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principles which are either wli(ill\- false, or pirliall}- false be-

cause they i)\erl()ok other truths material to the subject. They
make the limits of their own reason the boimds of the universe,

and every individual man not onl)- the measure but the sum
iif all thint^s. The highest climax of positivism is ilu' recoi;-

iiilion .uid systemali/iuL; of its own i^novance. What h.is

theoloL;)' to j^ain from thi> [)liiIosopli\- which claims to lift us

i)v tlie workin''s of reason into the enfranchisement of thoutiht ?

lis last result is ,i pure nei4ati\e, inconceivable and impossible,

a hideous j^ailph of absurd' What a result fir a the'or)- ])ut

lortli w ilh such an air of superior insif^lit anel ostentatious pro-

. ii-.i' ^>l freeinL,f metaphysics and theoloL;\- fi-om the per])le.vities

ol previous speculations, ami placiii;.; tliem on tlieii'ouii ])roper

and immutable basis I

('ill ii!l lliiit Sii;,'", Saint, S(i[i1ii>l i-vri' w lit.

II' IMliM thi,~ t'l\M't, this li'll-'ilM'Ilt i.lit
'

2\u\. \\ e liave another lar 'c cla:-.s of men of a t itan\diiVer.^,a

stamp, whom it woe!'' le unjust to rank with tho.-e ilread}-

described, but who are, perhaps vithout knowin.;- it, phiyin-

into their hand ., and who desiL,niate themselves as th • school of

Liberal Theolo<(ians. Writers of this school pervert and over-

strain the contrast between letter and spirit, tiie\- maint,-iin

that the Bible is not as a whole a Revelation from (iod, but

that it contains a Revelation ; or they change the way of putting-

it and declare that individual passaj^es of Scripture have no
authority, we must take their whole spirit.

This theory admits of many different modifications. There
is a large class of theologians who refer the contents of Scripture

to the natural revelation—they are the embodiment of the
religious consciousness of their various writers. The authors

of the books of the Bible were in a certain sense inspired ; but

the inspiration which its writers possessed did not differ in

principle from the inspiration of Homer or Dante or Shake-
speare. The inspiration might differ in degree, and it did differ

in that the writings themselves refer to a different class of sub-

jects, but in principle it was the same as the inspiration of

genius through which the loftier spirits of our race have in all

ages thrown out great and noble ideas
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