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,
YOU SHOULD BE MISSIONARY. *
THOS. C. JOHNSON.

Elrethren, do you understand the importance of, missionary
effort on the part of the church ? Do you feel its importance ?
Do you feel that you are fully awake on this subject? Have
you determined to be missionaries yourselves ?

‘We ought all to be missionaries whatever be our local
spheres of labor. Whether we are pastors, or evangelists, or
professors, or editors. We ought to be missionary in heart,
aiming to so spend our lives as to spread the Gospel most
rapidly and fully throughout the limits of the earth. Many of
us, perhaps, ought to labor on the foreign field. “My breth-
ren, I am ashamed that there are so many of us here in this
christian land. We must go to the heathen,” said Dr. Wm.
Armstrong to the ministers and churches of Richmond, Va. in
1833.+ ‘And Dr. Armstrong was right. He was simply awake
to a great and momentous reality. There are too many min-
isters at home in proportion to the number in mission fields.

When Gossner said, in Berlin, in 1844, to young men start-
ing for India, “Up, up, my brethren! The Lord is coming
and to every one he will say, ‘Where hast thou left the souls
of the heathen? With the devil?”” Oh, swiftly seek those
souls and enter not without them into the presence of the
Lord,”} he was making an exhortation tame in comparison
with the requirements of the case.

TwA part of a lecture from the course in Missions, 1897,
tSee Thompson : Foreign Missions, p. 7.
$ Thompson: Foreign Missions, p. 6.



THE BIBLE AND SCIENCE.
Pror. G. B. STRICKLER.

The statement is frequently made that the Bible does not
teach science; that concerning the sciences as such it has
nothing to say; that it does not teach “how the heavens go,
but how we may go to heaven ;” that its sole object is to in-
culcate religious truth. Of course, in a most important sense,
this is true. The ends it has directly in view are spiritual.
Its great purpose is to reveal what we are to believe concern-
ing God and what duties he requires of men. But from the
statement that it does not teach science, unfounded inferences
are drawn. It is inferred that it does not contain any state-
ments of scientific interest and value. It is also inferred that
its statements that connect themselves with scientific subjects
are unreliable ; that when, for instance, it says that the world
was made in six days, and that its different constituent parts
were brought into existence in a certain order, it does not
affirm what is certainly true; that all that can be expected in
such statements is only so much of truth as was within the
reach of the unaided faculties of its authors ; that we are not
to be surprised, therefore, that it and science are not found to
be in harmony ; and that, of course, wherever conflict occurs,
preference is to be given the findings of science. Thus, in
this respect, the Bible is completely discredited.

‘What, then, is meant by the friends of the Bible when they
say it does not teach science? Itis meant that it does not
teach it formally and directly ; that it does not anywhere make
statements relating to scientific subjects merely because of
their scientific importance ; but to establish, or illustrate, or
enforce spiritual truth. But it is not meant that it does not
teach anything of a scientific character. It abounds in such
teaching. From beginning to end it contains statements that
bear upon the most important subjects of scientific investiga-
tion. The statements in Genesis, for instance, in regard to
the creation of the world, have not only scientific value, but,
being inspired, they clearly and forever settle some of the
most important questions science has ever raised for the con-
sideration of men. They settle all questions as to the origin
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of matter. They affirm that God created it. They settle many
questions as to the order in which the different organisms
came into existence. They give the order—the vegetable first;
then the lower animal organisms; then the higher; and finally
man, the crown and glory of all. They settle all questions as
to the origin and unity of the human race. They assure us
that man came forth from God’s forming hand, and that from
one original pair the whole human race is descended. They
settle the question whether higher forms of life are evolved
out of lower; and lower out of lower still; and all forms out
of a few original germs, or out of dead matter itself. They
assert that God made every creature after its kind and to pro-
duce its kind ; not some new kind. Thus they not only teach
what is of scientific value, but they give inspired, and so au-
thoritative and final answers to some of the greatest problems
science has ever considered. This fact ought to be more gen-
erally observed, because it would correct a very prevalent
misapprehension as to the value of the Scriptures in this re-
spect, and furnish an additional reason for prizing them as a
revelation from God. :

Not only does the Bible contain this important information
on these scientific subjects, but the time has come when the
fact is recognized by some of the highest scientific authori-
ties. Prof. Dana, after reciting, in one of his works, the order
of creation in Genesis, says: “I believe the record to be a
divine record. I believe not only the first verse to be true,
but each verse to be worthy of its place in the Bible.” He
adds that his view of the passage was, “with small exceptions,”
that of Prof. Guyot also, who at one time was professor in
Princeton College, and who is so well known to the scientific
and literary world. It is also substantially the view of Prin-
cipal Dawson. After a careful comparison of the statements
of Genesis and the findings of Geology, Prof. Dana concludes
by saying, “the degree of accordance between science and the
Bible which has been made out, should satisfy us of the divine
origin of both nature and the Bible. If one in origin, they
should be essential in harmony, and not apart in ‘cosmognic
ideas;’ and so they prove to be. The events of creation re-
corded in Genesis were known only to the creator; and the
stately review of the ages making the introduction to the Bi-
ble, stands there as the impress of the divine hand on the first
leaf of the sacred book.” Thus the Bible not only contains
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the most important statements bearing on scientific subjects,
but science itself affirms their truth.

But there are other departments of science to which it inci-
dentally makes important contributions, as geography, chro-
nology, archaeology, and ethnology. It makes as important
contributions to these sciences as, perhaps, any other book in
existence. And this general statement may be made: it
teaches what constitutes the basis of all science. In order
that science may be possible, nature must be a system; it
must be governed by laws; those laws must be stable and
uniform in operation ; like causes must produce like effects;
and there must be a final cause of every law and form of exis-
tence ; some end they were intended to attain. These condi-
tions must exist that any kind of science may be possible.
The Bible furnishes all these conditions by teaching that the
world was made by an infinitely wise creator and that it is in
all its parts adapted and intended to accomplish his infinitely
wise purposes.

There is an important sense, then, in which the Bible teaches

. a great deal that is of the utmost scientific value.

It might as easily be shown that it teaches much in regard
to the great systems of philosophy that have marked the
world’s history. Materialism rests upon the assumption that
all substance is matter. It refutes that. Idealism rests upon
the contrary assumption that all substance is spirit. It refutes
that. Pantheism holds the identity of God and the universe.
It declares that that is not true. Agnosticism asserts that God
cannot be known. If clearly reveals him. The philosophy of
the absolute declares that God cannot come into any relations
to his creatures. It teaches that he has come into a number
of relations to men, especially that of a glorious Redeemer.
Thus as to all these philosophies it teaches what cuts clean
away from under them the very foundation on which they
rest. The Bible true, as it attests itself to be, then. they are
all necessarily false. ’

The statement, then, that the Bible does ‘not teach science
or philosophy, so frequently made by its friends, is not to be
interpreted to mean that it does not contain much that is of
the highest scientific and philosophic value.



THE TEXT: ITS USE AND ABUSE.
Pror. T. R. ENGLISH.

That the time honored custom of taking a text has been
shamefully abused, is so patent to every one who has given the
matter the least thought that the attempt to show this would
be a work of supererrogation. If this abuse were confined to
those who deliberately turn aside from the word of God, and
seek only to entertain their hearers ; or to sensationalists, who
seek to commend the truth by springing it upon their hearers
in the most unexpected way ; or to the ignorant, who are doing
the very best they can with their limited opportunities, we
would hold our peace. But that which fills us with gravest
concern is the fact that the evil prevails to an alarming extent
among those who are earnest, faithful and consecrated, and
who are rightfully regarded as leaders in the church, and en-
samples to their brethren.

It was the writer’s privilege and pleasure on a certain occa-
sion to listen for the first time to “a master in Israel,” whose
reputation as a preacher is national, and whose name is one
“to conjure with.” The text announced was a clause of four
words, which, by a flagrant act of vivisection, was taken from
- the sentence in which it was imbedded. The preacher did not
read the chapter from which the text was taken, nor in announc-
ing it did he so much as read the sentence of which it was a
living member, nor in the whole discourse was there the most
remote reference to the context, or to the real meaning of the
words. The reason for this silence was very obvious, for the
mere reading of the chapter, or even of the verse, would have
rendered the incongruity between the text and sermon so glar-
ing that the dullest hearer would hardly have failed to see the
absurdity of such a connection.

Dr. Broadus, in his well known and valuable work, The Pre-
paration and Delivery of Sermons, tells the old and familiar
story of the preacher who took as his text “Top-not come
down” (Matt. 24:17), and proceeded to denounce a style of
head-dress then in vogue. The preacher in this case was of
course an ignorant man, and not very skilful in concealing the
dismemberment of that passage, but his more skilful and edu-



THY WEXT: ITS USE AND ABUSE. 25%

tated congeners are found even in our own church. Let us
not deal too hardly with this well-meaning brother, of an emi-
nently practical turn of mind, and hold him up to ridicule,
while there are so many, even in the front ranks of our own
ministry, who lay hold upon some striking clause, or even word,
leaving the balance of the sentence to mourn its loss; and not
content with this act of violence, inthe absence of all its friends
and relatives, proceed to give it such a meaning thatits former
associates would never recognize it.

But it may be objected, that however difficult it may be to
reconcile these practices with Homiletic rules, yet the very
men who are most guilty, it may be, in this respect have the ear
of the people, are the most popular preachers, and what is far
more important, are successful in the work of winning souls.
Now if one can be more successful in the work of the ministry
by mispronouncing his words, or by viclating the rules of
Grammar, or by disregarding the principles of Rhetoric, we
hold that he is not only justifiable in doing 8o, seeing that no
moral wrong is involved, but it is his positive duty to do so,
and a failure to make such a sacrifice would indicate a low
conception of the trust committed to him. If the practice re-
ferred to involved no more than the violation of certain Homi-
letic rules, then we would say, violate them to your heart’s con-
tent, if by so doing you can advance the cause of Christ. If
one finds that he can catch more fish by disregarding the rules
of the art as laid down in text-books on the subject, he would
be little less than a fool to pay any attention to them. If it were
only a question of methods we would lay but little stress upon
it, for after all the sermon is but a means to an end ; but we
hold that there is a grave moral question involved, and it is to
this aspect of the case that we now invite your attention.

Let us first inquire as to what is involved in announcing a
text at the beginning of a discourse.

1. Its very position creates the presumption that it is to be
the key-note, the foundation of what is to follow. Itis placed
in the very fore-front, the place of honor, and is justly looked
upon as the vanguard of the discourse. The title page of a -
book skould fairly represent its contents. When we pick up a
book entitled “Systematic Theology,” we do not expect to find
within a treatise on Mathematics, or a collection of jokes. It
is akin to fraud to label a bottle of whiskey “Milk for Babes,”
or to fill the show-windows of a grocery with dry goods. We
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can but experience a feeling of resentment when under some
misleading caption we are intrapped into reading some adver-
tisement. When one announces a text it is a virtual pledge to
the audience that the discourse which is to follow will be in
the same line ; and to use a passage from God’s word as a kind
of decoy-duck, or as an introduction tv a message which is
confessedly of a different origin, savors strongly of moral dis-
honesty, or at least is not consistent with that candor and sin-
cerity which ought to characterize the messenger of God. .

2. Not only is it given the place of honor, but the very word
itself renders that pledge more definite. The word Zex? is de-
rived from ftextus or textum, something woven, thus denoting
the web of discourse. It came to be used of any connected dis-
.course upon which a commentary was written. Thus we speak
of the Zeat of Homer, as distinguished from the explanations
and comments of others. The earliest Christian discourses
were expositions of Scripture, and the portion expounded upon
any particular occasion was called accordingly “the text.”
Some writers, as Shedd and Hoppin, hold that the passage
upon which a sermon is based is also called a text for the addi-
tional reason that it forms the web or tissue or main thread of
the discourse. If the sermon is an exposition of the text,
then the latter necessarily constitutes the main thread of the
discourse, but it is somewhat doubtful whether this had any-
thing to do with the historical origin of the tern as we now
use it, and we will not insist upon it in this connection. Waiv-
ing then this particular point, we insist upon it that from time
immemorial the word Zext has had, and still has, a definite
meaning, and denotes the portion of a writing commented upon
or expounded, and hence to call a passage of Scripture which
prefaces a sermon, but is not expounded in it, a fext, is a mis-
nemer, and should be scrupulously avoided.

It may be urged that words constantly change their mean-
ing, and that this is a case in point. We reply that while this
word is often used in an improper way, yet it is constantly used
in its proper sense, and to use it in any other is confusing and
misleading. What moral right has one to call himself a Cal-
vinist when he has discarded every doctrine peculiar to the
Calvinistic system ? What right has one to call that a text
which no longer corresponds to the legitimate and customary
meaning of that term? If one has no intention of treating the
portion of Seripture with which he prefaces his sermon as a
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text, then it would be better to call it by some other name, and
to advertise his hearers at the outset that he is not before them
as a preacher of the Word.

3. Again, the very form in which the text is announced is sig-
nificant. Not unfrequently it is something like this in sub-
stance: ‘“We invite your attention to the word of God as re-
corded in ”  What is this the preacher is saying ? Does
he ask the attention of the hearer to this particular passage?
Then there is an implied pledge that he himself will give atten-
tion to it, and that he will do all in his power to fix the atten-
tion of his audience upon the truth contained in it, to the ex-
clusion of all else. Think of the absurdity of a preacher ask-
ing the attention of his audience to a passage which he straight-
way ignores! To sum up the preceding, the announcement of
a text is virtually a pledge to unfold the truth contained in it.
The text is the message of (Fod which the preacher proposes to
deliver, and the sermon is but the medium by which it is con-
veyed.

The pledge implied in the text is violated in several ways,
two of which we will now mention.

1. A passage of Scripture is announced as a text, but in re-
ality it serves merely as a starting point, or as an introduction
to the discourse. There is no show even of anything like ex-
egesis, and it is at once dismissed as soon as it has served its
purpose in introducing the subject in an apt and striking way.
How degrading it is to use the word of God in this way! It
has often occurred to us that custom of closing the Bible as
soon as the text is announced is eminently fitting and appro-
priate in such cases. There are some indeed who do not take
a final leave of the text at this stage, but the hearer is again re-
minded of its existence by its regular recurrence at stated in-
‘tervals, especially if it happens to be a sonorous one. We re-
call a typical sermon of this kind, based ostensibly upon the
words, “and it was night,” and though many years have elapsed
since, we well remember with what regularity the evening
shades came on at the close of each paragraph. How often
are the gems of Scripture used only to ornament an earth-born
discourse, and to deck it with the livery of Heaven!

2. This implied pledge is violated again, when scriptural
truth is set forth in the sermon as if it were contained in the
text, while confessedly it is not to be found there. For exam-
ple, the text is that familiar passage from Amos, “Prepare to
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meet thy God, O Israel,” and the preacher, ignoring the evi-
dent meaning of the passage, proceeds to urge the duty of
preparing for death by repentance and faith in Jesus Christ.
‘When reminded of the fact that this passage does not and can-
not have any such meaning, the reply is ready, that this truth
is clearly taught elsewhere even if it is not here, and it makes
little or no difference, seeing that itis true and scriptural.
Suppose that same preacher is reading as the Scripture lesson
for the occasion the chapter from which the text is taken, and
without’a word of warning, he incorporates into the address of
the prophet to those children of doom the words, “This is a
faithful saying &c.,” and when a startled hearer remonstrates,
he cooly replies, “Well, I admit that Amos did not say this,
but Paul did some centuries later.” Would he not be looked
upon as bereft of reason? Have we any right to put into the
words of Amos, even by implication, ideas wholly foreign to
him? TIsit not a grave moral wrong to wrest and distort the
words of Holy Writ, even though it be for the highest and
holiest purpose? Is not this a species of Jesuitry? What
too must be the effect upon the thoughtful hearer when he
finds out, as he will sooner or later, that the message has not
been faithfully transmitted? He must arrive at one of two
conclusions ; either the messenger does not understand the
message entrusted to him, or else he has knowingly tampered
with it.

On one occasion a class-mate of the writer, having given a
correct exegesis of his text, said in substance to the congrega-
tion, “Now, brethren, this is the real meaning of the text, but
to-day I am going to take it in this sense”’—and then proceeded
to give a meaning entirely foreign to it. Would that all were
as candid as he was! It seems to be a canon with many that
we are at liberty to assign to a passage any meaning that the
words could possibly bear taken out of their connection, but
what right have we to assign to words a meaning which they
were never intended to convey ? Here belong also the spiri-
tualizing and allegorizing preachers, who from the Sahara of
a genealogical table can bring forth things new and old, until
we wonder at our own stupidity in not seeing before the rich-
ness and fulness of these Scriptures!

The approach of the season for Westminster celebrations re-
minds us of the fact that there are fcxts for these occasions also.
A recent paper gives a glowing account of an eloquent dis-
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course by an esteemed brother “whose praise is in all the
churches.” The text, we are told, was from the Song of Solo-
mon, and the writer goes on to say: “In the exposition of this
passage, Dr. —— seemed to anticipate the anniversary of our
Westminster Assembly in his defence of Presbyterianism, as
in ringing words he drew a vivid pen picture of the Declaration
and Testimony of the grand old Church of the Hugenot, the
Covenanter and the Netherlands, as these noble martyrs of the
faith stood loyal even unto death.”

‘Westminster and Song of Solomon! The connection is so
suggestive that it will not be necessary to name the chapter
and verse. Indeed there are doubtless so many good texts
there for such an occasion that it would be invidious to dis-
criminate. '

In view of the flagrant and widespread abuse of the text, the
question has been seriously asked, whether it would not be
better to discontinue the time honored custom of announcing
a text. The answer to this depends upon the answer given to
another question : ‘“What shall the sermon be?” If it is the
great mission of the preacher to stand as God’s messenger and
interpret his will to the people ; if like Ezra it is his business
to “cause the people to understand the law,” then there is no
option in the matter, and the text must be retained, or his oc-
cupation is gone. If, on the other hand, his function is simply
to communicate truth which he has found out by searching,
then common honesty demands that he should present that
truth upon its own merits, and not demand for it acceptance
on the ground that it is a message. If'we take atext (and what
is a text but a message from God ?), then let us stick to it, and
bend all our energies to the task of making plain and enforc-
ing the message it contains.

While we contend that it is the business of the preacher to
expound his text, it does not follow by a good deal that he must
take a text whenever he gets up to speak in a religious assem-
bly. Why cannot one discuss the Westminster Assembly for
instance without pretending that he is preaching from a text.
Let him simply announce his subject and go ahead. Indeed
there are many subjects that might be profitably discussed in
the pulpit, and yet there are no single texts for them. For ex-
ample, the Bible has much to say on the duties of church mem-
bers, and yet there is no single passage in which these duties
are set forth.
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Let the preacher simply announce his subject, and then set
forth the teaching of the word of God concerning it without
going through the farce of taking a “text” which is straight-
way forsaken, or else made to mean something that the writer
never dreamt of.
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