
OL D 'VESý'':1.F1f NY N1,) _VLE1V S CI JE Ë

we nn.îst ini thec loil<, mn surrender thein. \Ve ourselves, as

bclieving Christiains, aipply this test %vithout hiesitation iu (dis-
cussing such wvritiings as the Eite fCeiutado 3ma

bjas. For centuries thiese workzs hiovered on thec fringe of the
New~ Testanient Canon. TheIî celebratcd Sinai Bible contains

one of thei, anîd tiue Alexandrine contains the othier. In thie
end thlev %vere excluded fromný the collection bv commnon con-
sent, on -rounds of which %vc are largely ignorant. Lut we
justilv that exclusion now, anicon- othier reasonis on the n-rounld
tiîat Clenient gravely accepts; the whiolly ilnscicntific fable of
the Phiocnix, -%vilie B3arnabas. on a mînîiiber of points. showvs
liiiiiseif lhopelessly astray iii his natural history-. Simihir
chialres against any of the wvritiiugs %vitlin the canon, if fairlv

proved, Nvoul be a. N-alid resnfor- dîscv-e(hngi ilheir authority
in like mianner. Mie are bond, ini ail hionesty. to look at the
mnatter dispa-ssionately, alnd sec -ihietlîer ali- such objection
-an be clearly- înade out, whien -e takec thieni in thecir nattiral

ineaning as deterinied by. the usual lavs. of litera-y initerpre-

tation. N'\-o ulifair advantage can be given theitl because oi
their venerable character. ]«but on the othier hiand. we hiave a
riglit to ask thlat lo, unfair advaintage be tak'eni of theiii becausc

thie happen to have attained az p)ositon of religions aiuthiorit.y in
the estimation of thxe chiurcli. There muiist be fair play ou both
si(leS an(l the issue hionestlv accepted.

Furthernxorc. it iust also be frakiirzl adiitted that scientific
criticisnx lias greatîr hielpcd uls to a more rational interpretat-
tion of the Scriptures. Ilie Maine for the apparent antiagon-
isii between thie Bible andl science, niust not l)e laidl whollv
uponi the siiouiders of Ille scientists. It lias been (lue quite as
largely to tuie ex-travagan lt cI ains and the erronecous iliterprel-

tions of the thecologians. \Vithi the lest intentions iii the
worl(l. tliey hzave oftcn rcad nîea insjto the casual state-
mlents of the Bible, aind based viewvs ulpon thenii for w-idci there
w-as nîo nianner of justification whiL;zi:er. Thlese criticislils
have coiiipelled thecn ta revise thecir canons of interpretation,

Sa ais ta restrain its dogniaitic tcacliing- w-itlîiiix due liiiiits. Sci-


