
Taiks A--bout Books 1

suggested lies, by tie powver of hlis own spiritual imagrination
taughit by the sulent Spirit of ail truth. lrtts tliat people
hiave mroiight out for tiietselves are the only truthis wvhic1î
thiiil-iing mnen care for, and the only ones that, arc operative ii
tranisforinig life and action. Trhe mor;e clearly you hiave
iminlied yourse1f to biave denîonstrated the trublh of a dlogyina
in the pulpit, the more uttcrly a failure for ail practical pur-
poses wvil1 your sermon have been.

1)ri-timiiond's first address is on the relation of Mie Newv
Evangeclisin to Cardinal D)octrines. He says: " Mfie very
nature of truthi dexnands from tiîne to time a new Evangclisni.
At, the opening of this collegre, we hecard (Prof. Bruce's intro-
ductory lecture) that a Scotch Divine, at the Presbýyterian
Council in Philadelphia, found hiiself reliuked for iisiirlg the
phirase, " Progrress in Theology." Thecology, lie vas cloquient-
lyi reiniinded, \vas beohnd uis. Hec %vas pointc(l to tie SIards
of bis Cliturch. Thiere is no more unfortinate wvord in our
Chiurceh's vocabulary than " Stand(a-d.> A standard. is a thing,
thiat stns. Theologyis a tbing that inoves. T1'erc imust,
be progresî iii everything,ç and more iii thicology ilhan il] ally-
tiigç cise, for the content of thieologyý is larger atid more ex-
panisive than the contet of an ythingr else. . .... tna
iust, miove." Aznongr the carIia (doctrines that, nee(l brinr-

i n g up to date are the Conception of God, now seen iii the
face of Jesus;- the Conception of Christ, not, as a doctrinal
conv'enience but, as a lfe ; the. Conceeption of Salvation, not,
as furniishiing a, status but, a religions clîaraCtcr. Of mechan-
ical inspiration lie lias wvritten the following It is idie to
deny thiat the authority of the Bible wvas ail but grone within
thiis genieration. 'flic old view liad becoine absolutely unten-
able, îis-.le;-dingç and iniisehievouis. .L$ut froin thie bialds of
reverent monei -%Vh11 have stuldied the ilbwardl eharsut-Cors of
these bookzs, wve have again got, our Bible. The theory of de-
v'elcpîncnit, die stu(ly of the Bible as a librarv- of religtiotis
wvritigs radier than as a book; the treatitento h rtr

as author.3 and not ats pensi the mucre discovery that, religion
hbs nlot Collic ont of the B3ible, but that, the Bible bias corne
out d'religion ; these announicnts ]lave iiot offly destroy-
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