the Assembly, and in my letter of the 26th of November. To that lettes
after three weeks' delay, Dr Gibb says he has replied “ with great reluctance,
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geavse, from private communications with him, he says he judged 1 was
exiremely anxious” he should I'EP]{. My private communications took the
prm of two telegrams, sent for obvious reasons, the first after a week's
fpiny, asking if he had scen my letter and whether he intended to reply, {o
fich he made answer that he had not seen it. The second, stating that a
Times’ had been sent, made the same inquiry, to which he made answer ke
ywobably would reply. There was, therefore, no anxiety whatever expressed
i implied that Dr Gibb should honor me with his notice.  The manner and
one, somewhat “’igh and ‘aughty,” of his reply perhaps indicate that Dr
Gibbs recent “honours” bhave not had sufficient fime to become quite assimi-
ted to the genial nature he shows to his friends.

D Gibb replies that net only is his statement correct that the Assembly's
hmmittee unanimously adopted the articles; but in the face of my letter ie
sill affirms: “ But the fact stands that there was, and, as far as anything fo
the contrary yet appears, there still is, unanimity between Presbyterian and
fethodist ittees on the question of these articles of the fafth.” My
spposition apparently does not count; and as, {ike the rest of the members,
“am only a cipher to Dr Gibb's integer, one protestant more or less does
ot bresk the “wonderful and profound wnanimity hetween the Methodist
mid Preshyterian Committees,” It is, indeed, wonderful and most profound!
- There are two methods, available to everyone, by which the value of Dr
ibi's assertions may be tested. There is the new creed itself, If there
s profound umanimity in the Presbyterian  Committee, the Committee
appily are all living and can be produced. It is plainly not a creed that
.“""l, or ¢onld ever be composed, for any purpose immediate or remote, save by
wn who atached but the slenderest if any weight to the principal doetrines
§ the Presbyterian Church or of the Reformed Faith, and tha't must be the
pinion of the vast majority of the Union Commiitee, alleged to be profoundly
manimous in recommending its adoption to three Churches. This new creed,
it it be borne in mind, while professing to be based on the articles of the
reshvterian Church of England, eliminates from those articles the Reforma-
on doctrines of the origin of the living races of mankind, of the Fall, of the
anpbation of mankind by Satan, of the origin of sin, of ndtive depravity, of
o Atonement, of justification by faith seolely on the ground of Christ’s per-
i obedience and atoning sacrifice, of the election of UGrace, of regeneration,
of Christian perseverance, and of eternal pumishmertt. Here is a creed in
hich not one shred, not if you search with a microscope, and if you make
chemical analysis, not w trace of distinctively Presbyterian doctrine is left;
il the Christian people of New Zealand are asked fo believe that it has been
menimousty adopted by fthe Union Committee of the Presbyterian Church of
tow Zealand.  To recite the names of the Union Committee from the
[sembly’s “ Proceedings of 19027 is to banish Dr Gibb's glowing vision of
profound unanimity 7 dnte the limbo prepared from the foundation of the
sorld for ecclesiastieal faivy tales without hope of a second resurrection.
Tore they are :—“ Revs. H. Kelly, W. G. Dixon, 1. Jolly, J. Patercon, J. K.
Hiott, J. M'Kenzie, J. H. MacKenzie, J. . Smith, G. Lindsay, W. Hewit-
an. P. B. Fraser, D. Dutton, A. Cameron, Dr Watt, Dr Dunlop, J. Chisholm,
2 R M. Sutherland, J. Gibb; Messrs J. G. W. Aitken, R. Glendining, A.
> Borg, W. H. Adams, G. Reid, D. A. M'Nicoll,” and Dr Erwin added ot
he first meeting of committee.  Here are twenty-five names of well-known
en, twenty-four if you exclude Rev. H. Kelly as having left for the Australian
hurch. Does anybody, having the least acquaintance with these men, beliove
will nét say a “unanimous assent,” but the assent of a majority, nay, of
respectable minority, of these brethren was ever obtained kvowingly to Dr
ihb's new creed?  Personally, though a member of ‘this same Committee,
have not heard one sipele member, except ,Dr Gibb, who has distinetly ex-
sessed approval of it, and such as T have come in contact with have expressed
e very reverse. Consequently, T am just as anxious to know as the (Church
¢ large is who are ‘l‘h&i'[]:*rﬁmﬁ forming this “unanimous ™ Presbyterian Com-
iitee. By simply taking this new creed in your band and going to any
f these gentlemen and asking them: Did you, and ds you, give vonr
sont to this thing? you will discover how “wonderful and profound” is
o Presbyferian unanimity. That s one wav—available to everybody—in
dich Preshyterians anxious to know who of their number have assented o
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this creed may profitably ingnive and learn who constitutes this * unanimgg
Committee, and when aud woere they ever met.

But that method of inguity brings im the meris ol the new creed. A
there is ancther way, equaly open to all, without bringing in the merits g
the new creed, i which wquiry may be conducted, and thav is fo investig
the huistory of its production as related by Dr Gibb.  The new creed mug
have been as orthodox as it John Knox were convener, but that would hapg
justify Jobn Knox in saying that 1t was unanimously adopted, after caren
consideration, by the Umon Committee, unless in point of fuct it was. T
the new creed were a true creed and shone with its own light, it would 5
much mmatter, so far as the creed itself is concerned, whether it was nnssimog
adopted or adopted by a majority of the Commsittee, or only by Dr G
himself.  £o noble a production would shed the lustre of dts glory oy g
who claimed a share in dts “inspiration” and composition, and wowld e
conviction with its own weight.  And, therefore, honour should have by
given where honour 1s due, and the exact number and the names of g
Union *“ Committee” who bave unanimously assented fo this new g
ghould have been given from the first.  DBut, apparently, Dr Gibb’s theuq
that a part 1s equal to the whele (1f he is in the pert), or might beg
ghe whole, as a little leaven leaveneth ihe whole lump. A deeble defenee g
this theory may possibly be sought in the fact that a mere quorum of o
administrative Commitiee whose functions are strictly limited by . regulatipg
is called the Conmmittee, but few, 1 imagine, will justify the convener of
large special Committee calling a selected coterie a unanimous Commitiee,

Let Presbyterians then mvestigate the history of the Assembly’s (y
mittee az related by Dr Gibb. To my statement n my letier that *
Presbyterian Committee, as A coMMiTTEE, has not itself come to any age
ment. o the articles in %ﬂ%ﬁtiﬁn,” Dy Gibb does not allude, and has 5‘
reply. Not only has he not contradicted it, but the truth of it can b
demonstrated from his own letter.  Maore than dhat, T will now add g
demonsirate that, se far from his articles having recelved “the carveful wy
sideration of the Presbyterian Committee,” that Commitee, as & commitiu
never so much as had a chance to consider the ar'ticles on their merits. Hp
are the stages given by Dr Gibb in his letter: —

1. The first meeting of the Assembly’s Committee was called in Dunedi
as ds usual, at such date and hour as would naturally suit the convener. (8
the twenty-four members named above, there were present—as far g
recollect—the following :—Revs. W. Hewitson, D. Duftton, A. Cameron, i
Watt, Dr Dunlop, J. Chisholm, Dr Gibb, Dr Erwin, P. B. Fraser, and ¥
A, C. Begg—that is, ten out of twenty-four members. It was quite evides
¥he members were not prepared, and, indeed, were very much averse, to
sider a definite move before they had made up their minds to any lne ¢
action whatever. There were some previous questions to be discussed
setiled, and this the Committee as a whole never once had the chanee to du
Dr Gibb, however, represented that he had the articles -}irepared by a Com
mittee, of which Dr Dykes was convener, and adopted by the Preshyteriy
Church of England as their ereed; and that as Dr Frwin and I had com
a consdiderable distance to atitend the meeting, he might read them; w1
he himself records, “ no definite pronouncement was made on any one of them!
“TFinally,” he says, “it was resolved that a Committee consisting of Drs Wa
Dunlop, and Gibb should he appointed to go carvefully into the arbicles
make snch alterations as they might deemy desirable.” If minutes of 8
Committee contain this statement, I accept it; but my recollection is th
authority was neither asked for nor given to any sub-committee “fo mak
such alterations as they might deem desirable.” Nor was I aware that 1
Gibb was, as he might well have been, convener of the sub-committee. Th
professors appeared to be much averse to having anything to do with it. end
was only on the understanding, I took it, that no changes were to he mads
save those specified at the meeting, that they undertook the work at glf
and T should he much surprised if they had asked for ‘the responsibility ¢
accepted it if laid upon them by a “committee” -of the kind, to overhaul fh
whole Christian Faith on behalf of the Preshyterian Church of New Zealind
The changes spoken of were merely for the sake of future comparicon, a
relorred to two articles. Tt was agreed that the whole of the original Pregy
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fan articles, which Dr Gibb had with him, should in the first instance be
wted o the "Qutlook” 1or reference aud geoeral information, and toat these
tigles, Jless Ywo of them, which, it was said, the Methodists might object
, should be printed for the Uommittee. It was uever suzgested nor implied
amissiunrﬂi anylling at that moment committed anybpody to any-
mg, ior ‘the articles bhaving only been onee read over by 4y Giob to ihe
cetng, pobody reaily knew what was their full mmport und relabive bearing
gept Dr Uibb. 1t was certainly never hinted at that meeting that there
s s0 much as & suggestion to tamper with ‘the foundation doctrines of
s Reformed Yaith, much less of Catholic Uhristendom. “The meeting in any
s was somewhat hwrried, and lasted probably mot miore than an hour
ol a-half at the outside. I repeat that jn going s0 far at this stage even as

print these articles, it was done before members of the Committee had. ever
i time or oppertunity properly to consider what they should do, or, in
s Presbyterian fashion of fulness and freedom of discussion, to have the
pefit of each other’s opinions, and learn how dar or in what direction it was
pper or wilvisable to move. It was recognised that it was only a preliminary
seting of ten members out of twenty-four.
2. Of the next stage Dr Gibb says: “The sub-committee met and performed
ask with absolute unanimity.”  This sounds well, no doubt; but what
es i mean?  For all T koow, this sub-commitiee may have been of a
wiional nature, as Dr Gibb's unanimous committee is fractional and infinitesi.
il throughout.  Be that as it may, I may be permitted to believe that when
: articles left this sub-committee they were entirely satisfactory to Dr Gibb,
parently it was Dr Gibb's desire to obgain for this new r:reec'{Y the authority
professorial sanction, as he has certainly displayed a feverish anxiety and
ste to anticipate and claim the sanction of the committee of his Church; but
may be permitted at the outset to say regarding professorial sanction thag
¢ Presbyterian Church has never taken or believed her creed on the sanction
professots, but her professors have been appointed to their posts of special
st and influence on a Written and solemn declaration, given and received
b the solemnity of an oath, that they believed her creed in the terms in
jeh it is given and received, and that they will maintain and defend jt. And
e is no evidence whatever that the professors ever gave their deliberate
etion to the creed in circulation at the Assembly. And it is a moral
possibility that Dr Dunlop could: for 1 have lying before me a contribution
Dr Dunlop’s in the Expository Times for August, 1903—mark the date,~—in
ith he pours all the scorn of a copious and powerful eloquence on just such
soed as his sanction is pow claimed to cominend to the Preshyterian Church
New Zealand. Space will not permit a quotation here, and in due time wod
aner I shall quote it in full, and muci else besides, for the Preshyterians
New Zesland. As to Dr Watt, 1 have no reason whatever to think that
“aeed is different in the main from Dr Dunlop’s or from the historic Re.
ned Faith of his Church. ,
Now, mark the next step in the evolution of Dr Gibb's new creed.  The
went this new creed came out of the hands of this sub-committee, he says,
amber of coples were sent to the Methodist and Congregational Com-
gee with a request that they should take them into careful consideration
come to a definite finding apent them.”  And from that moment, he it
yved, Dr Gibb parted company with the last pretence of authority, either
a2 his Church or her commitiee.  He and any two individuals of the
shvterian ministry might just as well have got together, struck their pens
woh every article of their Church’s creed that clashed with their own
or with the creed of the Roman Catholic Church, and have sent the
of their lahors and profound wnanimity to the Tope at Rome, asking
4o come to a definite _ﬁﬂdinianent it.”  As he would! The committee
chich Dr Gibb was chairman had never so much as resolved fo aceept the
inal articles as a basis of treaty, much less the brand new creed of Dr
s sub-committee.  Yet before they have so much as seen these new
Jes, Dr Gibb has forwarded them to the Methodist and Congregational
so8 for a T deﬁuitﬂ* ﬁﬂ{ilng anent them., ™ NEEdlEEﬂ* to s4¥. £ven if the
e Preshyterian Committee had so far lost their sanity as to cut every
] of Presbyterianism out of their Church’s creed, and done the same
=, they would have been equally ultra vires.

ot
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5. The next stage is, that “ after an interval the Preshyterian Commities
Like, I presume, othaer members, I had got a copy of the product of the i
comuiitiee, with an intimation of a meeting of the committee with the i
sentatives of the other churches.  But when I read the articles, at a sins
glance, the whole movement for * evangelical” union in the hands of Dr ()
tooky on a new aspect. I could not believe my eyes when I read the s
creed, and made the comment that whoever was at the bottom of it, it ey
not be the work of the professors,  ¥or very good reascns, some of them I
obvious, I did not attend this meeting; and it got on excellently and g
mously without me. How many of the 24 members of the committee gitand
has yet to ke lcarned.  But did those who attended get @ chance to cops
the articles and come to any conclusion on their own Account, representing
they were supposed to do, the dearest interests of their Church? No =
Gibb had it ali arranged, and appears as general manager of the whole i
And while they were “deliberating,” and before they had completed haif f
work, they were hustled again. “The work of revision,” avrites Dy (8
“was not completed on this occasion, because arrangements hal been made.
the altendance of the Methodist and Congregational Committees at u oot
hour in the afterncon, and when that hour arrived the Presbyterian Comm
had to desist™—had to desist and merge themselves with the Methodist 4
Congregatioral Committees.  Not one hint does Dr Gibb give of how
of the 24 members of his own committee were thus, in the name of §
committee, yet without their knowledge or sanction, by his ATTAngen
previcusly made, hustled into throwing the creed of their Church .nty |
melting pot ef a general meeting of this kind. .

4. Bub there they are, and the Nalf of the articles that the Pres
“ Committee ” had been * considering™ were dealt with, and as a resglt th
were amended and “adopted” by this united committee.

5. “ Before the next meeting of the united committees took place,” sips
Gibb, “T had left for Wellington I handed over the business to Dr Dyl
instructing him to arrange for a meeting as soon as possible of the thres g
mittees to deal with the remaining articles,” In due course, in obedience
these masterful “ Instruetions,” Dr Gibb received a eport of this meeting, g
“it appeared this second united meeting had been as unanimous as the
believe nobody outside of a little coterie of the Presbyterian Committes |
any notice of this second united uwnanimous meeting, even if they would
attended ; and obviously its meeting with the other committees had pof
shadow of pretence to be regarded as a meeting of the Union Committee ¢f
Presbyterian Church of New Zealand. So far as I am roncerned as a megl
of that committee, like, T telieve, the vast majority of the Union Commitg
I mever heard mnre of its doings from its first meeting T attended ] 3
Aszembly met and there was put in my hands, amongst the Assembly's prip
reports, what purported tc be the repoert of the Union Committee, whe
the first time I saw the urticles of the new * Evangelical” Church of §
Zealand that had survived the furnace of Dr Gibb’s “united” and wnif
commitfees.

In this report the following sentences are sufficient to reveal Dr (i
ideas and intentions :— The following are the articles unanimously  apprg
of by the Methodist and Presbyterian Committees. . . . Your eomm
ask the Assembly to consider these articles seriatim, to adopt them provie
ally, and send them down to preshyteries and kirk sessions with an iniquirg
to whether they consider union desirable on this or a similar doctrinal has
And what he expected the Assembly to do, he had already announced
Lyttelton, on his way to the Assembly, under the title of * Acting-Moderie
“He was of owvinlon that the Wesleyan proposals would be approved by
General Assembly of Preshyterians.”  Here his new creed is adroitly
“Wesleyan proposals.”  “There will be a ficht, though,” he prophesied ;
concluded his interview : “It is alleged, also, that the union would lud
doctrinal strife, but T think these difficulties are mere bogies.” When yiy
are about, there is no knowing what some people may regard ae ¢ 0
Coensequently, it appears, Dr Gibb expected that, it is presumed, on
testimeny of great names and to the sound of big drums, the General Asen
of Presbyterians would swallow holus-bolus a new creed and new faith; &
he should announce to an expectant world the birth, as of one born ont of
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fon, of the National * Evangelical” Church of New Zealand!  Later, the
mple Presbyterians were o discover that they had been misled into a fog
- become agnostic on the main articles of their Christian faith—but only, be
phserved, “ provisionally ”!  ‘I'his wise " provision” would make the change
{ front easier : while it left room for new developments, it also left room for
turn to sanity and to repentance and new obedience !

6. What did happen may he learned in connection with Dr Gibb's sixth
e, He called a meeting of the Union Cominittee—the first that in any
ilness conid reasonably have heen convened since the previcus Assembly,~and
s them was allotted the barren * henor” of “ adopting” the printed report and
sticles already in the hands of members of Assembly, and the creed already
Jore three Churches as the Upced of the Union Ugmnmitice. OF the mesting
hat took place Dr (zibb mives no record or hint in his letter. (f the graat
atory-making Presbyterian Committee of 24 that had been so busy during the
ar concocting, “atter careéful consideration,” @ new creed for the * Fyun-
wlical 7 National Church of New Zealand {mln three turned up to meet the
gnvener ; and among the three not one, unless Mr A, C. Begg were one, of the
unenimons committee” who had “*united’ two churches once so far apart in
he matter of dectrine™!  This was very sad and ominous; for, inveternte
wtestant that I am, I was one of the three! ‘Why the others did not attend
have no means of knowing.  Most of them, like myself, had been treated as
whers during the year; they therefore might have thought that they did net
sunt, and did not, like me, want to count only among the Protestants, and
hat possibly their absence now might be counted to them for righfecusness.
ther less important considerations as their not having heard of the meeting,
¢ their having other engagements, may possibly have accounted for ther
heence.  Anywav, I believe 20 out of the 24 members mentioned were in
lnedin at Assembly tim_e. I would not have mentioned this meeting, which
aing duly called was entitled to be regarded as a meeting of the committee, if
)¢ (3ibh had not ungenerously and unfairly left it to be inferred that I was
tending all the meetings of his committee, and only uttered a somewhat feeble
id belated protest in the final meeting presently to the mentioned. For at this
eeting of four I let it clearly be known to Dr Gibb what I for one thougat of
» new creed, and that I beligved it mever would be accepted * provisionully
 otherwise either by committee or Assembly. Mr A, (. Begg and the Rev.
(1, Dixon, the others present, will hear me out that my cbjections, which
sneared new to them, were neither indefinite nor feeble.  From the outsei Dr
ibh agreed that a committee of four could do nothing, and he intimated he
guld call another urgent imeeting.  The consequence was that the %mion
whate vould not come *h-efn;*e the Assembly during the first week. The second
weting, constituting the sixth and, as I hoped, lost stage in Dr Gibb's new
wed, was attended by a ﬁm‘i many, and the statement 1 made regarding it in
w Jotter of the 26th of November is not questioned, much less refuted, by Dr
hh's letter—unless silence he refutation. 1 wrote of this meeting: *'The
ot is, it was unanimously agreed in the last meeting of the Presbyterian
smmittee to report to the Assembly that consideration of articles of faith was
ot ‘sufficiently matured’ for them to be laid before the Assembly ”; a state-
jent regarding which Dr Gibb observes a silence that may be felt.  And I

il now add, what Dr Gibb might have been spared, that the committee
mctically ignored his printed report and articles, except so far as to permit
im to pass the exordium and peroration of his report.  The Rev. Mr Hewitson
ew up, at request of the meeting, a motion, which was unanimously carried,
s the efiect that the Assembly should submit the previous guestion tp the
purch at large, whether negotiations should be entered into for a union at
« for the committee felt that the Church at large had never constifutionally
ven ite sanction to this movement. It was he who dictated more than once
. the finding of the committee for insertion in the new report the words T have
dorred to, that consideration of articles of faith was * not sufficiently matured,”
ad thus clearly affirmed the fact that the articles referred to were never
wonted to by the Union Committee.  Then Dr Gibh snggested that the
ticles might be embodied in the report as articles under comsideration, T
wa and protested against their getting even the sanction of this side-wind, and
alfenged the production of minutes to show the relation of the committes to
o articles.  No minutes were forthcoming ; and as T do not know who is the
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secretary 1o this epoch-making committee, I will add that I have never he
any minute read. And, as Dr (Gibb shows in his own letter, no independs
ganciion of even an infimitesimal fraction of his committee wvas ever ai g
duly convened meeting obtained for these articles. Consequently, the mot
of Mr Hewitson dispesed of them when, for the first and last time, the Uy
Committee of the Presbyterian Church came ‘together in fairly full streng
The Committee, courtecusly and gently withal, but as firmly as possible, refs
to be commitied to what Dr Gibb had with so muech enthusiasm done in thy
name. And if Dr (Gibb had kept perfect faith with his committee {or had g
so completely mistaken and misinterpreted their mind and temper); if hej
made his new report in spirit and in lefter in terms of their finding, or had ex
kept his speech within the terms of the evasive report which he submitted
khe Assembly, all this present trouble, with its imevitable consequences, wos
not have arsen. DBut r Gibb seems to have committed himself, if wt ]
committee, up to the hilt to other Eeranns or committees; consequently
seems to have either found it impossibie to draw back, or was determined s
to do so.  Anyway, his zeal in the Asseably outran all diseretion; he s
to have entered the fool's paradise of “ Evangelical” Union, and so, am
treating his committee as ciphers, he declured in the Assembly that his gy
mittee were unanimeous for this new cveed. Plainly, the object of my proe
in the Assembly, which Dr (ibb as unwisely as unfairly endeavored to husg
was to dear myself and others for whom I might speak from all complicity
a double-deabing with the Churcl’s ereed, and to protest from the outset
the Union Committee of the Preshyterian Church of New Zealand never gy
its sanction to this new creed.
In conclosion, permit me to point out to the Clorch ab large as a rems
able and significant fact the absence of the elders—the ordirary representutis
of the people—from any part, at its crucial stage, in this new creed-makiy
Instead of there being, according to the constitution of the Church, an e
number of ministers and elders on so vitally important a committee, only &
rmames of six elders appear on this committee of gg ; and T question if a s
one of the six ever gave, or ever would give, his assent to this new cresl |
certainly does not increase one’s confidence in the coming new * Evangelicg
Church of Ndw Zealand that it should be purely a clerical movement, and ¢
origin ard sanction of its ereed shrouded in mystery. * Evasive and ambiguws
I have described the new creed ; evasive and ambiguous is Dr Gibb's history ¢
its inception, 3
What I have now written will help to throw some licht on the fire 3
westions at the beginning of this letter, and it will help Presbyvterians to sa
or more. What it shows ie that it was an act of rare aundacity and reckls
ness for Dp 3ibb to daim for this new creed of bis the wnanimons sanefin
the Union Committee of the Preshyterian Church. And before the Church.
large Tuns the risk by giving a mandate to Dr Gibb or any clevical wolers ¢
flinging the most vital Articles of her faith into the crucible of a visionary clerie
debating society, she will ask more about this new creed that, full grown, j
suddenly emerged, like o chimera, from her hosom. Whe ave its auther,
whiat, indeed, do they believe and mean, and whither ore they bound? As(f
Ancient Mariner relates:

We were the first that ever burst,

Into that silent sea.

This long letter is writter for the infermation of Preshyterians, and §
length will, it is to be hoped, deter the merely curious from a pernsal of &
Regarding the third question, and eventually the only question, as to what )
netw creed means, that is a large question not suited to your columms, and ag
that a great many highly competent to elucidate it will take a part in decidip:
A distinguished .American divine (not a Presbyterian) says that the Proghe
terian Church is the most theological in the world: she is at all eveats amgh
competent both to understand and defend her creed.  Already the Rev. |
Jolly, one of the “unanimous™ Union Committee, writes to the Ouflook fi
the new ereed “will create keen and angry discussions, even {o the breliy
of friendships”; and he declares that there has been ‘eliminated from ¢
English Presbyterian Articles—the alleged “basis™ of the new creed—*fj
very centre of the (ospel, the very ground of our hopes” — This only sy
how necessary it is that this new creed should be carefully scrutinised, ay
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liat mo sanction of great names or of “unanimous” committees should stand
a the way of the most searching investigation. It js at least fairly clear
hat the new creed can with no more truth be said to be based on Prineipal
Jvkes's English Presbyterian Articles than a paredy and burlesque of a poem
an be said to be based on the poem burlesqued, as it no more represents the
dredbyterians of New Zealand than do the opinions of the celebrated three
ailors of Ti}ﬂ':[ey street represent those of *the people of England.”

. Dr Gibb informs me “ through you” that he “will not reply to any further
stter I may send to you,” therein manifesting a rarve discretion.  The matter
aised, he says, “is not of general interest,” and represents only a “ difference
f opinion between me and Mr Fraser,” therein manifesting a rare obtuseness.
ind he concludes: “If it were the question of union, that would be another
atter” ! therein provoking me to say something unkind. I will rather add:
fay Presbyterians, when they have come through their hereditary theological
antroversy, understand their creed even better and love it more, and exclaim
¢ the close: “No man having drunk old wine straightway desireth new; for
& saith, The old is hetter I"—I am, etc., P. B. FRASER

Lovell's Flat, January 2.

—

APPENDIX II

The following is the * Report of Committee on Union of Churches,” which
q in circulation among the Assembly reports, 1903. Tt contains the Articles
¢ the Faith so much criticised. 'This report, however, was not presented to

he Assembly
REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON UNION OF CHURCHES.

Your Cemmittee were instructed by last Assembly to approach the Me-
« (onference and the Congregational Union, and to inform these bodies
in the opinion of the Assembly, the time had come to consider seriously
dether a Union of the Churches they represent with our own might not Le
womplished. In accordance with these instructions the Committes walted on
e Congregational Council at its meeting in Dunedin last February, and by
Jeration on the Methodist Conference at its meeting in Christchurch in the
onth of March. By both Council and Conference the delegates and the pro-
weals they submitted were received with great enthusiasm, and at later
doants vesolutions similar to thot of the Assembly, and appeinting com-
iiees to co-operate with the Assembly’s committee, were unanimously adopted.
" Your Committee were further instructed, in the event of the Assembly’s
roposal receiving a favourable reception at the hands of the Conference and
%uncil, to bring up a report to this Assembly, indicating the main lines of
strine and polity, on which negotiations for a Union of these Churches with
gr own might proceed.  After careful consideration the Committee came to the
siclusion that it would be well fo confine their deliberations this year to the
attor of doctrine alone, This resolved on, they next determined to fake
. the basis of their work the very admirable articles prepared some years
0 by a committee of the Presbyterian Church of England—Principal Dykes,
mivener—and approved of by that Church as a statement of the iiving faith of
e Church.  The Committee were of opinion that with the elimination of one
« ¢wo articles and the medification of certain others these Articles of the
with wonld commend themselves not only to the Presbyterian Church of New
agland, but 2lso to the two other Churches with whom we have entered into
wrotiations. This anticipation has been amply fuolfilled, as far as the three
anmitteas can bhe regarded as reflecting the opinions of the Churches con-
aned. With one or two merely verbal alterations and the addition of an
e setting forth the sanctity of the Lord’s Day, the Methedist Committee
we aceepted the doctrinal basis sent on to them by your Committee. The
suerepational Committee are also in almost entire accord with the Methodists
4 ourselves in this matter. They would prefer a slightly different statement
o fow of the Articles, but as they have not completed their work at the date
iting this report, the slight changes they desire will be brought hefore the
mbly when the report is under discussion. The following are the articles
nimously approved of by the Methodist and Presbyterian Committees :—
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Articles of the Faith.

1.—OF GOD.

We believe in and adore one living and true God, who is spirit and th
Father of spirits, present in every place, personal, infinite, and eternal, ks
almighty Author and sovereign Lord of all ; most blessed, moest holy, and me
free; perfect in wisdom, justice, truth, and love; to us most merciful qnd
gracious ; unto whom only we must cleave, whom only we must worship anf
obey. To him be glory forever! Amen. 3

IL.—OF THE TRINITY.

We acknowledge, with the ancient Church, the mystery of the H ¥
Irivity as vevealed in Seripture, and helieve that in the unity of the ey
blessed Uodhead there are three Persons, the Father, the Son, and the Hej
Spirit, of one substance, equal in power and glory. :

111.—OF CREATION.

We believe that Almighty CGod, for His own holy and loving ends, wg
pleased in the beginning to create the heavens and the earth, by the Sen, th
Fternal Word 5 and through progressive stages, to fushion and order this :
giving life to every creature; and fo make man in His own image, that
might glorify and enjoy Geod, occupying and subduing the ecarth, and hay
dominion over the creatures, to the praise of his Maker's pame.

1V.—0OF PROVIDENCE.

We helieve that God the Creator upholds all things by the word of 1
power, preserving and providing for all His creatures, according to the laws ¢f
their being; and that He, through the presence and energy of His Spirit i
nature and history, disposes, governs, and over-rules all eveuts for His own higi

design; yet is He not in anywise the aunthor or approver of sin, neither are f
freedom and responsibility of man taken away, nor have anv bounds been &2

to the sovereign liberty of Him who worketh when and where and how He

pleaseth.
V.—-GF SIN-
We believe and confess that all men, through disobedience to the wil
God in whatsoever way made known, are in a stafe of sin, and 5o are es
from (God, have come under just condemnation, and are subject to the penaliy
of death;; and we acknowledge that out of this condition no man is able fa
deliver himself. ;

VI.—0OF SAVING GRACE.

We believe and proclaim that God, who is vich in mercy as well s df
perfect justice, out of His great love to man was pleased to hold forth frem
the first a promise of redemption, which from age to age He confirmed and
unfolded ; and that, in the fuiness of the time. He accomplished His gracig
purpose by sending His son to be the Saviour of the world; wherefore o
salvation out of sin afid misery is ever to be ascribed to free and sovereim

race.

§ VII.—OF THE LORD JESUS CHRIST.
We believe in and confess, with the ancient Church, the Lord Jesus Chrig,
wha, being the Eternal Son of God, hecame man by taking to Himself o tm
body and soul, yet without sin, being conceived by the power of the Hols
Ghost, and horn of the Virgin Mary; ¢ that He is both God and man, te
whole, perfect, and distinet natures, the divine and the human, being inseparablg
united in one person, that He might be the Mediator between God and mu
by whom alone we must be saved.
VIIL—OF THE WORK OF CHRIRET, 3
We believe that the Mediator, the Lord Jesus Christ, being ancinted with
the Holy Spirit to proclaim and set up the Kingdom of GGod among men,
by His perfect life on earth, through words and deeds of grace, declare the
Futher, whose image He is; and did fully satisiy the demands of the Divn
pature, and obtain for us forgiveness of sins, reconciliation to God, and
gifs of eternal life, throu h His obedience on our behalf to the law wnd will o
His Father, even unto the death of the cross, wherein, bearing our sing, H

offered Himself up a sacrifice without spot to Ged.
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AX.—0F THE EXALTATION OF CHRIST.

. We believe that Jesus Christ, being for our offences, crucified, dead, and
buried, saw no corruption, but was raised again on the third day, and declared
‘o bo the Son of God with power, in whaose risen life we live anew, and bave the
wiedge of a blessed resurrection ; that in the same body in which He rose, He
! nded into Heaven, where, as our High Priest, He maketh continual inter-
ession for us; and that He sitteth at the right hand of {zod, Head of the

Church, clothed with authority and power as Lord over all.
- X.—0OF THE GOSPEL.

We believe and proclaim that God, who willeth that ail men should be
saved, and come to the knowledge of the iruth, has, by His Son our Saviour,
siven comiission to the Church to preach unto all nations the Gospel of His
{irace, wherein He freely offers to all men foregiveness and eternal life, calling
on them to turn from sin to God, and to receive and rest by faith upon the

Lord Jesus Christ.
XI.—OF THE HOLY SPIRIT.

We believe in the Holy Spirit, the Lord, the Giver of Life, who worketh
freely as He will, without whose gracious influence there is no salvation, and
5  m the Father never withholds from any who ask for Him; and we give
thanks that He has in every age moved on the hearts of men; that He spake
by the prophets; that through our exalted Saviour He wus sent forth in power
to convict the world of sin, to enlighten the minds of men in the knowledge of
Christ, end to persuade and enable them to ohey the call of the gospel; and
that He abides with the Church, dwelling in every believer as the Spirit of
truth, of holiness, and of comfort.

XII.—OF JUSTIFICATION BY FAITH.
We believe that everyone, who through the guickening grace of the Holy
Spirit repents, and believes the Gospel, confessing and forsaking his sins, and
Jumbly relying upon Christ alone for salvation, is freely pardoned and ac-
wepted as righteous in the sight of God.
' XII1.—OF UNION WITH CHRIST,
. We believe that those who receive Christ by faith are vitally united to
Him, and bhecome partakers in all the benefits of His redemption ; that they are
adovted into the family of God; and that they have the Spirit of His Son abiding
iu them, the earnest and witness of their inheritance.
' XIV.—OF THE LAW OF THE NEW OBEDIENCE
. We believe and acknowledge that the Lord Jesus Christ has laid His
seople by His grace under new o ligation to keep the perfect Law «f God; and
that by precept and example He has enlarged our knowledge of that law, and
{llustrated the spirit of filial love in which the divine will is to be obeved.

XV.—OF THE CHURCH.

We acknowledge one holy catholic Church, the innumerable company of
its of every age and nation, who, being united by the Holy Spirit to Christ
their Head, are one body in Him, and have communion with their Lord and with
sne another ; further, we receive it as the will of Christ that His Church on
orth should exist as a visible and sacred brotherhood, organised for the con-
feesion of His name, the public worship of God, the upbulding of the saints,
and the proclamation of the Gospebs and we ackmnwled%‘e, as a part, more or
Fing . of this umversal brotherhood, every particular Church throughout
te world sghich professes faith in Jesus Christ and obedience to Him, as

Divine Lord and Savieur.

: XVI.—OF CHURCH ORDER AND FELLOWSHIP.

' We believe that the Lord Jesus Christ, the sole Head of His Church, has
wunointed its worship, teaching, discipline, and government to be admimstered,
qecording’ to His will revealed in Holy Seripture, by officers chosen for their
ftness, and duly set apart to their office; and although the visible Churech,
even in its purest branch, may contain unworthy members, and is liable to err,
ot belicvers ought not lightly to separate themselves from its communion, but
teo to live in fellowship with their brethren ; which fellowship is to be ex-
sonded, as God gives opportunity, to all who in every place call upon the

l.u g of the Lﬂrd Jesus.
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XVIL.—OF HOLY SCRIPTURE.

We Delieve that God, who manifests Himself in creation and providengg
and especially in the spirit of man, has been pleased to reveal His mind ap
will for our salvation at successive periods and in various ways; and thad
Revelation has been, so far as needful, committeed to writing by men ingpirg
of the Holy Spirit, so that the Word of God is now contamed in the Scﬂf
of the Old and New Testaments, which are thevefore to be devoutly studied by
all; and we reverently acknowledge the Holy Spirit speaking in the Scripbu
to be the Supreme Judge in guestions of faith and duty.

XVIHI.—OF THE SACRAMENTS.

We acknowledge Baptism and the Lord’s Supper, the two Sacraments ingf
tuted by Christ, to be of perpetual obligation, as signs and seals of the nee
convenant ratified in His precicus blood ; threugh the observance of which By
Church is to confess her Lord, and to be visibly distinguished from the res
of the world; Baptism with water into the Name of the Father and of e
Son and of the Holy Ghost being the sacrament of admission inte the visi
Church, in which are set forth our union to Christ and regeneration by the
Spirit, the yemission of our sing, and our emgagement to be the Lord’s; and th
Lord’s Supper, the sacrament of communion with Christ and His people,
which bread and wine are given and received in thankful remembrance o
Wim and of His sacrafice on the Uross, and in which they who in faify
receive the same do, affer o spiritual manner, partake of the body and bloog
of the Lord Jesus Christ, to their comfort, nourishment, and growth in gracs,

XIX,.—OF THE LORD'S DAY. :

We believe that the Lord’s Day, or Christian Sabbath, is a Holy ]];IE

and iz to he ohseyved for yest and worship.
XX —0OF TOE SECOND ADVENT,

We believe that on a day known only to Ged, the Lord Jesus Chrisy wil
suddenly come again from heaven with power and great glory, for whin
appearing we ﬂﬂght- always to wait in sober watchfulness and diligence, thi
we may he found ready at His coming.

AXIL—0F THE RESURRECTION, 3

We believe that ihe souls of the righleous enter at death upon a saiy
of rest and felicity ut home with the Lord; and we look for the r&m:wl.%

of the dead, both of the just and of the unjust, through the power of th
Son of God, whken the bodies of all who arve fallen asleep in Christ, ag wejj
a8 of the faithful whe are then alive, shall be fashioned anew and conforms]
o the body of His glory

XXIL—OF THE LAST JUDGMENT. |

We helieve that tdod will judge the world in righteousness by Jesms
Cbrist, before whom all men must appear, who shall separate the rightess;
from the wicked, make manifest the secrets of the heart, and render tp
every man accorcing to the deeds which he hath done in the body, whe

geod or evil,
XXIIT.—OF THE LIFE EVERLASTING.

Finally, we believe in, and desire the life everlasting in which the
vedeemed shall rereive their inheritanee of glory in the kingdom of their
Father, and be made fully blessed in the presence and service of lGod, whow
they shall see and enjey for ever and ever. Amen, .

Your Committee ask the Assembly to consider these articles seriatim, {s
adopt them provisionally, and to send them down to Presbyteriss and Kik
Sessions with an inquiry as to whether they consider Union with the
Methodist and Congregational Churches desirable on this or a similar du
{rinal basis. T4 is nol suggested at this stage that ihe articles should he
sont down urnider the Barrier Act, or that Presbyteries and Sessions should
express other- than a general approval of the Pmpumlq for Union on fe
basis suggested. In the event of the Assembly’s agreeing to this comse
the Committee, in pursmance of the yesolution adopted & gear age, adk
authority to formulate. in co-operation with ‘tha }Iﬂt!lﬂdlfzt and Congreza.
tional Committees. sugoestions towards a DBasis of Union in respect of
- pelity of the Church.




75

~ The movement augurated by last Assembly for the Union of the Lvan-
welical Churches of the colony is happily on a line with similar movements
in other parts of the world. In Canada the question is being eagerly dis-
ussed. Im Australia, at the recent meeting of the (General Assembly of the
preshyterian Church, the recommendations of the Committea for a Union of
sbyterianism, Methodism, and Congregatioralism were adopted by a very
pat majority.  On every hand there are indications that the Churches of
ezus Christ are drawing 1logether. The ftime is assuredly not far distant
hen not only in this colony, but in every land, the Churches that practically
d the sams creed and follow the same methods of work will throw doewn
sir denomiraticnal barriers, and unite to form one grand vietorious body,
which the desire of Christ for the unity of His people shall be realised,
1 by whichi the waste and strife occasioned by sectarian competition and
valry shall be brought to a perpetual end. May God speed the day!
JAMES GIBB,
Convener .

APPENDIX TII. |
. REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON UNION OF CHURCHES.

ADOPTED BY ASSEMBLY, 1805

~ Your CUommittee were instructed by last Assembly to approach the
hodist Conference and the Congregational Union, and to inform these
sdies that, in the opimion of the jssomhly, the time had come to consider
seriously whether a Union of the churches they represent with our own
micht not be accomplished. In aceordance with these instructions the Com-
‘mittee waited on the Congregational Council at its meeting in Dunedin last
Bebruary, and by delegation on the Methooist Cenference at its meeting
i+ Christchureh in the month of March. By both Council and Conference
the delegates and the proposals they submitted were received with great en-
thusiasm, and at later sederunts reselutions similar to that of the Assembly,
and appointing committees to co-operate with the Assembly’s committee,
were nnanimously adopted. ‘
Your Comnriitee were further instructed, in the event of the Assembly’s
el receiving a favourable reception at the hands of the Conference
'l Council, to bring up a report wo this Assembly, indicating the main lines
doctrine and polity on which negotiations for a Union of these charches
our own might proceed. ‘ _ _ _ )
In compliance with this mstruction your Committee, in co-operation with
Committees of other Churches, have heid EE‘E"I_}I‘H.]. meetings. it which the
wwestion Of a suitable creed has been under consideration, and & number of
‘Acticles of the Faith have been framed. But, being persuaded that if eny
sl advance is to be made in this matter, the advance must be slow, and
he mind of tha whole Church aszertamed at each step, your Committee
Joems it inexpedient to submit vhese articles to the Assembly.  They ask the
Assembly to remit to Presbyteries and BSessions the question if they are
recable to the Assembly negotiating with the Methodist and Congregational
; ith a view to Union upon a basis of doctrine and polity to be

2::&:‘;1& in due time sent down to DPresbyteries and Sessions.
" The movement for the Union of the Evangelical Churches of this colony
happily on a line with similar movements m other parts of the world. In
ada the question is being eagerly discussed. In Australia, at the recent
ting of the (leneral Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, the recom-
cendations of the Committee for a Union of Preshyterm@ls{n, Methodism,
nd Congregationalism were adopted bv a very great mujority. On every
paond there are indications that the Churches of Jesus Christ are drawing
onsther. The time is assuredly not far distant when not only in this colony,
hut in every land. the Churches that practically hold the_ same C-‘r:ee-:l_nn—:}
iMow the same methods of work will throw down their denominational
Leseiore and unite to form one grand victorious bedy, in which the desira

¥
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of Christ for the unity of His people shall be realised, and by which 4
waste anid airife occasioned ny seclarlan competition and ri?afqr shall ki
bronght to a perpeduad end.

JAMES GIBR,
(Convener,

APPENDIX IV.

THE UNION OF THE CHURCHES.

CLUTHA PRESBYTERY--NOTICE OF OVERTURE,
{¥rom the ‘Otago Diily Times' Saturday, December 12, 1903.)

The Rev, P. B. Fraser, at the meeting of the Presbyterv of Clutha r
1ith inst., tabled the following overture ftﬁ' presentation 'Fb? J;he 1’-"r-a£=flgrHL ;
to the ensming weeling of the Synod of Otago and Southland, which 1
about Easter time. He gave potice of motion to mwove it at the next q
terly meeting of the Clutha Preshytery:—

Overture of the Preskvtery of Clatha to the Ensuing ieeting of the H}rnu.i?if
of Qtago and Scuthland. 1
1. Whereas the Preshytery of Clutha adopted an overture to the Syuyf
of Oiage and Boathland for adoption wnd transmission 10 the General .%saemuf
of the Preshytevian Church of New Zealand petitioning that steps be takey
for tha establishing of “an annual conference or other association of Chrig.
tian Churehes which would make for practical co-operation  of Christian
Uhiurches 1n the present. and which, without the sacrilice of truth to chatily
of pf charity te truth, but with the tviomph of both, would in the providme
of God make for an wltiwate fusion of Christian denominations inta a Zealy
and powerful National Church of New Zealand ™ ; _ :
2. And whereas that overtnre was adopted unanimously by the Synod
ang yeceived from the Syned by the General Assembly held ot ‘Wellingtop iy
November, 1902 ; ‘ ,
3. And whereas that Assembly, without being overtured in due {uny!
by any of the courts of the Church.  adopted a resolution [of which natis
had been given dJuring the sittings of the Assembly) authorising proposis
to be made to the Methodist and Congregational Churches with a view g
TUnion, and passed from the overture of the Otago Synod petitioning ihe
Assembly to mave for co-operation only at present;
4. And whereax a committee was accordingly appointed (Rev. Dr Gibh,
copvener) to negotinte with fhe said churches, avd reported fo the Assem
held in Dunedin in November, 1903, that certain Articles of Faith had §
framed ; . _
5, And whereas the convener veporfed that the said Avticles, which wen!
nay submifted to the Assewmbly, had been wnanimously agreed to by ﬁ

Arsembly’s committee (a statemwent which the mover of this overture in the
Preshytery, being a member of the said Union Committee, has from the firng
strenuously contested and denied) and also by representatives of the
ating Churches :
gﬁ. And whereas the said Articles of Failh appeared amongst the Awsenblys
roports, ond purported to be based on Articles of Faith Pr%fmd by & Come
mittee of the Preshyterian Church of England—Principal Dykes ;
veper—and adopted by that Church; o i
- 7. And whereas a comparison—a statement of which is appended hereo
of the said Arifeles with those of the Presbyterian Church of England afore.
said veveals, instead of a similarity of the system of doctrine, a grave aud
fllﬂdﬂmiﬁ'ﬂfﬂ-l dep&:iur& and f:{_mtrﬂ.ﬁt., iﬂﬂﬂ:‘lﬂﬁh as ﬂlﬁ Rﬁfﬂﬂﬂﬂtiﬂﬂ
of the origin of the living races of mankind, of j:-ha Fall, Pf the temptating
of man’]{m% by Satan, of the origin of sin, of native depravity. of the Atone
ment, of justification bv faith solely on the ground of Christ’a ect ohedis
ence and ploning sacrifice, of the election of grace, af regeneration, of Chris
tian perseverance, and of eternal pupishment are all eliminated from ¢
Articles of the Preshyteriun Church of England referred to;
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8. And whereas the said articles, in their changed form, do, on the great
pondation truths of the origin of the living races of mankind, of the origin

?_and transmission of the sin of the race, of native depravity, of the atoningr
‘sacrifice of the Lord Jesus, of justification by faith, and of the destiny of
sinful and unrepentant men, take up an attitude evasive, ambiguous, or
j§_ngnu-stie:
.~ 9, And whereas, in particular, there have been eluminated from the Article
‘on Justification by faith the concluding words giving the ground on which God
E:justiﬁea sinpers—viz., "solely on the ground of Christ’s perfect obedience
giﬂzul atoning sacrifice "—thus removing Christ crucified as an atoning sacrifice
from before sinners as the Object of their faith and from before God as the
éf,Fmﬂ&d““ which He freely offers pardon and acceptance to all sinners of
-mankind ;

- 10. And whereas, in another particular, in the Article on the Judgment
‘there have been eliminated the conecluding words, which are Christ's own--
‘yig., “that the wicked shall ge away into eternal punishment, but the
%ﬁ;ﬁghteuus into eternal life "—thus caunsing the Church in  her Creed and
festimony before th:e :-:rm'ld to become avowedly agnostic on the most awful
Ei;ﬁﬂicle of the Christian faith, and, in effect, to deny her Lord’s explicit
tpstimony, while peimitting men te enter her ministry whe may proclaim
 within the same Church the contradictory doctrines of universalism, annihiliz-
tion, and eternal punishment, and substitute the opinions of men for the Word

it Gods

~11. And whereas the said Articles, bheing evasive, ambiguous, or agnostic
'~ an the foundation doctrines of the Reformed Faith, would therefore open the
door for admission inte the ministry of the Church of men holding mutually
 sontradictory and conflicting doctrines on the main Articles of belief and
. subversive of the Christian faith; .

 12. And whereas, owing to their evasive and ambiguous character the
sail Articles would be either entirely useless as a test of subscription and
- ydberence to a colmmon system of doctrine, or be liable to be abused as an
instrument of tyranmy and oppression if variously interpreted by changing
_ majorities in Church courts;

13, And whereas these Articles in their substance are totally opposed
ta the doctrinal standards of the Church adopted so recently as two years
ago, and would, if adopted, tend not to unite Christendom, but to disunite it
by the formation of a new religious sect;

. 14. And whereas it has been remitted by the Assembly to Presbyteries.
~ and Sessions to report *Erhetrher they are in faveur of negotiating with the
' Churches named on & basis to be submitted ;

15, And whereas, according to the convener of the Assembly’s Committee,.
-~ and also the convener of the Congregational Committee (as appears in his
published in the *Outlook. dated December 5, 1903), the Assembly’s.
. (ommittee are said to have already given their assent to the said Articles of
. faith in circulation among the Assembly reports;

[ 16 And Wl‘_iE.I‘E‘ﬂﬂ there would be created alarm, dissension, and distress
- in the Church if the Assembly should give ifs authorvity to consider a union
. with other Churchkes on such a basis:

 Therefore the Presbytery of Clutha hereby respectfully overtures the Synod
of Otago and Southiand to take the whole question raised by the proposed
yrion on such a basis into its cureful consideration with the view of learning
for itgelf and the Church at large how far the premises above recited aie
~true in substance or in fact, and of petitioning the Assembly to dismiss the
. (ummittee, and to take such steps as, in its wisdom, it sees fit to satisfy
- tho Church at large that there is no danger of the Church
. departing  from the substance of her present doctrinal  standards,
*and further, to secure the objects petitioned for by the overture from the
" Presbytery of Clutha which was unanimously adopted by the Synod and
. peceived by the Assembly of 1902: or, in the alternative, to take such steps
' in view of the premises above recited as shall tend to promote the peace and
-fwﬁt;r of our Zion and the glory of God.
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THE CHANGES IN THE ARTICLES,

The changes made in the Articles of the Preshyterian Church of Englﬂﬁ
ceferved to in the overinre. are as follows:— :

1. The English Preshyterian Article :—
V.—0OF THE FALL.

“We believe and confess that our first father, Adam, the representativ
head as well us common wnvestor of mankind, transgressed the commandine
of God throagh temptation of the devil, by which transgression he fell, ug
all mankipd in him, from his originel state of innotence and o s
with God; and so all men have come under just condemnation, ave subjedt i
the penalty of death, aund inherit a sinful nature, degenerate in every wi,

and estranged from God, from which proceed all actual transgressions; apl
wo acknowledge that out of this condition no man is able to deliver himseli®

The ahove iz struck out and the following iuscrted in its place, as the
convener reports, by Assembly’s Committee :

V.—0F SIN.

“YWe believe and confess that all men, through disobedience to the Wil
of God in whatsoever way made known, are in a state of sin, and so am
estranged from God, Lave come under just condemnation, and are subject fy
the penalty of death; and we acknowledge that out of -this coendition N
man is ahle to deliver himself.”

2. The English Presbyterian Article is as follows :—
VIII.—OF THE WORK OF CHRIST.

“We believe that the Mediator, the Lord Jesus Chnst, being anointe]
with the Holy Spivit to proclaim and set up the Kingdom of God among men,
did by His perfect life on earth, through words and deeds of grace,
the Father, whose image He is; and did fully satisfy divine justice, apl
oktain for us forgiveness of sins, reconciliation to God, and the gift of etermal’
life, throngh His obedience on our hehalf to the law and will of His Father,
even unto the death of the cross, wherein, bearing our sins, He offered him--
self up a sacrifice without spot te od.” 3

In the above Article on the Work of Christ the Assembly’s Committes,
as reported by convener, have struck out the words “did fully satisfy divioe
justice” and have inseried instead “ did fully satisfy the demands of the
Divine nature.” 3

I The following is the English Presbyterian Article :—
XTL—OF JUSTIFICATION BY FAITH.

«We believe that everyone, who through the guickening grace of the
Holy Spirit repents, and believes the (ospel, confessing and forsaking his sis,
and humbly relying upon Christ alone for salvation, is freely pardoned wnd
accepted as righteous in the sight of Giod, solely on the ground of Chrigs
perfect obedience and atoning sacrifice.” |

In the above the Assembly's Commities, as yeperted by convener, hmi
struck out the last words * solely on the ground of Christ's perfect obedience

and atoning sacrifice.”

4. The English Presbyterian Article:—
X1V.—OF SONSHIP IN CHRIST.
«We believe that those who receive Christ h;:I faith are vitally united
t» Him, and beceme partakers in all the benefits of Hig redemption; that %

are adopted inte the family of Ged; and that they have the Spirit of
Son a-hiEing in them, the earnest of their inheritance.” -

The Assembly’s Committee, as reported, have altered the title of the m
to read, “ Of Union with Christ,” and have inserted the words “and witnes”
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fter “earnest.” The above Article is not specially mentioned in the ovey--
ure, but is added here for the sake of completeness.

5. The following English Presbyterian Article has been struck out :—

XIL.—OF ELECTION AND REGENERATION.

“We humbly own and believe that God, the Father, before the foundation
the world, was pleased of His sovereign grace to choose a people anto
Himself in Christ, whom He gave to the Son, and t« whom the IH-'.}l}' Spirit
mparts spiritual life by o secret and wonderful operation of His power,
using as His ordinary means, where years of understanding have been reached,
e truths of His Word, in ways agreeable to the nature of man; so (hat,

eing born from above, they are the children of God, created in Jesus Christ
into good works,”

6. The following Presbyterian Article has also been struck out ;—

XVI—OF CHRISTIAN PERSEVERANCE.

 “We bless God that the obedience of Christians, though in this life

rs imperfect, is vet accepted for Christ’s sake and pleasing to God, being
e fruit of union to Christ and the evidence of a living faith; and that in
easure as they surrender themselves to Hist Spirit, and follow the guidance
f His Word, they receive strength for daﬂﬁ service, and grow in holiness
fter the image of their Lord; or if, through unwatchfulness and neglect of
spayer, -any of them fall into grievous sin, yet by the merey of God Who
bideth faithful, they are not cast off, but are chastened for their back-sliding,
ind through repentance restored to His favour, so that they perish net.”

7. The following is the English Preshyterian Article : —

: XXIII.—OF THE LAST JUDGMENT.

. “We believe that God will judge the world in righteousness by Jesus
frist, before Whom all men must appear. Who shall separate the righteons
om the wicked, make manifest the secrets of the heart, and render to every
an according to the deeds which he hath done in the body, whether good
r evil, when the wicked shall go away into eternal punishment. but the
jghteous inte eternal life.” '

. The Assembiy’s Commitiee, as reported by convener, has struck out the
st words, *“ when the wicked shall go away into eternal punishment, but the
oshieous into eternal life.”

_ 8 For the sake of completeness, the following new Article, added h
seembly’s Committee as reported, though not referred to in overture, is

- XIX.—THE LORD'S DAY.

“We believe that the Lord’s Day, or Christian Sabbath, is a Holy Day,
nd is to be observed for rest and worship.” -

e T a—

APPENDIX V.

—_—

THE ARTICLES OF THE FAITH AS HELD BY THE
| PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF ENGLAND.

I.—0OF GOD.
We believe in an:d adore one living and true God, who is spirit and
g Father of spirits, present in every place, personal, infinite, and eternal,
e almighty Author and sovereign of all; most blessed, most holy, and most
'jj_-. perfect in wisdom, justice, truth, and love; to us mest merciful and

meious; unto Whom only we must cleave, Whom only we must worship
ad obey. To Him be glory forever! Amen.
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11.—0F THE TRINITY.

We ackpowledge, with the ancient Church, the mystery of the
Trinity as revealed in Scripture, and believe that in the unity of the ew
blessed (jodhead there are three Persens—the Father, the Son, and the
Npirit—of one substance, equal in power and glory. :

II1.—OF CREATION.

We believe that Almighty od, for His own holy and loving ends, v
pleased in the beginning to create the heavens and the earth, by the S, i}
Eternal Word; and through progressive stages, to fashion and order (ki
world, giving life to every creature: and to make man in His own imags
that he might glorify and enjoy God, oceupying and subduing the earth, o
having dominion over the creatures, to the praise of his Malker's name.

IV —0F PROVIDENCE,

We believe that God the Creator upholds all things by the word of Hi
pewer, preserving and providing for all His creatures, according to the lis
of their being; and that e, through the presence and energy of His Spirii §
nature and history, disposes and governs all events for His own high N
vet iz He not in anywise the author or approver of sin, neither are f
freedom and responsibility of man taken away, nor have any bounds b
set to the sovereign liberty of Him who worketh when and where and how B

pleaseth.
V.——0OF THE FALL.

We bhelieve and confess that our first father, Adam, the representativ
head as well as common ancestor of mankind, transgressed the commandme
of Glod throngh temptation of the devii, by which transgression he fell, and a
mankind in him, from his original state of mnocence and comnmnion wit!
Ged: and so all men have come under just condemnation, arve subject §
the penalty of death, and inherit o sinful nature, degenerate in every i~
and estranged from God, from which proceed all actual transgressions; and w
acknowledge that out of this condition no man is able to deliver himself °

VI.—0F SBAVING GRACE.

We believe and proclaim that God, who is vich in mercy as well as of pa
fect justice, was moved by His Great love to man to nold forth from iy
ficst a promise of redemyption, which from age to age He confirmed and w
folded, and that, in the fulness of the time, He accomplished His graciog
purpose by sending His Son to be the Saviour of the world: whetetors o
salvation out of sin and misery is ever to be ascribed to free and sovereiy

e,
o VIL—OF THE LORD JESUS CHRIST.
We believe in and confess, with the sncient Church, the lerd

Christ, who, being the Fternal Son of God, became man by taking to His
self a true body and scul, yet without sin, beirg conceived by the power of fh
Holy Ghost, and born of the Virgin Mury; so that He is both Gol and Mt
twir whole, perfect, and distinet natures, the divine and the human, ba
inseparably joined together in one persom, that He might be the Media

between God and man, by whom alone we must be saved. 3

VIIL—OF THE WORK OF CHRIST.

We believe that the Mediator, the Lord Jesus Christ, being ancinted wi
the Holy Spirit to proclaim and set up the Kingdom of (God among men, g
by His perfect iife on eartl,, throngh words and de-e,:,‘is af grace, gﬂ:laﬁ
Father, whose image e 1s; and id fully satisfy divine justice, and ohim
for us foregiveness of sins, reconciliation to God, and the gift of eternal i
through His obedience on our behalf to the law and will of His Father, s
unto the death of the Cross, whorein, bearing our sins, He offered himself
a sacrifice without spot to God.

IX—0F THE EXALTATION OF CHRIST,

We believe that Jesus Christ, being for our offences crucified, dead,
Luvied. saw no corruption, but was raised again on the third day, in whe
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life we live anew, and have the pledge of a blessed resurrection: that
the same body in which He rose, He ascended into heaven, where, as our
h Priest, He maketh continued Intercession for us; and that He sitteth
the right hand of God, Head of the Church, clothed with autherity and
gl_.m-nfl over all.

X.—0F THE GOSPEL.

. We hold fast and proclaim that God, who willeth that all men should
he saved and come to the knowledge of the truth, has, by His Son, our
Haviour given commission to the Church to preach unto all nations the Gos

of His grace, wherein He freely offers to all men forgiveness and eternal life,
calling on them to turn from sin to God, and to receive and rest by faith
upon the Lord Jesus Christ.

XI.-—-0F THE HOLY SPIRIT.

We believe in the Holy Spirvit, the Lord, the Giver of Life, who worketh
sy as He will, without whose gracious influence there is no salvation, and
ym the Father never withholds from any who ask for Him; and we give
{hanks that He has in every age moved on the hearts of men; that He
spake by the prophets; that through our exalted Savienr He was sent forth
in power to convict the world of sin, to enlighten the minds of men in the
kuowledge of Christ, and to persuade and enable them to obey the call of
the (Gospel ; and that He abides with the Church, dwelling in every heliever
as the Spirit of truth, of holiness, and of comfort.

XI11.—0F ELECTION AND REGENERATION,

' We humbly own and believe that God, the Father, before the foundation
f the world, was pleased of His sovereign grace to choose a people unte Him-
¢lf in Christ, whom He gave to the Son, and to whom the Holy Spirit im-
parts spiritual life by a secret and wonderful operation of His power, using as
Bis ordinary mwans, where vears of understanding have been reached, the
traths of His Word in ways agreeable to the nature of man; so that, being
jorn from above, they are the children of God, created in Christ Jesus unto
::i|-ll w::rrks.

XHIL—O0F JUSTIFICATION BY FAITH.

We believe that evervone, who through the quickening grace of the Holy
Unirit repents, and believes the Gospel, confessing and forsaking his sins,
nd hembly relving upon Christ alone for salvation, is freely pardoned and
iecepted as righteous in the sight of Glod, solely on the ground of Christ's
periect obedience and atoning sacrifice,

XIV.—OF SONSHIP IN CHRIST.
We believe that those who receive Christ by faith are vitally united to
Jim, and become partakers.in all the benefits of His redemption; that they

m adopted into the family of God; and that they have the Spirit of His Son
biding in them, the earnest of their inheritance.

XV.—OF THE LAW OF THE NEW OBEDIENCE.

* We believe and acknowledge that the Lord Jesus Christ has laid His
wople by His grace vnder new obligation to keep the perfect Law of God:
ud that by precept and example He has enlarged our knowledge of that Law,
nd illustrated the spirit of filial love in which the divine will is to Le

k- XVI.—OF CHRISTIAN PERSEVERANCE.

- We bless God that the obedience of Christians, though in this life always
mperfect, is yet accepted for Christ’s sake and pleasing to God, being the fruit
§ union to Christ and the evidence of a living faith; and that in measure as
hov surrender themselves to His Spirit, and follow the guidance of His Word,
ey receive strength for daily service, and grow in holiness after the image
f their Lord; or if, through unwatchfulness and neglect of prayer, any of
wem fall into previous sin, yet by the mercy of God whe abideth faithful,
ey are not cast off, but are chastened for their backsliding, and through

sentance restored to His favour, so that they perish not.
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XVII,.—-OF THE CHURCH.

We acknowledge one holy Catholic Church, the innumerable company i
saints of every age and nation, who, being united by the Holy Spit t
Christ their Head, are one body in Him, and have communion wﬂign e
Lord and with one another; further, we receive it as the will of Christ that
His Church on earth should exist as a visible and sacred brotherhood, organissd
for the confession of is name, the public worship of God, the uphuilding of
the saints, and the proclamation of the Gospel; and we acknowledge, a5 1
part, more or less pure, of this universal brotherhood, every particular .. kS
throughout the world which professes faith in Jesus Christ and obedience ta
Him, as Divine Lord and Saviour.

XVIIL—OF CHURCH ORDER AND FELLOWSHIP.

We believe that the Lord Jesus Christ, the sole Head of His Chure,
has appointed its worship, teaching, discipline, and government ic be ab
ministered, acccréing to His will revealed in Holy Seripture, Hioers
chosen fer their fitnesz, and duly sct apart to their office; and although t
visible Church, even in its purest branch, may contain unworthy members, ynd
is liable to err, vet believers ought not lightly to separate themselves ‘rom fig
communion, but are to live in fellowship with their brethren; which fellow
ship is to he extended, as Goa gives opvortunity, to all who in every place el
upon the nmme of the Lord Jesus. '?

XIX.—O0F HOLY SCRIPTURE.

We bLelieve that (God, Who manifests Himself in creation and providene
and especially iu the spirit of man, Fas been pleased to reveal His mind anf
will for our salvation at successive periods and in various ways; and that this
Revelation has been, so far as needful, committed to writing by men in
spired of the Holy Spiri, so that th: Word of God is now contained in the
BE:riptures of the Old and New lestaments, which are therefore to be devoutly
studied by all; and we reverently acknowledge the Holy Spirit speaking in the
Scripturez to be the Supreme Judge in questions of faith and duty.

XX.—OF THE SACRAMENTS.

We acknowledge Baptism and the Lord’s Svrper, the two Sacraments i
stituted by Christ, to be of perpetual obligation, as signs and seals of the ney
covenant, ratified in His precious blood; through the observance of whid
His Church is to confess her Lord and to be visibly distinguished from the rest
of the world ; Baptism with water in the name of the Father and of the Son,
and of the Holy Ghost being the Sacrament of admission into the visibj
Church, in which are set forth our union to Christ and regeneration by tis
Spirit, the remission of our sins, and our engagement to be the Lord's; ai
the Lord’s Supper, the Sacrament of communion with Christ and His pesple
in which bread and wine are given and recetved 1n thankiul remembrance o
Him and of His sacrifice en the Cross, and in which they who in faith receis
the same do, after a spiritual manner, partake of the body and hlood of il
Lord Jesus Christ, to their comfort, nourishment, and growth in grace. |

XXI.—OF THE SECOND ADVENT.

We assuredly believe that on a Jay known only to God, the Lord Jew
Christ wil! suddenly come again from heaven with power and great glom:
and we look for this second appearing of our Saviour as the blessed hopey
His Church, for which we ought always to wait in sober watchiulness il
diligence, that we may be found ready at His coming. o

XXIL.—OF THE RESURRECTION,

We believe that the souls of the rightecus enter at death upon a stafe s
vest and felicity at home with the Lord; and we look for the resurrection f
the dead, both of ihe just and of the unjust, through the power of the &
of God, when the Lodies of all who are fallen asleep 1n Christ, as well as of {h
faithful who are then alive, shall be fashioned anew and conformed to the bo

of His glory.
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XXIII.—OF THE LAST JUDGMENT.

~ We believe that Ged will judge the world in rightecusness by Jesus Christ,
before whom all men must zppear, who shall separate the righteous from the
wicked, make manifest the secrets of the heart, and render to every man accord-
ing to the deeds which he hath done in the body, whether geod or evil, when
tha wicflkgd shall go sway into eternal punishment, but the righteous into
y al life.

XXIV.—0OF THE iJFE EVERLASTING.

. Finally, we believe in and desire ihe life everlasting in which the redeemed
hall receive their inheritance of glory in the kingdom of their Father, and Te
made fully blessed in the presence and service of God, whom they shall zee
and enjoy forever and ever. Amen.

)
¢
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