
TH£ BIBLE: ITS NATURE,

practice it, lie is falfilling the parpose for which the Bible
sliould be read; and lie will be accepted according to
what lie lias in him ofthe truie spirit of C1irist. The Bible
requires learneci men to understand large portions of it.
Moreovcr Most, for wvant of tirne and opportunity to ex-
amine for themseives, miist believe on authority in matters
of theology, as they mvist in those of medicine. But as
there is nio council capable of enforcing any particular
selection ont of the niedicai profession; so neither is there
aiiy power on carth to enforce the precepts and views of
one Doctor in Theology rath.er than another. Each must
consider who is rnost capable of imparting to h.im a real
knowviedge of the scriptures, who lias the best advantage
of stndying thern, and therefore is most capable of solving
his clifflicu] ties, or of leading. him to correct opinions con-
cernin g their doctrines and precepts. Each muist careftiily
choose lis own authorities. If liowever those who have
lad no opportunities are preferred to those who have had
tb.ei; or if tiiose whose situation is liable to bias tliem, to
conc~lusions, to which they were bound to subscribe before
they ha-,d the means oif knowing the correctness of them;
-if these min are to be the authorities of the worid in
-points of theoiogicai doctrine, how can we expect aaything
but a conservattive priestcraft to mile the hearts of the peo-

pie, and to, keep their ininds in ignorance.
.Non-siubseribers to articles of faith,-that is those who

practicaily take the Bible as their oniy standard of re-
ligion-s and theologicai truLtli,-have, as a miatter of history,
ainost . u-iversally coniverged by degrees to -what are
commoniy called Unitarian opinions. Whether under tlie
titie of Christians iu America, or nion-subscribing Pres-
l)yterial]s ini Ireland, or En giish Presbyterians and General


