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those grand ancient worthies were not called to be members 
o f the Bride class.

“ Justification by faith” * throughout this Gospel age is 
merely the first step in the ways of the Lord, now opened to 
whosoever hath an ear to hear. The second step is consecra­
tion, a full surrender of our all to the Lord. We may safely 
conclude that all who took the first step were welcome to take 
the second one, and that it would appear the “ reasonable ser­
vice”  to all sincere ones who properly appreciated God’s mercy 
in forgiving their sins. Those not thus influenced usually 
found their faith grow as cold and lifeless as their love, and 
thus losing their faith were without justification again—part 
o f the unjustified world.

Whoever of the justified were of the right spirit and made 
consecration of their all during the period of the call, were of 
the “ called ones” mentioned by the Apostle and urged to make 
their calling and election sure by obedience to their covenant. 
This same class now, since the end of the “ call,” are not thus 
called, but are in a waiting attitude. Knowing from the Scrip­
tures that “ many are called but few chosen,” they are waiting 
for an opportunity to take places amongst the “ called” as sub­
stitutes for some not found worthy.

It would not be unreasonable to suppose that there are 
hundreds in just such a waiting condition, although the pres­

* See issue Oct. 15, 1911, p. 394, “ Justification by Faith.”

ent-day preaching is not very favorable to either justification 
or consecration: justification through faith in the ransom-sac­
rifice o f Jesus, the only kind, is little understood or taught.

On the other hand there are doubtless thousands in all the 
denominations of Christendom who have taken both steps 
(justification and consecration) who are overcharged with cares 
of this life and whose periods of opportunity gradually expir­
ing leave places for those who seek and pray and hunger to 
enter into the favor of the “ ealled” class. Wc have no positive 
means of knowing who are thus accepted as substitutes, but 
we think it reasonable to consider three conditions as indicative 
of such acceptance. (1) A  growth in the fruits of the spirit. 
(2) Activity in serving the Truth to the extent of talents and 
opportunities. (3) An ability to grasp prominent features of 
the Truth with considerable clearness.

The question then arises, What about justified believers who 
have consecrated and who may never find a chance as substitutes! 
We incline to consider these to be few,— that the Lord will 
give the hearing ear to comparatively few except as there may 
be an opening for them. However, if  any of said class do 
fail of an opportunity to become substitutes we would be sure 
that divine love and care would be over them just as surely, 
and that failing a place in the elect church through no fault of 
theirs, these would be given some good portion which would 
much more than reward and satisfy them.
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VIEWS FROM THE WATCH TOWER
BISHOP POTTER AND THE SALOON

Bishop Potter, of the Episcopal Diocese of New York, 
iias created quite a commotion in all circles by giving his 
sanction to a newly-opened “ tavern” in New York City. The 
saloon and cafe are described as having fine appointments: 
in one end is a soda fountain at which beer is sold for the 
accommodation especially of ladies, who are not admitted 
to the saloon proper, at the bar of which liquors of all kinds 
are dispensed with free lunch at noon. Of the enterprise, 
the New York Sun, after recounting Bishop Potter’s address 
and his leading in the singing of the doxology to the tune 
of “Old Hundred,” says: “The idea of the tavern originated
in the mind of Joseph Johnson, Jr., the Greek Oak of the 
Order of Acorns. Mr. Johnson has always believed that rum 
is a curse, but he holds that the evils of intemperance must 
be combated by practical men and not theorists. I f there 
must be saloons he wants them to be as ethical as possible. 
So he organized the Subway Tavern Company with a capital 
of $10,000— subscribed by prominent men whose names are 
given. The managers of the company have decided that not 
more than live per cent shall be paid as dividends on the 
stock, whatever the profits be: the surplus is to be used in 
starting other similar taverns.”

We have no doubt that the gentlemen connected with 
this innovation have benevolent intentions: Their thought
evidently is to fight fire with fire; to fight the doggerel 
saloon with a better one, to furnish purer liquors and better 
surroundings. We believe that they are making a great mis­
take. Nevertheless, the affair shows the extremity to which 
well-intentioned people are driven by present conditions, that 
the Apostle calls “ the present distress.”  How evident to the 
instructed Christian that the one thing needful is the estab­
lishment of the kingdom of God, for which we pray, “Thy 
kingdom come, thy will be done on earth as it is done in 
heaven.” Nothing short of this heavenly power can cope with 
the present downward tendencies that afflict the whole human 
family, the “groaning creation.”

These gentlemen in New York City are copying a plan 
adopted a few years ago in Great Britain by some of the 
Episcopal clergy there. These established taverns where 
liquors of all kinds were obtainable, as well as “soft drinks,” 
the latter being given the preference in that the bartender is 
paid a commission on the soft drinks, making nothing on the 
intoxicating liquors. The effect has been good in Great 
Britain, it is claimed. Nevertheless we have no such expecta­
tions in respect to the introduction of this system into this 
country. Conditions here are totally different. Here the 
majority are opposed to liquor drinking, and the business and 
all things associated with it are more or less tabooed, and 
thus many are protected from the degrading influences. We 
fear that the tendency will be to break down this barrier 
and to make drinking more general and more fashionable, and 
thus to increase the evil effects of this most terribly degrad­
ing practice.

Bishop Potter’s course has brought upon him very severe

criticism from many quarters: yet it will make him popular 
with a certain very respectable class. The chief difficulty 
seems to lie in the fact that the true church is not under­
stood and its rules do not fit when applied to the world and 
its wisdom. Recognizing the church as the “ little flock” of 
“saints” fully consecrated to the Lord, we do not suppose 
for one moment that Bishop Potter would claim to be a mem­
ber of it nor to be bound by its precepts and ideals. But 
manj- others, who take the same unsanctified stand, and who 
patronize saloons of the worst class, are chiding the Bishop, 
rebuking him, because they think of him as one of the 
“ saints,”  and perceive that his course is not up to the ideals 
of the New Testament for such.

The sooner the world realizes the truth on this subject 
the better it will be for all concerned: that fully ninety- 
nine per cent of the nominal church (preachers included) are 
merely well-intentioned worldlings, who have never conse­
crated their wills, never been begotten of the Spirit and 
have not, therefore, “ the mind [spirit] of Christ.”

DANGER FROM “ HIGHER CRITICISM”
Dr. David J. Burrell, pastor of the Marble Collegiate 

Church, Fifth avenue, New York, says:—
“It is indeed true that there is sore danger from this 

critical movement, but it is not the Bible that stands so 
much in danger— it can take care of itself—as it is the dic­
tionary that is assailed.

‘W ords that have a specific and clear meaning to us, 
used by the exponents of the critical propaganda, have a 
different meaning entirely. It is one of the calamitous con­
sequences of this criticism. It means a complete overturning 
of definitions as we understand them. And to coin a spurious 
word is worse than to issue a spurious coin.

“Men preach from the pulpit and talk with you and me 
about the inspiration. Their terms to them have not the 
dictionary definition which they know you put on them. I 
won’t mince words, for I know friends of mine who do this. 
It ’s not honest. We are fighting for Webster’s and Worcester’s 
dictionaries, just as we are fighting for God Almighty in this 
contest.

“There are men preaching the gospel of Christ who do 
not know what the little word “ is”  means, using it instead 
in the most outre and outlandish way. I know a man who 
will say ‘The Bible is the Word of God,’ yet he doesn’t mean 
what people think him to mean. ‘Is’ to him means ‘is not.’

“ In days of old, when the gods of the Pantheon had lost 
their powers, the priests laughed to themselves before the 
altar as they went through the ceremonies. That is an effect, 
too, on the Christian ministry of the higher criticism.

“I make no charge against any man, and I say it with a 
deal of charity and lamentation, but some men in some pul­
pits are smiling at the words they have to preach.

“I walked with a man from a church one day—he being 
a friend of mine, though he is one of the critical ones—at the 
close of a sermon he had preached on the incarnation. He 
had hardly gone a hundred steps from his pulpit when he
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turned to me and said with a smile: “It  isn’t of any great
difference to me whether Christ was the son of Joseph or was 
conceived by the holy Spirit.”  The fine edge of honesty was 
worn off there, as it is elsewhere. But the mass of people in 
the pews, notwithstanding the teachings they hear, are honest 
to the Word of God.

“People won’t go to church to hear hypotheses. There 
is more good in a Sunday newspaper than there is in a man 
who preaches the vagaries of the ‘higher criticism from the 
pulpit.’ ”

*  #  *

True, but not strongly enough stated. The harm done 
by the “higher critics”  exceeds all other sources of harm, 
including infidel publications and dime novels, because it 
breaks down all true faith and confidence toward God and 
sets at nought “ the only name given under heaven and 
amongst men whereby we must be saved.”  It makes the 
“blood of the covenant a common thing.”—Heb. 10:29.

LEAGUING AGAINST “ HIGHER CRITICISM’ ’
“The American Bible League” held its first convention 

lately in New York City. It has our best wishes, but we 
fear it will find far less sympathy and support amongst 
ministers and laymen than it should naturally expect. The 
fact is that the entire body of Christendom has been thor­
oughly inoculated with this poisonous infidelity of the re­
fined Sadduceeic sort. For years the colleges have been turn­
ing the stream at its head waters. Today the studies and 
school-literature of the public high schools are completely 
under this same influence. We have no thought, therefore, 
that the American Bible League will meet with any degree 
of success. We do, however, hope that its course may have 
the effect of arousing some true believers and separating 
them from nominalism and thus preparing them to search 
for and to find “ the old paths”—the old theology—“ the faith 
once delivered to the saints.”

Unless we greatly err the “League”  will find even among 
its own members some who are half poisoned on this subject 
by evolutionary ideas. We quote extracts from several of 
the speakers and from commentaries on the first session. 
Mr. William Philips Hall, the president of the “League,”  
said: —

“That the Bible is now being subjected to a scholastic 
assault of unparalleled danger; that the practical conse­
quences of this assault are in evidence in the demoralization 
of conduct and education, and in evil influences on the minis­
try and missions; that the assault is based upon groundless 
claims of a false scholarship, and that the methods proposed 
by the league will fully meet the imperative needs of the 
situation and lead to a recovery of faith in the Bible as the 
Word of God and to the enthronement of our Lord Jesus 
Christ in the hearts of men.

“Fascinated by a strange scholarship, multitudes among 
the leaders in the Christian ministry and educational work 
have turned aside in large part from the faith which was 
once for all delivered unto the saints, to worship at the 
shrine of a destructive criticism that destroys individual 
faith in the divine origin, integrity inspiration and authority 
of the Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments, and that 
sooner or later, logically, and inevitably, leads to the denial 
of the incarnation, omniscience, atonement, and supreme au­
thority of our Lord Jesus Christ.”

Dr. Francis L. Patton, president of Princeton Theological 
Seminary, said, respecting the views of “higher critics:”—

“To them there was no primeval innocence, no fall, no 
redemption, no incarnation. They hold these things not to 
be doctrines, but pretty teachings, making up what is really 
nothing more than a metaphysic philosophy. Ask them 
straightforward questions and they begin to dodge the issue. 
Ask them. Did Jesus Christ have a preexistence? Did he 
rise from the dead? Was he ever really dead? Was he God 
of very God? They begin to shift. They begin right away to 
talk sentimentalism and say, *We want the moralities.’

“ ‘All right, we’ll talk morals;’ but they don’t. They 
dodge them, too.

“It all comes around to the question of judgment of fact 
and value. I f  you can discard the former and retain the 
latter, what is the good of Christianity? You can then 
preach just as good a sermon from jEsop’s fables as from 
Holy Scriptures.”

Dr. Daniel Gregory, General Secretary of the League, ia 
reported to have said:—

“The league believes this to be one of the most serious 
crises in the history of Christian faith, and has taken up its 
task with a twofold object: it takes its stand for the Bible 
and the old view, and yet with open vision for any new 
light, and it challenges these claims of radical criticism, the 
baselessness of which it purposes to show. We have no fault 
to find with real criticism. We do not challenge the new 
views because they are scientific, but because they are un­
scientific.

“The second object of this league is to help the people 
to see the Bible as it is and to find out what is in it.”

The New York Sun editorially notes that the League de­
scribes the present as a “crisis”  in the history of Christianity. 
The Sun agrees that the term “crisis”  is none too strong and 
adds:—

“If this subversive and destructive criticism was confined 
to avowed opponents of religion and the church, as it was 
formerly, it might not be an enemy dangerous enough to re­
quire the formation of a Christian league against it; but 
now it has affected profoundly the thought and radically 
changed the view of a large part of Christendom itself. It 
has entered into theological seminaries to a very great ex­
tent, and is influencing the sentiment and modifying the 
points of view in many pulpits of even the most nominally 
orthodox churches.”

Most of the prominent journals that comment at all treat 
the League respectfully, but clearly imply their “higher critic”  
predilections, and imply that the most the League will do 
will be to sow discord and rancor and controversy. Thus the 
“wise”  always deprecate any battle with Satan.

POLITICS IN RELIGION
“People with old-fashioned ideas concerning the relations 

between the churches and the Deity, whose cause they are 
presumed to set forth here on earth, are often somewhat 
dismayed at the very practical way in which the machinery 
of the churches works. The present quadrennial conference of 
the Methodist church at Los Angeles has been styled by some 
members of the faith the biggest political event of the year 
of presidential nominations.

“Questions of creed, of the form of church government 
and the selection of church officials are settled in all church 
assemblages in a highly practical and thoroughly human man­
ner. Church politics differs from the ordinary kind most 
in subject matter.

“ The methods are the same, very largely because in not 
a few instances they are employed by the same kind of men, 
but most of all doubtless because they represent the working 
out of divine purpose in other fields. In the Presbyterian and 
Episcopalian and other general religious gatherings, the men 
whose influence counts for most are not infrequently those 
who stand high in political and business circles.

“It shocks people who believe that the churches are ex­
clusively divinely guided to see so little difference in ecclesias­
tical strategy from those which prevail in more worldly gath­
erings. Yet there should be no dismay or surprise even. 
For while we all know that the churches are under divine 
guidance we are wholly wrong in supposing that other of 
the vast concerns of men are not equally under the same 
influence and direction.

“ Creeds and churches are all man-made out of material 
furnished him by his Maker, but expressions of man’s rec­
ognition of his obligations and opportunities lies in the 
spiritual plane. Though inspired by the Creator since they 
are not universal, they are all manifestly imperfect, and 
so doubtless because transmitted through erring man. Creed 
and church discipline and law have no more foundation of 
authority or guarantee of stability than do political plat­
form declarations. They are all always subject to revision 
as men progress in religious understanding and to meet 
new contingencies of moral perversion as they arise.— Toledo 
Sunday Times-Bee.

« • •
This editor sees only a part of what he points out. God 

has given his church explicit directions, but the plans, 
schemes and traditions of men ignore the Word, the counsel 
of God, and hence the similarity of political manipulations.

Polish Tbacts can now be supplied to all who have spec­
ial opportunities for using them. They are published by our 
Society, although our name and address does not appear on 
them, because of prejudice of Catholics against everything 
like Bible Societies.

I talian  Daw n , Vol. I., and sample Towers have now 
arrived. Send in your orders.

German and Swedish Towers can now be supplied reg­
ularly.
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“OPPOSITIONS OF SCIENCE FALSELY SO-CALLED”
And so it seems that even in Paul’s day science was a 

name to conjure with. The aged Apostle had to exhort his 
“ son Timothy” to stand guard over the truth of God that had 
been committed to him, especially by avoiding “oppositions 
of science falsely so-called.”  The danger to faith arose not 
from real science, but from that baseless and pernicious 
gnosis, unworthy the name of science, that was already on 
the way to its full fruitage in the Gnosticism of Marcion 
and Valentinus that at a later day so cursed the early Church.

Nor is this juggling with “science” yet over, as a recent 
experience convinced the writer. The colloquy was with— 
or rather the “ setting down” came from— a product of the 
“ New Thinking.” He had been made at Harvard, and had 
entered upon the study of divinity there, but finding no 
definite basis for his “ divinity,” he had given up the minis­
try as a bad job. A respectful word about the Bible was 
what precipitated the explosion: “You don’t pretend to say
that you believe the Bible to be anything but a mass of 
Jewish myths and legends? In these days no one but a moss- 
back ever thinks of it as a revelation from God! Why, it 
has been so completely discredited by science in every form 
and from every point of view, that no self-respecting man 
of culture can afford to give it even a moment’s attention!”

What could one say when dazed by such an outburst? 
How could one help feeling that science embodied had finished 
the business, and that it was useless to gainsay its authority? 
As for reasoning with such a reckless asserter, that was out 
of the question. He was beyond the reach of reason. For a 
moment the poor “mossbaek” felt as one might imagine the 
old-fashioned tallow candle of seventy-five years ago felt 
when the “ extinguisher” was brought down upon it. But 
recovery came in due t, e, aided by some knowledge of real 
science gained at the feet of the masters; and the conclusion 
ultimately reached shape in Paul’s phrase, “opposition of 
science falsely so-called.”  This man was monumentally 
ignorant of real science. Indeed, lie was merely conjuring 
with a name of the contents of which he knew nothing ex­
cept at second hand; and even that second-hand knowledge 
was “ science falsely so-called,” in other words, pseudo­
science.

Has science really discredited the Bible as the Word of 
God, so that there is nothing left of it on which one can 
depend? We answer, By no manner of means. The assump­
tion that it has done so is the supreme Satanic lie of this 
age, originating in the consummate conceit which is the very 
essence of the Zeitgeist, and made use of by the devil for the 
overthrow of the religion of Christ. True science has never 
contradicted the Bible; has never touched it but to confirm. 
The same God made both the world and the Word, so that 
there can be no contradiction. It is only false science that 
has seemed—or been made to appear—in conflict with Chris­
tianity.

To make this clear beyond possibility of gainsaying, one 
needs only to inquire what science is, what constitutes a 
scientist, what the scientific method is, what the scientific 
processes are; and then to test by these the claims of the so- 
called science that has pretentiously arrayed itself against 
the Bible.

Tnat is the question at bottom, “What is science?” The 
mischief has come from its having been answered superficially. 
The jaunty “New Thinking” hesitates to go beneath the sur­
face. That might wear out the soul, if it be only matter in 
bruin form' It will never do to overwork it!

Science has been defined to be “knowledge gained and 
veiifnd by exact observation and correct thinking, especially 
such knowledge when methodically formulated and arranged 
in a rational syslem,”— systematic construction being thus a 
principal factor in science in the largest spnse.

There are properly two distinct scientific methods, the 
inductive and tho deductive. The former is applicable to 
p'attus of fact only; the latter to truths or relations of 
ideas only. The former proceeds from facts to general prin­
ciples which embrace and group them; the latter from general 
truths or principles to particulars embraced under them.

Science, as wo have to do with it in connection with Chris- 
tianitv, deals with matters of fact,— God, the soul, sin, re­
demption. all the great essential things found in the Bible 
and in our religion, are matters of fact. The science that 
deals with them, in order to be true science, must, therefore, 
conform to the principles or processes of the inductive meth­
od As it departs from these, or fails to come up to them, 
it ceases to he science

What the these principles or processes? There is first. 
e\ji:t observation, by which one is to learn what the facts 
m the ca=e leallv are. The principle of exact observation is 
a!!-import :nt at the foundation. Sir William Hamilton sets 
foit’n the *hree laws that govern it: The law of parcimony
v2M

requires that no fact be assumed that is not a fact; the law 
of integrity, that all of the essential facts be embraced in the 
observation; the law of harmony, that if inferences from fact 
are admitted they must be legitimate deductions from the 
facts and used in subordination to them.

So from this point of view the science may be vitiated 
by ignoring facts, misrepresenting or misinterpreting facts, 
adding alleged facts to or substituting them for the real 
facts, using the facts as mere points of departure in wild 
speculation. Alfred Wallace’s recent fascinating book, on 
the question whether there are other inhabited worlds, is an 
example in point. The book is a book in which, in conse­
quence of the absence of actual and universal observation, 
assumptions and speculations are made to take the place of 
facts. Possibly there is more reason for concluding that there 
are no other worlds that are possibly habitable, than for 
concluding that the man in the moon is made of green cheese.

The use of the second principle, that of correct scientific 
interpretation, must follow the observation, in order that 
the scientific investigator may know precisely what the 
observed facts mean. Before they can be wrought into 
science, the individual facts must be understood, in them­
selves and in their relations to one another and to their 
causes. Hence, the three laws that govern the process of 
interpretation. The first requires that the investigator shall 
determine the exact content of each of the facts; the second 
that he shall properly generalize and classify his facts and 
ascertain the laws governing them; the third that he shall 
trace back the facts and laws to the appropriate and ade­
quate causes that account for and explain them. Causation 
is thus the fundamental principle that makes science possible, 
and to which all true science must conform itself.

So from this point of view science may be wholly vitiated 
by a superficial knowledge of the facts, by false generaliza­
tions from them, by irrational and unwarranted explanations 
of them, or by failure to make proper application of the 
principle of causation in dealing with them. Of this order 
are the defects that destroy the scientific quality of the think­
ing of such men as John Stuart Mill, Charles Darwin and 
Herbert Spencer. It is vain to talk to them of facts. They 
are able to laugh at facts as a ghost would at a musket.

The first two principles of induction lead up to the third, 
the principle of scientific construction, which must be con­
ducted with a view to the grasping, grouping and presentation 
of the facts in their entirety, by proper co-ordination and 
correlation, and making the thought system match the natural 
system to which it attempts to give expression. Science in 
the highest sense is something far beyond incoherent facts 
or bits and scraps, however accurately observed and inter­
preted, beyond classes and strings of generalizations, how­
ever logical they may be made; it consists of facts and gen­
eralizations and causes, and all the rest, wrought into a 
rational system, and so constituting a connected and con­
structed thought-system that expresses and matches some 
region of reality, in the soul, in nature or elsewhere. In 
order to reach such science, all the great facts, as observed 
and interpreted, with all the laws and principles must be 
taken into the system, none added and none omitted; these 
must be set forth in their logical relations of succession and 
interdependence; and the system so constructed must he 
shown to agree with the natural system which it represents.

So at this point science may become false by the narrow­
ness that fails to take in all the range of facts involved, and 
thus leaves it incomplete; or by the incoherency that shows 
itself incapable of grouping facts into unity, and thus re­
sults in merely a disjointed mass; or by reason of a weak 
or lawless imagination that cannot grasp the whole range of 
facts in rational scientific system, thereby falling below 
science in its highest and broadest sense.

Such knowledge, resulting from exact observations, cor­
rect interpretation and scientific construction, and such alone, 
is science in any strict and proper sense. It is whole diam­
eters removed from opinion, guesswork, imagination, specula­
tion, assumption, assertion and all the other easy going proc­
esses.

The scientist is on who, in his observations, investigations, 
conclusions and constructions, conforms to these principles of 
scientific method. He is one who seeks, obtains and verifies 
knowledge in any department bv these processes, which alone 
are properly called scientific. His special task may, of course, 
require him to devote himself chiefly to the investigation 
and verification of facts; or he may give himself to applying 
the inductive method to facts; or he may be employed chief­
ly in combining all his established facts and reasoned con­
clusions in any department of knowledge into a scientific 
system that shall embody and set forth a whole region of
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reality in its unity and totality. But whatever may be the 
particular department to which his attention is given, his 
work therein must be done conformably to the principles of 
scientific method that have just been outlined.

In the region of physical science, from which the main 
objections to the veracity of the Bible have been brought, 
the exact scientist in the man who reduces his scientific con­
clusions to mathematical formulae, thereby taking them en­
tirely out of the range of the speculation and conjecture to 
which so much of the popular so-called science is devoted. 
It is the portion of the field of physical science that has been 
reduced to this form of mathematical thought that consti­
tutes the settled and permanent science— the other so-called 
science of this region being in state of constant flux.

Against all comers the Christian may safely make the 
claim that no true science, no knowledge that can stand these 
rational, scientific tests, has ever been shown to be in conflict 
with the revelations of God’s Word. It is only science falsely 
so-called that has ever been made to appear to discredit the 
Word of God,— Positivism, Darwinism, Spencerism, et id omne 
genus.

Modern science, as embodied in August Comte, is said 
to have blotted a personal God out of existence. There is 
nothing new in that. “The fool” of the Psalmist did as much 
long ages ago. It is written in Psalm 14 • 1, “ The fool hath 
said in his heait. There is no Cod.”  As one has remarked, 
it is evident that no one but a fool would have said it; that 
is, a man afflicted with mental weakness and moral obliquity. 
Even “the fool” says it to himself, as it were, or in his heart; 
it is not the conclusion of reason, but an expression of a Wish. 
He is anxious to get rid of God, in order that he may freely 
exploit his folly.

Modern science, under the lead of Comte, has taken the 
same method of sweeping God out of existence; only he claims 
to have done it by the scientific method. But how did he do 
it? Where is the science of it? It is simply assumption and 
assertion with which he lays the basis. “There is nothing 
in the universe of which we can have scientific knowledge 
except bare, dead facts. There is no spirit, finite or infinite, 
no cause, no God.”  Now this so-called science violates every 
principle of induction, ignoring all the chief facts of the uni­
verse, and those that are best known. How do I at all know 
material things, forces, science, etc.? It is only as I am a 
mind, acting in thought, that I am able to find and interpret 
any thought in the material universe. It is only as I am a 
will, acting with power, that I am able to find and investi­
gate any of the forces of the universe with which science 
deals. This presentation of the case by Comte, by which 
such stimulus has been given to modern loose thinking, has 
not a particle of science in it.

In the name of science, Charles Darwin, under the inspira­
tion of Comte, has swept God and religion out of existence 
in these later times. How much of science is there in his 
system, so far as it antagonizes the teachings of the Bible? 
Take a single passage from one of the earlier editions of his 
“ Descent of Man,” a passage that sums up his argument from 
the beginning of that belauded and epoch-making work.

“The early progenitors of man were, no doubt, covered with 
hair, both sexes having beards. Their ears were pointed and 
capable of movement, and their bodies were provided with a 
tail. . . . The foot . . . was prehensile and our progenitors, 
no doubt, were arboreal in their habits, frequenting some warm, 
forest-clad land. . . .  At an earlier period the progenitors 
of man must have been aquatic in their habits.”

Although, because of its absurdity having been exposed, 
this paragraph was dropped or modified in a later edition of 
the same work the “scientific”  presentation of the book, of 
which this is an accurate summary, was not changed.

When men laud this as “advanced science,” we have to 
say that it is simply a double “ no doubt” and a “must have 
been,” resting on a hypothesis which is conceivable, but has 
not a fact to support it. There is no science about it, and, 
indeed, no basis for science. We protest, in the name of 
sound thinking, against the almighty must-be-ity with which 
the system is constructed; and we do it for the same reason 
that we protest against the equally potent must-be-ity and 
per-se-ity of the speculative philosophers and theologians. 
This is sham science, not true science. A system built up in 
that way violates every principle of the inductive scientific 
method. It is absurd to claim that the teaching of the Bible, 
that God created man in his own image, is to be set aside 
for such baseless speculation masquerading in the garb o ' 
science. It may be well to remember that even Professor 
Huxlev, who was so much of an agnostic regarding religion 
that he invented the name agnostic to express his negative 
creed, always protested against the fundamental principles
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of Darwinism. It is now being generally admitted, especially 
in Germany, that Darwinism is dead. Notwithstanding the 
false science the Bible still lives.

Following up the same trend of thought, the late Herbert 
Spencer constructed his vast system for the unification of all 
knowledge, pushing God out of sight. The postulates of Mr. 
Spencer, in reaching his conclusion that evolution is the uni­
versal science, contain all the basal errors of agnosticism, 
positivism, sensationalism, with Spencerism added. Neither 
science nor common sense will permit of the acceptance of his 
conclusions. There is no exact science about it. The men 
of breadth and depth, who are masters of the scientific process, 
and who push out their investigations into the regions be­
yond, are the authorities in science; and almost to a man 
they have opposed the scientific pretensions of Spencerian 
evolution. Louis Agassiz, Joseph Henry, Sir John William 
Dawson and Arnold Guyot, in this country, pronounced the 
doctrine of evolution unscientific and false. Exact science 
on the other side of the waters has protested with equal 
weight of authority against confounding evolution with 
science. Mivart, the most accomplished naturalist in Groat 
Britain, pronounced it a “puerile hypothesis;” Lionel Beale, 
the authority in biology, rejects it entirely, declaring that 
“ correlation, its assumed principle, is the ‘abracadabra’ of 
mechanical biology.”

The late Professor Virchow, “ the foremost chemist on the 
globe,” a man, in the phrase of The London Times, “opposed 
to every species of orthodoxy, and altogether innocent ot 
faith,” affirmed that “ Since its announcement, all real scien­
tific knowledge has proceeded in the opposite direction;” 
and styles the circles of materialistic evolutionists, “ bubble 
companies.” Prof. Tait declared that evolutionists are “ not 
in the slightest degree entitled to rank as physicists,”  i. e, 
they are excluded from the ranks of exact science. Lord 
Kelvin, by his investigations in mathematical physics, has 
taken away from the evolutionist the ages upon ages absolute­
ly essential to the maintenance of his hypothesis. These are 
the characteristic views of the scientific authorities abroad, 
the men who have a right to say something on this sub|cct.

When we turn from scientific authorities to facts, we find 
that Mr. Spencer violates all the principles of the inductive 
method. His scheme has no solid basis of carefully observed 
facts. It does not correctly interpret the facts it adduces. 
He constantly applies the a priori or deductive method to such 
facts as he may select as suited to his purpose. As a so- 
called scientific system it is not the product of the consistent 
logical embodiment of the results of observation and iation.il 
explanation of facts. In other words, it is not science. The 
late DuBois Reymond showed that there are at least seven 
chasms impassable to the evolutionist. Not to enumerate 
these, it is enough to say that not a fact has ever been ob­
served in all the universe in favor of the essential postulates 
of evolution— spontaneous generation and transmutation of 
species.

Why, then, do men accept such things ns science? Per­
haps it is because they are overwhelmed, as Malcolm Guthrie 
has suggested, by the immensity of the system, making one 
feel as if in the presence of omnipotence. Or is it because 
they are dazed and made incapable of thinking by the dreamy 
use of grand words, by means of which many of the essential 
statments are so presented that even ordinarity accurate 
thinkers are sometimes surprised into the acceptance of what 
they do not understand? One has characterized Mr. Spencer’s 
definition of the law of evolution as his most pompous and 
sublime employment of such language:

“ Evolution is a change from an indefinite, incoherent homo­
geneity, to a definite, coherent heterogeneity, through contin­
uous differentiations and integrations.”

This, as one has translated it into simple English, reads.
“ Evolution is a change from a no-howish, untaikabout 

able all-likeness to a some-howish and in-gcneinl-talkabnutubh 
not-all-likeness, by continuous something-elsincations and 
stick-togetherations.”

Now such words as differentiation and integration have 
in mathematical science distinct and precise meanings, which 
are impossible in this definition.

To one who knows the origin of the evolutionary scheme, 
and has tested its scientific pretensions by the principles of 
induction, it seems incredible that men of sense should feci 
compelled, for no better reason than that, to give up the plain 
teaching of the Bible, that it is a revelation from God. and 
substitute for that the view that it is a natural evolution. 
It is science falsely so-called, again, that has been made to 
discredit the Bible.

The same thing might be shown to be true of the claims 
that the sciences of geology, astronomy, etc., all through the
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range of physical sciences have discredited the Bible. It is 
only as the so-called scientists have contradicted the funda­
mental principles of inductive science that these sciences 
have been made even to seem to be in conflict with the Bible.

The writer well recalls the impression made upon him 
just after he entered upon the work of the ministry, by 
the geologist Lyell’s book on “The Antiquity of Man,” a 
book which in the name of science was full as possible of vio­
lations of scientific principles. Fortunately, he had the 
privilege of taking it to his old teacher and friend, Arnold 
Guyot, who let the light shine in upon the dark places, show­
ing how utterly unscientific were the claims based upon the 
imperfectly observed and investigated facts and causes con­
nected witli the delta of the Mississippi and with the recession 
of Niagara Falls.

One typical case will show the quality of much of the 
science involved in such matters. About 1854 some excavators 
brought up some burnt brick and pottery from the depth of 
Sixty and seventy-two feet, in the valley of the Nile. As­
suming that they were found where they were made, and 
that the alluvium had been deposited upon them at the rate 
at which the Nile now makes its deposit, and that this was 
the only cause at work, it was calculated mathematically that 
the relics must be from 12,000 to 60,000 years old. One causal 
element omitted was the weight of the brickbats, in connection 
with the fact (also causal) that all the region is a vast 
quagmire during the inundation which covers it with water 
for a large part of the year. Sir Robert Stephenson after­
wards found in the Delta, near Damietta, at a far greater 
depth, a brick bearing the stamp of Mohammed Ali (1808). 
Some one said satirically that the main question in the first 
case should have been, not “How long will it take for the 
Nile to deposit sixty or seventy-two feet of alluvium?” but 
“How long will it take a brick to sink seventy-two feet in a 
quagmire?” And we are expected to believe that this kind 
of science has discredited the Bible teaching concerning the 
comparatively modern date of the creation of man and the 
origin of the human race! It is science falsely so-called.

One of the latest agents in this work of discrediting the 
Bible as the Word of God—of which the utmost possible has 
l>een made by the secular press, and, we might add, by the 
religious press, too— is the so-called science of Assyriology. 
The case of Professor Delitzsch, with his “Babel and Bible,” 
is ptill fresh in the minds of all. His utterances were put 
fort* in the name of science, and the Professor took himself 
seriously as a scientist. A week after his utterances, he said 
to a correspondent of the American press:

“ From a scientific point of view, I am glad that my lec­
ture made such an impression. I am glad that the teachings 
of the church relating to the Old Testament have been given 
up; among other questions, the theory that the covenant on 
Mount Sinai w’as a personal revelation of God to Moses.”

The correspondent cabled that “The Emperor undoubted­
ly felt that it would never do for the head of the Prussian 
Church to endorse a scientist who denies the theory of revela­
tion.”  And the great secular journals flung out as head­
lines: “The Bible in the Furnace oi Science;”  “The Bible
Fails to Stand the Test of Science;”  and the whole world 
seemed to be turned upside down over this juggling with the 
terms “ science”  and “ scientific.”

The editor of The Open Court wrote of it: “The dogmas
of Christianity are formulations of the truth as interpreted by 
our forefathers. Let not Athanasius with his limited knowl­
edge bind the conscience of a Delitzsch!”

And so, in the name of science, Professor Delitzsch be­
comes infallible! Meanwhile, the poor old Bible is demon­
strated to be fallible, and, as made up of myths and legends.

it goes up in smoke from the “crucible of science;” and lo, 
Babylon is wheeled into the place of Jerusalem!

But what about the science of all this? How do the 
claims of Professor Delitzsch stand the test of the principles 
that govern scientific observation, interpretation and con­
struction ?

Both of the Professor’s lectures are taken up, perhaps 
necessarily, not with the presentation of established facts, 
but with the dogmatic assertion of what he regards as 
scientifically established facts. Blank assertion takes the 
place of science. Four things doubtless lent abnormal im­
portance to the Professor’s pronouncements: the fact that he 
was confounded with his father, the late Dr. Franz Delitzsch. 
the great theologian, commentator and Hebraist, a man of 
quite another order from the son; his connection with the 
German Emperor; his attractive rhetorical presentation of 
the commonplaces of Biblical knowledge; and the outrageous­
ness of some of the utterances themselves.

The statement of M. Halevy, the French Orientalist, to 
whom Assyriologists would probably accord the leading place 
—the French having unquestionably distanced the Germans 
in this department, as witness their discovery of the Code 
of Hammurabi—may be taken as representative. After 
praising the general character of the lecture, so far as it 
deals with commonplaces, he is constrained to add:

“ Sincerity, nevertheless, compels me to point out certain 
inapt, inaccurate and redundant statements which disfigure 
the otherwise beautiful lecture.”

And after pointing out some of these things he fuither 
remarks:

“The same predisposition to rest content with superficial 
appearances shows itself in the interpretation which is put 
upon the figure assumed to represent the chariot of Ezekiel, 
but it has no points of resemblance with it.”

Other archaeological specialists showed the unscientific 
character of the claim of Delitzsch that the Biblical Sabbath 
had its origin in Babylon, as also the doctrine that Jehovah 
is God; these “ scientific”  conclusions being based upon the 
merest etymological guess work.

It is after presenting all this matter, to much of which 
all the authorities object as baseless or irrelevant, that Pro­
fessor Delitzsch, speaking from his top-lofty pedestal of science 
concludes:

“These are facts which, from the poirt of view of science, 
are as immutable as rock, however stubbornly people on both 
sides of the Atlantic may close their eyes to them.”

“Heaven save the science!” one is almost ready to ex­
claim. Do “ facts" and “ science”  mean anything in this age 
to the average exploiter of the latest speculations? And are 
we to believe that the sane and exalted statements of the 
Bible are to give way before such pseudo-science?

Manifestly Professor Delitzsch has a very slender concep­
tion of what is meant by science— extraordinary as are the 
claims he makes in its name. The time has not yet come 
for constructing the department of Assyriology, either in it­
self or in its relations to the Biblical records, into a con­
sistent scientific system. That will require a grasp of ap­
proximately all the established facts, and verified, reasoned 
conclusions, covering the whole region, when the whole region 
has been investigated. The establishment of the correct hy­
pothesis of the relation of Babel and the Bible, so that it, 
shall become scientific theory, may be realized in the future; 
but in the meantime while the critics speculate, let it not be 
forgotten that, in the court of sound logic and reason, the 
Bible view of the origin of religion by divine revelation to 
Adam, Noah, Abraham, and the line of Israel, has the pre­
sumption in its favor as against all comers.—The Bible 
Student.

A  DOCTOR’S EXAMINATION OF CHRISTIAN SCIENCE
Dr. John W. Churchman, of the Johns Hopkins Hospital, 

Baltimore, contributes to The Atlantic Monthly (April) a 
searching analysis of Christian Science. His article, while in 
course of preparation, was submitted to the criticism of some 
of the foremost authorities both in philosophy and medical 
science that the country contains, and it is regarded by the 
Boston Transcript as “perhaps the most thorough and reliable 
examination which has yet been made of the basis of Chris­
tian Science.”

The fundamental propositions upon which Christian 
Science may be wrought into a system, and at which any 
criticism of that system must be directed, are stated, at the 
outset of the article, in these terms —

“ 1. God. tli(> Ego. is \11 in All. the only Life Substance

and Soul, the only Intelligence of the Universe. He is Mind, 
and fills all space.

“2. Man is the true image of God; he has no conscious­
ness of material life or death; his material body is a mortal 
belief; he was, is, and ever shall be perfect.

“ 3. Knowledge. Knowledge gained from the material 
senses is a tree whose fruits are sin, sickness and death. The 
evidence of the senses is not to be accepted in the case of 
sickness any more than it is in the case of sin. The physical 
senses are simply beliefs of mortal mind.

“ 4. Matter cannot be actual. God being all, matter is 
nothing.

“ 5. Evil, (a) Sin. Error is unreal. All that God made 
is good; hence there is no evil. (b) Sickness. Health is not
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a condition of matter. Human mind produces organic dis­
ease as certainly as it produces hysteria, (c) Death is an 
illusion, (d) Cure. The cure for sin, sickness and death-— 
since all are illusions— is the destruction of the illusion.

“ Christianity is a demonstration of divine principle cast­
ing out error and healing the sick. Soul cannot sin nor be­
ing be lost. Scripture must be interpreted spiritually.”

Four great highways of evidence, according to Dr. Church­
man’s view, lead to a demonstration of the “essential un­
soundness” of Christian Science. In the first place, he says, 
it defies the canons of history, when it comes to us claiming 
a revealed origin. “Men who have read history have learned 
to suspect such claims. They know that thousands like it 
have been made before.” Moreover:—

“Only in rare instances has any new truth been brought 
to light by a flash; the rule that history teaches is—a slow 
stumbling in the dark until the light is reached. The pre­
sumptive evidence, as the great laws of life working them­
selves out in history have made it of value to us, is against 
Christian Science. The system fails to align itself with the 
past. It fails emphatically to exhibit the premonitory symp­
toms of truth. And, apart from all other considerations, 
these are strong counts against it.”

Dr. Churchman proceeds to a consideration of Christian 
Science as a system of philosophy:—

“The uncompromising idealism which Mrs. Eddy offers 
us . . . poses as an explanation, and is in reality a total 
evasion. To deny that matter exists, and assert that it is an 
illusion, is only another way of asserting its existence; you 
are freed by your suggestion from explaning the fact, but 
forced by it to explain the illusion . . .  I smell a rose, and 
that night I dream of what I have done. Both acts, says 
Mrs. Eddy, are dreams. Then, I answer, how do you account 
for my recognition of the two activities as different in kind? 
If all psychic phenomena are dreams, why do I recognize only 
certain psychic phenomena as dreams? To equate illusion 
and sensation is to balance inches with pounds; and it ex­
plains neither. The great ideal philosophers recognized this 
inadequacy; though it was Berkeley’s weakness that he failed 
to recognize it clearly. Kant, Leibnitz, Fichte and Hegel were 
idealists with a qualification; and this qualification was their 
salvation. But Mrs. Eddy has strengthened her position in no 
such way. For the testimony of the senses is, to her, ab­
solutely unacceptable; not because it fails to be final, but 
because it is essentially false. She quite ignores the fact 
that while, so long as we have no extrinsic standard, it may be 
impossible to demonstrate the reliability of the senses’ report, 
it is equally, and for the same reason, impossible to prove 
their unreliability.”

If Christian Science is unconvincing as philosophy, it is 
even more so, declares Dr. Churchman, as science. He writes 
on this point: —

“To deplorable inaccuracy is added a looseness of state­
ment and of argument that is simply laughable. Longevity is 
increasing,’ Mrs. Eddy tells us, ‘for the world feels the alter­
native effect of truth.’ Is this guessing or statistics? Does 
she seriously mean to tell us that since 1865, or thereabouts,

the slight hold that Cluistian Science has had on the world 
has really lengthened life? Could statistics culled in a period 
covering only thirty-eight years really prove anything as to 
longevity and its cause? Has she any scientific understand­
ing of the meaning of statistics and of the tremendous periods 
they must cover in order to be of value? . . . .

“Again, notice the absurd explanation of the action of 
drugs. ‘When the sick recover,’ we are told, “by the use of 
drugs, it is the law of general belief, culminating in individual 
faith, which heals; even if you take away the individual confi­
dence in a drug . . . the chemist . . . the doctor and the nurse 
equip the medicine witli their faith, and the majority of be­
liefs rules.’ Acetanilid, then, reduces temperature, by action 
on the heat-coordinating nerve-centre, because the majority 
of men, or the patient himself, believes this to be the case. 
Well, the fact is that the majority of men have never heard 
of acetanilid, or the heat-centre . . . .  and that its action so 
far from being dependent on the patient’s belief, is observed in 
animals, which may reasonably be assumed to have no belief 
on the subject whatever!”

The last item in the indictment is that Christian Science 
is “ fundamentally unchristian: ”—

“Mrs. Eddy’s philosophy is more blasphemous than her 
exegetical mutilation. The Bible has little or nothing to say 
as to the origin of evil; for the account of the fall is, after 
all, not an explanation, but a description. But it has a great
deal to say on man’s attitude toward the problem...........From
Genesis to Revelation the word is. Endure; and Christ himself 
never attempted to treat as anything less than fact the sorrow 
of the world, before his share of which even his own bravery 
almost flinched. There is nowhere the slightest Scriptural 
warrant for expecting immunity from pain. No rosy picture 
is anywhere drawn. The only solution of the problem from 
first to last is the old-fashioned trust of intelligent resigna­
tion. But for Christian Science the opposite is the truth. 
With a flare of bravery that is nothing more than bravado, 
a foolish claim of certainty is substituted for a majestic and 
triumphant faith. Suffering is no longer a mystery, and tmst 
is impossible. The grim philosophy of Job, which has seldom 
failed in history to lead to the sturdy faith that makes men, 
is swept away at a blow; and in its place we have the effemi­
nate bravery of a vulgar creed of certainty. Essentially it 
lacks nobility It it had been regarded as truth trom the first, 
history would have lost its chapter of heroes. It stands con­
demned by rational philosophy and shamed by Christian faith; 
and by its fundamental opposition to the Scriptural theory of 
the solution of the problem of evil, it brands itself as crimi­
nally inconsistent. It is nothing less than blasphemy—and 
blasphemy of the most insiduous kind— to distort the plain 
philosophy of the Bible, until it offers men the pathetic delu­
sion that thev are to escape completely the suffering, without 
a relatively large share of which no human being has been 
known to pass his three score and ten. The essential unsound­
ness of practical Christian Science lies here; that a philoso­
phy is proposed which assumes man made purposely for per­
fect happiness in this dispensation,— an assumption at once 
gratuitous if observation base philosophy, and groundless if 
Holy Writ be the standard.”—Literary Digest.

“SEEK THE LORD AND YE SHALL LIVE
A mos 5:4-15.—Sept. 18.

Our lesson has to do with the prophecy of Amos, who is 
noted as being one of the earliest prophets to write down the 
message which he delivered. True, Moses was a prophet, and 
his teachings we have in written form— and David was a 
prophet, and we have his in the Psalms; but Moses’ prophe­
cies were chiefly through the types which, under divine direc­
tion, he instituted, and David’s prophecies were in poetic 
form, which were not discerned to be prophecies until our 
Lord and the apostles so pointed them out. Samuel, the 
prophet, seems not to have written any of his inspired mes­
sages, neither did Elijah, nor Elisha, nor others of their time. 
Amos belongs to a period about a century after Elijah and 
nearly a century before Isaiah, and about two centuries 
before Jeremiah, Ezekiel and and Daniel. Amos declared 
himself to have been of humble birth; his parents were not 
illustrious, neither was he educated amongst the sons of the 
prophets. Like David he was a sheep tender, a farmer, upon 
whom the Lord poured his spirit with mighty power, sending 
him to proclaim the disasters sure to come upon Israel unless 
a change of course should turn aside the deserved punishment 
for their iniquities.

The brunt of the Prophet’s message fell against the ten- 
tribe kingdom of Israel, but the divine method of presenting

the matter is noteworthy. The Prophet’s message began with 
the adjoining nations: (1) Damascus, the capital of Syria
on the north, is mentioned as being in line with the divine 
retributions; (2) the Philistines on the west; (31 the nation 
of Tyre to the northwest; (4) the Edomites to the south; 
(5) the Ammonites nearly on the east; (6) the Moabites to 
the south; (7) Judah to the south; lastly, the center of the 
Prophet’s message, Israel—the ten-tribe kingdom. We can 
fancy the attention which would be given to his message by 
the people of Israel as they would hear fall from his lips 
words descriptive of the troubles coming upon surrounding 
nations which were their enemies; but as the circle grew nar­
rower and narower, and the weight of the Prophet’s testi­
mony was found to be specially against themselves, we may 
be sure that there was intense indignation. If they at first 
shouted, “ a true prophet! ”  they probably subsequently gnashed 
on him with their teeth. This denunciation of Israel occurs 
chiefly in chapters 3-6 and in chapter 7 :9-I7. When the 
Prophet had gone so far as to tell openly of the fall of the 
reigning dynasty, Amaziah, the prince of Bethel, interfered, 
bidding Amos return to his own country. But under the spe­
cial power of the holy Spirit, using him to deliver a particu­
lar message, Amos refused to return home until he had accom-
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plished his errand, and added to the retribution of Israel some 
prophecies respecting the prince’s own household.

CHANGED CONDITIONS— CHANGED METHODS
In drawing a lesson from th"se experience-, of Amos appli­

cable to ourselves of today, we must remember that the Lord 
no longer sends his messages after this manner. Conditions 
have changed, circumstances have changed, and prophecies of 
the kind inspired by the Lord in early days are no longer his 
method. Respecting these prophecies, the Apostle Peter tells 
us, “ Prophecy came not in olden times by the will of man: 
but holy men of God spake as they were moved by the holy 
Spirit” (2 Pet. 1-21), “ Unto whom it was revealed that not 
unto themselves, but unto us they did minister the things 
which are now reported unto you by them that have preached 
the Gospel unto you with the holy Spirit sent down from 
luaven.”— 1 Pet. 1-12.

Tn view of the changed conditions and difference of opera­
tion of the divine power, it is for us to preach the Word to 
whomsoever hath an ear to hear, to call attention to the 
application of the piophecies and testimonies of ancient times, 
and thus to make known the divine plan as it becomes due to 
he understood bv those for whom it is intended—the Israelites 
indeed in whom there is no guile. For any one to undertake 
at the present time to copy either Elijah or Amos or others of 
the ancient prophets would indicate a total misapprehension 
on his part respecting the divine will and message— it might 
even he surmised to indicate a mental unbalance. As the 
Apostle declares, we speak the things that we know and tes­
tify to the things spoken aforetime for our admonition. There 
is a good lesson for us, nevertheless, in the method which the 
Lord guided the Prophet to take in delivering his message.

Our Lord leaves to us of this Gospel dispensation consid­
erable latitude in the choice of means for serving his cause, 
exhorting ns, however, to be wise as serpents and harmless 
as doves, and promising us rewards in proportion as we exer­
cise such carefulness in his service as he can specially bless 
and use Those who use wisely the talents and pounds 
intrusted to them are to have proportionate rewards when the 
kingdom shall be set up. Let ns then in the exercise of our 
libertv and in accord with the Master’s injunction to be wise 
ns serpents, notice how the Prophet’s message respecting un­
pleasant and direful things, all true, began in such a manner 
as to rivet the attention of his hearers. The Apostle Paul 
practiced this same wisdom, and mentioned it subsequently to 
some whom he had brought to a knowledge of the Lord. He 
said, “ Being crafty, I took you by guile”—that is, I presented 
the matter to you in the form that would be most attractive 
to your hearts. He presented nothing untrue, however. Truth 
can be stated in a more or less palatable or unpalatable 
form.

“ NOT ALL THAT SAY LORD, LORD”
Another lesson in connection with Amos’ message is that 

his opponents rose up from amongst those who were profess­
edly religious—the priests; and so it was with our Lord and 
the apostles. The priests and religious teachers of their day 
were the chief opponents of the Gospel in its truth and purity, 
and we must expect the same in our day. The truth, in pro­
portion as it has been declared in its purity, has always 
aroused opposition, and has always found its chief opposers 
amongst those who have a “ form of godliness”—but generally 
amongst those who lack its power.

Our lesson is a part of the Prophet’s pleading with the 
Israelites that they return to harmony with God and avert 
the calamities which must otherwise be expected. The history 
of the time shows us that it was a very prosperous period, 
not only for Judah but also for the ten-tribe kingdom. The 
prosperity was of the earthly kind. Riches were accumulated, 
but these were in the hands of the rich and the great, and the 
Prophet proceeds to warn the rich that the poor are being 
unjustly dealt with, and he intimates that it would be from 
this source that the trouble would ultimately come—the only 
terms upon which they eould hope to live as a nation would 
be by seeking the Lord. It would be in vain for them to seek 
help at Bethel or in Gilgal or in Beersheba, the centers of 
their religious institutions, which were corrupt. These re­
ligions institutions would nil go down in the trouble which 
the Prophet predicted. The Lord himself must be sought with 
an honest heart else he would cause destruction to break out 
like a fire to devour the house of Joseph. The ten-tribe king­
dom is here called the house of Joseph, because the tribes of 
Ephraim and Manasseli were of preponderating influence in 
the nation, and these two tribes sprung from Joseph; hence 
the fire breaking out in the house of Joseph meant destruction 
which would come upon the ten-tribe kingdom unless they 
repented.

The Prophet proceeds to particularize some of the wrongs 
on account of which they were in danger: Justice was not 
rendered in their courts. Instead of the sweets of Justice, 
those who appealed to their courts, if they werp poor, got 
wormwood— that is, bitterness, disappointment. The Prophet 
declares that they cast down righteousness to the earth; 
equity was not a matter of primary consideration; but, as he 
proceeds to point out, bribery was rife, and wealth and power 
and influence could accomplish almost anything. There must 
be a turning from this condition, and relief could only come 
from turning to the Lord. The Prophet refers to divine power 
in somewhat similar language to that used by Job (9 :9 ; 30:
31). Pointing his hearers to the group Pleiades in the con­
stellation Taurus, and to Orion, he would have them see that 
the one whose assistance they needed was the one who was 
able to create the earth and the heavens also— the one who 
was able not only to gather the waters into the seas, but able 
also to call the waters back from the seas to the clouds, and 
to pour it down again upon the earth in its seasons. This 
great God was the one that they needed, and all others assist­
ing them would be powerless against him.

THE LORD CARETH FOR THE POOR AND NEEDY
In verse 9 he intimates that God’s power would be with 

the poor and oppressed for their deliverance, and that this 
would mean destruction against the strong and powerful, 
those that hate reproof and abhor the upright, that are in 
opposition to any who reprove unrighteousness.

Verses 11 and 12 specify and particularize the nature of the 
injustice practised and which needs to be renounced and discon­
tinued. Verse 13 implies that there were amongst the Israel­
ites some who did not approve of the general course, but 
being helpless and in the minority they kept silence from pru­
dential reasons, because the time was an evil one, and to have 
espoused the cause of the oppressed would have brought them 
trouble without bringing relief to the oppressed. But Amos 
was specially commissioned of the Lord to give this very re­
proof, and hence he must not keep silence because of pru­
dence for any other consideration, but must speak his mes­
sage with boldness. Similarly, it is not the duty of every one 
of the Lord’s people today to take the place of Amos and 
become public reprovers of public officials, etc., even though 
they may see unrighteousness practised. Prudence, wisdom, 
is to be used in connection with whatever we do. Our com­
mission today is not that of reproving nations, but that of let­
ting our lights so shine that others may see our good works 
and glorify the Father which is in heaven. Our Lord declares 
that he will rebuke the nations, he will humble their pride, 
he will cast down the mighty from their positions, he will 
exalt the humble in due time; and to his people he says, 
“Wait ye upon me, saith the Lord, until the day that I rise 
up to the prey.”— Zeph. 3:8.

The lesson closes with an exhortation from the Prophet 
that his hearers should make a thorough reformation— seek 
good and not evil, love righteousness and hate sin. If they 
would do these things then indeed they might apply to them­
selves the promises of God, as they were already disposed to 
do, claiming that they were his people. Such claims would be 
appropriate endugh if they would conform to the divine re­
quirements, but not otherwise; the Lord would be gracious 
to them if they would come into line as a people with his reg­
ulations and requirements, but otherwise they must expect 
the chastisements and punishments already foretold.

Remembering that the Israelites were a typical nation, we 
properly enough scan the text and context to see whether any­
thing connected with Amos’ prophecy was of larger applica­
tion than it appeared to him and the people of his day. We 
are justified in expecting this from the words of the Apostle 
Peter already cited, and from other examples in the proph­
ecies. For instance, in David’s prophecies how little the ut- 
terer of the words, “ not a bone of him shall be broken,” 
understood of the real fulfilment of his declaration. Again 
when he said, “ Thou wilt not leave my soul in sheol, neither 
wilt thou suffer thine Holy One to see corruption,” how little 
David or the people of Israel understood the import of those 
words—that David was a prophet, and in this language was 
unw!ttinglv speaking of Christ and his resurrection from the 
dead— from sheol. So while realizing the appropriateness of 
Amos’ words to the people to whom they were particularly 
addressed, we find certain items in connection with this proph­
ecy which imply a still larger fulfilment of his predictions 
upon the nominal Israel in the end of this age.

GIANTS IN THE EARTH FOREBODE EVIL
It is not for us to claim that today Justice is fallen in 

the streets and Righteousness cannot enter; it is not for us 
to claim that the poor are inordinately taxed or crushed or
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robbed. On the contrary, we freely state that there is a great 
deal of righteousness meted out in the courts of “ Christen­
dom.” We have sometimes wondered how natural men have 
ever brought together so many wise, just and reasonable laws 
and regulations. Nevertheless there is a sense in which injus­
tice, inequity, is now operating, not so much through any indi­
vidual evil as through the changed conditions under which we 
are living. The blessings of the new dispensation, comng to 
us under social conditions which are based upon individual 
selfishness, are tending to make a few very rich, and before 
very long we fear will be found to so operate as to make 
many very poor.

'I lie ippiopiiating of the advantiges of our day, while 
legally done, under laws that at one time were equitable, is 
bound apparently to work a great hardship—putting the 
power and financial control of the world in the hands of com­
paratively a few. True, those few giants are as yet very 
moderate in their requirements and dealings, some of them 
even generous; but the Scriptures seem to clearly imply that 
it will not be very long until their power, willingly or unwil­
lingly, will be so exerdised as to bring great distress upon 
the mass of humanity, grinding them as between two mill­
stones. From this standpoint the Prophet’s words might well 
be appropriated by Christendom; but we may be sure that 
tho^e in power and position are not disposed to hearken to

Amos or to any one else, and hence we must expect what the 
Scriptures everywhere point out, that the overthrow of Chns- 
tendom will come suddenly, in a time of trouble such as was 
not since there was a nation; and that in this conflict the 
Lord, who made Pleiades and Orion, will be he that will 
strengthen the spoiled against the strong, so that the spoiled 
ones shall rise against the strong ones in anarchy—Verse 9.

The close of Amos’ prophecy tells of the recovery of Israel 
and the blessing of the Lord that will be upon all mankind, 
including the Gentiles, at that time. It is this prophecy that 
the Apostle James quoted in the Council at Jerusalem, say­
ing, “After this I will return and will build again the taber­
nacle of David, which is fallen down; and I will build again 
the ruins thereof, and 1 will set it up; that the lesidueot men 
might seek after the Lord, and all the Gentiles, upon whom 
my name is called, saith the Lord, who doeth all these 
things.”  (Acts 15:16, 17) We are living at the time when 
this prophecy is about to be fulfilled. The recovery of natural 
Israel is about to take place under the reestablishment of 
God’s kingdom in the world—the one that was once typically 
represented in King David, but which is to be actually estab­
lished in the greater David—the “ Beloved One.” Under 
that kingdom, reestablished under more favor,lid' conditions, 
a heavenly kingdom, the residue of men will be given an 
opportunity to seek the Lord, for the knowledge of the Lord 
shall fill the whole earth.

REVIEW—SEPT. 25
Golden Te x t :— ‘‘The Lord is merciful and gracious.”— Psa. 103:8.

Truly the Lord’s mercy and giace are in the International 
Lessons of the quarter which closes with this review. With 
great patience and long suffering the Lord had mercy upon 
the typical people, the house of servants, called to constitute 
and to make types illustrating his gracious purposes for the 
house of sons which would follow it, and, incidentally, to pre­
pare the “Israelites without guile” for the spiritual blessings 
to result from their transfer to the “house of sons.”  And not 
only preparing this remnant, but also all those who were 
faithful as members of the “ house of servants,”  attesting their 
loyalty to the Lord, whose reward is to be the privilege of 
representing the heavenly kingdom as its human agents on

the earth. But while this is true, how much greater is God’s 
mercy as seen and experienced by us who are of the house 
of sons, accepted in the Beloved One! How merciful is the 
Lord toward all those who are seeking to walk in the 
footsteps of the Captain of their salvation! How bountiful 
are the provisions made, not only for their ultimate reward, 
but also for their encouragement during the sojourn toward 
the heavenly city, with provision also for the passing over, 
the covering and the ultimate blotting out of their weaknesses 
by and through him who loved us and bought us with his own 
precious blood.

ENCOURAGING WORDS FROM FAITHFUL WORKERS
Beloved Fkiends:—

Since writing you last I have enjoyed a number of days in 
happy service of the truth. An incident somewhat unusual in 
the general colporteur experience you will perhaps be glad to 
hear. In soliciting orders for our glad tidings in the town of 
B— some days ago I was addressing a merchant when he 
turned and said, “ Brother L— , what do you think of this 
book?” (I have since learned that this Bro. L—  is one of 
Southern Arkansas’ most prominent Baptist ministers.) In 
reply he said, “ Buy it and read, and if you don’t like it I 
will pay your money back,”  and before I left he sold several 
books for me. One of the gentlemen present said, “ Stranger, 
why can’t you preach for us here?” I replied I would be 
pleased to do so, if house and congregation could be had, 
whereupon this dear old Bro. L—  proffered me the use of 
the Baptist church. Their pulpit was occupied at 11 a. m. 
and 8 p. m., so they gave me 3 p. m. After their 11 o’clock 
service the minister announced the afternoon service, and his 
words were about as follows: “ The subject this evening will
be ‘God’s plan of saving man.’ The man who is to preach is 
selling one of the most wonderful books of the nineteenth cen­
tury and if you haven’t got one I insist that you do so at 
once and reaii it carefully and prayerfully. The book will 
teach you more in one week than you have known in all your 
life about the Bible.”

The Society had sent this dear Baptist brother a “ Plan 
of the Ages” in Tower form. Think of what this five cent 
investment has done in mightily arousing one of God’s sleep­
ing ones yet in Babylon; next in selling four or five volumes, 
which doubtless will spread; next it led to our three o’clock 
service, which I learned later put two to reading—and so 
the good work goes on, and, hallelujah! we know it will be 
completed to the glory of the Father and the good of his 
creatures.

Yours faithfully in Christ,
E. Z. J ohnson,— Colporteur .

Dear Brethren:—■
Enclosed find my report covering some very precious sea­

sons of fellowship and service with friends by the way, and 
also marking some very bitter antagonism to the Truth. The 
hardest conditions that I have met since beginning the work
I think I found at N------ . The feeling there is quite bitter.
We had a very quiet meeting in the hall the first night, but 
on the second night the Episcopal church people had a garden 
party (whatever this means) about a block from our meeting 
place. That of course brought to the village many from the 
surrounding country. The spirit of hilarity contingent upon 
the gathering of a crowd, together with expressions of con­
tempt or disapproval of our faith by those in authority, I pre­
sume, led some of the “ baser sort”  to show by acts bordering 
on violence the contempt which others were content to express 
in words. During our service a large stone was hurled into 
the midst of the hall. Other stones were thrown against the 
house, showing the animus of the community. We continued 
the service to the end of the discourse and rejoiced that we 
were counted worthy to suffer such things for the truth’s 
sake.

With Christian love and greetings to all, I am as ever.
Sincerely yours in the faith,

J ohn H arrison,— P ilgrim .
Dear Brother R ussell,—

I have long since felt it my duty to write you and say 
that I have laid aside the terrors that I have heretofore 
held in my heart for the M illennial Dawn  literature (for 
terror it was before I knew it for myself). I only knew that 
the very best of our church members were being lured away 
from the church by reading your literature. I once bought 
the first Dawn  from a colporteur without knowing what it 
was. When it was delivered I said, “ I have the money for 
vou, but I want you to understand that I will not read the 
book; it is different from what I thought it was. I will pay 
vou for it. but the book will go in the stove. I will burn 
it.” How could I read a book the influence of which would 
lure me from the church in whose cradle I had been rocked, 
and in whose cradle I had lulled my children to sleep. Now 
I have no such dread or fear, but am willing to give up not
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