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The Bible does net profess to suppiy us with treatises on mathematies, astron-
omy, geoiegy, or physioiogy ; but it does profess to _give us much saored history.
That history seaea as mucli au integral part of the Bible as any of its prophetica
predictions or admonitions, its saered songe, it8 laws of life. Nay, its directly
moral and re1igious ie850U8 are most cemmonly given ini the historical form-in
the records of Uod>s dealings with nations, failes, individuals-in the bright
example of God's servants culniinating la thb perfect hunian 111e of uls cnly
begotten Son. Wherever, therefore, common human history cornes athwart any
cf the sacred narratives, we feel that it io treading on holy ground, and that any
discrepancies here established between the common human and the sacred na r-
rative are far more important than difficulties rcspccting science properly se called.
We feel, and rightly, that if the Bible be not substantially a true history, it is no t
that for which the Chiristian Churcli bas ever takea it,'and vihich, indeed, it dis-
tinctly professes te be. And here ail that can 'well be donc, espccially on suoh
an occasion as the present, to guide honest, and patient, and humble inquirers in
the sight of such difficulties is to point out one or two prinoiples whioh good men
havé found of great value, and whicb, borne in mind, may avert any real cvii.
First, let us not make too much of the terni, ' a substantially true histery.' Suci
a history is not necessarily gnarantecd by a perpetual miracle in the strict ac-
curicy of ail its minute and insignificant details. Most sound theologians have
ne dread whatsoever of acknowledging minute points of disagreemeat in the
fourfold narrative aven of that most momentous of ail histories which records the
life of the Redeenier. 2nd. AUl sound theologians maintain that as God emplcyed
hunian instruments te be, in a secondary sense at least, the authors of thie sacred
books, se ho loft them free te show their own characters and habite of observation
and of thought, in matters which were clearly beside the great Divine message
which it wua their honoured office te communicate or transmit. How many of
the supposed difficulties as te numbers and national or family genealogies, and
even as te geographical, chronologicai, or physiological accuracy, may be alicwed
quietly to float away without our being able te solve theni, if we bear thus
acknIowieda'ed fact distinctly in niind ? lVhea laborious ingenuity has exertedl
itseif te co'i'ect a whole store of such difficulties, is it wrong to answcr-Suppose
wbat you say is true, what on carti docs it signify ? How des it affect God's
message to my soul 1 Nay, docs not the same thing hold bore in our comparison
of the Gospels, as in our cemparison aise of ail separate streanis of mere humaan
bistory? It bas been urged that the divergencies in unimportant matters-tho
alieoeed marks that the authors embodied the somaewhat narrew and inaccurate
styles of the age in which they livcd-give a surer air of reaiity te their record,
and stamp them. with a more vivid impress of truth. Chalmers ccrtainly has
long since poiated out that it is a peculiar proof of unfairness in niany of the
adversaries of Christinnity that they vould.subject the sacred histories te a degrec
cf minute and unnatural scrutiny as te their accuracy la details which, if applied
to history in general, would destroy ail historical evidence, and prove that ne
history that was ever written was substantiaily truc. 3rd. We rnust be very
cautious net te cenfound mere traditional expositions cf what is contained ia
Soripture vith fhe Soripture itseif. It is astonishing bow mny statements, his-
terical or scientific, are coinmonly believed to be in Soripture which, whcn we
examine for ourselves, ve find arc net rcaiiy there. For example, it le net
theughticss persons only who have but a dim perception ef the difference betwcen
what we read in the Bible and in Milton. There neyer was a time when it was
more necessary that, for the honeur cf the Bible, wc should make sure that we
know 'what is really ia it, and aliow it te speak for itsclf. 4th. The student Winl
net forget that, though archoeological and ethnelogical moseaches, whether bascd

on igeneusy deiphredinsrip tions or on the remains cf ancient art, er the
patient &tudy cf the affinities of lan guage, have cf late madec greatprogress, tbey
are stili 1 suppose, te be regarded as only ia their infancy. Ne Wise man, then,
wiIl rush hastily te conclusions 'çvrich may, after ail, whea car knowledge is
more complete, prove net te be h supported by the very testimony on which thc
whole reste. The sanie wise and medeat caution wivhl lia beea recommended


