
'the one common principle upon
which allmodern opponents of Chris-
tianity are agreed is the absolute
and universal supremnacy of natteral-
isml. Whether the underlying pos-
tulates of their philosophy are those
of Materialism, or of Pantheistic
Spiritualism, or of Positive Agnosti-
cism, they ail premise that the
supernatural must be excluded by
the principles of true science.

Perbaps no writer of modem
times, has applied this principle
more exhaustively, or with a greater
show of universal knowledge, than
the authorof"Supernatural Religion."'
0f ccvurse a work of sucli a char-
acer cannot Iay dlaim. to great
originality. Its fundamental prin-
ciple is the old doctrine of Hume,
IlThat which is contrary to expe-
rience cannot lie true ;» and the
rnaterials used in illustration or ap-
plication of this principle are flot
difficuit to trace to their original
sources. In the great field of histori-
cal criticisn., lie follows the school of
Bauer. Their theory is, that Christi-
anity is the natura? product of a
combination of ail the best moral and
religious ideas of the age in which it
arase. To write the historr of the
origin of Ohristianiry, in sucli a way
as ta seem to embody ail the facts
in harmony with t1his theory, was the
task undertaken by Bauer. This
task, accomplished, would leave
nothing supernatural in tbe Chris-
tian religion. Of ail the facts, to bie
disposed of by Eauer, in harmony
ith his theory, none was more

stubborn ffian that of the exist-
ence of St jo<lu's Gîospel. According
to his viev, of the natural develop-
rnent of the doctrines of the Christian
faith out of the originp 'ýi~ of
its founder, th-? Gospel of St. John,
~vhich represents a verv advanced
stage of that development, r-ould .

possibly have been written before
the middle or toward the close of the
second century. All the criticai ini-
genuity and learning of this *school
have been exhausted in endeavour-
ing ho, maintain this position ; and
from themn the author of"I Super-
natural Religion." bas borrowed the
materials for this part of bis work.

In opposition ta thîs naturalistic
view of the origrin of the fourth Gos-
pel, Luthardt lias pointed out the
fact, that, if the faurth Gospel origin-
ated in the second century, it is a
unique production of that age, differ-
ing froru, and elmosh infinitely sur-.
passing, everything else which that
age lias produced ; and that whl.e
we are able to assign the authorsbip
of aimost ail the comparative trash
which that century has produced,
this one superlative work can lie
traced to no known author.

When the views of Bauer were pie-
sented to English readers by the
author of IlSupernatural, Religion,"p
Professor Lightfoot, nowr Bishop of
Durham, in a series of articles in the
Conternorary Review, set forth in
the mosh thorougli and conscientious-
ly accurate manner, the external
historical testimony to the existence
oft/ce fourt/s GosOel in t/e .first liai
of t/te second centzery, and to its ac-
cefttance in t/cat <ge as the work
t/he Abostie. In the volume before
us wke have the samie work done for
the American Christian public, by
the Rev. Dr. Abbott, Profesbor of
New Testament Criticism and In-
terpretatian in the Divinity Scbool
of Harvard University. While
àvailing himself of the labours of his
predecessors, and giving an admir-
able sumnmary oi the results of their
work, Dr. Abbott lias added flot a
littie of acute critical researchi ta, the
investigation of this important suli-
ject. This lie lias done especially in
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