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“In these twenty-one years, and
more So in these fifty years,” remarked
the doctor, “I have seen the swing of
the pendulum in more than one thing.
It swung from what might be called
extreme orthodoxy to the point occu.
pied by Macleod Campbell and Thomas
Erskine of Linlathen, and Frederick D.
Maurice of England, and Kingsley,
who emphasized the Fatherhood of
God; and that became the style with
all young ministers. I was myself
caught in the eddy when I was com-
paratively young.”

“The pendulum, however, has begun
to swing back again, and with God’s
righteousness the necessity for right-
eousness on the part of man is real-
ized. The generation that is gone
seemed to have missed a little as to
the effects upon character-building.
‘Behold the goodness and sovereignty
of God!’ is the way Peter put the mat-
ter, and the two things have to be
considered, for God is not only a God
of Love, but a God of Righteousness;
and the demands of God’s righteous-
ness, it is realized now, have not been
kept to the front sufficiently. So that
now there is a re-action towards the
situation in which things were fifty
years ago, when I entered the min.
istry.

“Then the whole question of the
point of view of Biblical Criticism has
been changed during my ministry. It
was about 1876 that Robertson Smith
created such a sensation in Great
Britain by the publication of the arti-
cles on the Bible. I was

Present at Robertson Smith’s Trial,

and heard his very brilliant address
in the Free Assembly. I also heard
Dr. J. S. Candlish, son of Dr. R. S.
Candlish, who gave a very brilliant
speech in defence of his colleague. Dr.

the
Rainny was rather on the fenceé atber
start, but if anything against RO iy
son Smith, and the vote of the A

bly in 1877 condemned him.” ke”

“Do you think that was a mist? er.
4 hed

interjected the intereste CcamP”

Without answering directly, Dr.
bell continued: “All the studedt®
Scotland in the Free Church
under the spell of RobertsoD sm .
and the teaching of Professor
can. Later, Professor Davidso® 'y
ated a school, the influence of whic
still dominant in Scotland. . their

“My own conviction is tha& is
position is an evanescent oneé ”‘ns
already passing out of view, becau®’ tnat
was founded upon the assumptio®
the theory of evolution in biowgynot
true; whereas that position shool'
now held by biologists. So this & o it
having the foundation taken fl‘olived
must necessarily prove sbort’
That is my own conception, an
a biological student myself, 2
any has been my fad for a 11fet

“I am quite familiar with many pe
sumptions of Darwin which canI:) o8-
maintained by students of theot ]
The Biblical critics and the0lo%of
who assumed that that was the lyins
all life and the principle un
everything in the domain of r ’ com
having that to rest upon, the’ nd de
ception of the nature, origin ao the
velopment of the Scripture® = .q~
mind of God in the Holy ScriP” ) g
falls with the assumption und
it.

“These are the two great que® g
that have been debated durinng of
ministry, and I saw the be B s
them both and to some ean with
influenced by them both; thoUE" ' 4d
increased knowledge, I c“mew ith
pretty much to the point of vie
which I staMed. :

bot'




