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The Assumption of Inerrancy.
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Phischange. m 1 ctor Hovey has its parallel in that of
apothier Paptist giant, Dr Sgrong “Theology"™ of
188y be wrote of the inspiration of the Bible, “always
guarding from error i the and - that
“Seripture writers were supernaturatly held back from*the
selection of Wrong words “Inspiration is therefore
verba' as to s resuit, but as to its method.”
The view that he now teaches is that “divine inspiration
does not guaran'ee merrancy in things not essential to the
wain purpose of Suripture.”

Since these, two of our greatest and mast conservative
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MESSENGER AND VISITOR.

Saunders. Wha! a pity that he so recently (1903) asserted
his belief in the inerrancy of the original text. It will
make it more difficult for him to * quietly” get “into har-
mony”’ with the inductive view held by Doctor Burton,
Doctor Strong and other Baptist leaders of whom we “all”
have so much reason to be proud. Appropriate here are
Doctor Strong's.recent words concerning the inductive
method ;

“Whatever theory of inspiration we frame, should be the
result of a strict induction of the Scripture facts, and not
on a priori scheme to which Scripture must be conformed.
The fault of many past discussions of the subject is the as-
sump‘ion that God must adopt some particular method of
inspiration, or secure an absolute perfection of detail in
matters not essential to the religious teaching of Scripture

In their views to which | have called atteotion, | must
admit that | agree with Drs. Burton, Hovey and Strong,
even though it means diflering from Rros. Chipman, Simp
soi and Saunders
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VSURCIALLY SACRED  WRITINGS

In opposing different _persons, Doctor Saunders, as one
who haud been there, gave two very, very different repre-
sentutions of the Parliament ol Religions. We have quot-
ed them.  He has not harmonized them. (his suggests
thut ueither has ke harmonized those two different references
10 the relation between the Convention sermon and his
| .ecture or ten articles —the one, it will be remembered, at
the begiaing of these articles, and the other in the notice
wrote for the duily press.) Why did
misrepresentation of my referen-
ces 1o the “specially sacred” writings of other religions? |
did not urge even my ntelligent Bible class to spend much
tinie in the study of these. | did not even suggest that it
was necessary {or them to throw * Their dear old Bible into
heathien books” in order to believe that it was
the Word of God and to be eariched by its revealed truths
1 did teach them however that even a slight knowledge of
comparative teligion  wisely used may be very helpful in
Llie thought suggested by the expression
leads to a truer method of festing the
a truer method of
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take hold of that thought. 1t is the thought of comparison.
PERSONAL VIEWS AND PURIOSES,

Let me in Doctor Sanday's words express the purpose of
my summary, | sought “by strictand ngorous induction,” . .
scientific propositions which alone can be rightly pressed
upon the utibeliever and which alone the believer can take
as hus loundation in s method of Bible study. My personal
views includes these propositions but that it is not confined
to them the summary tself shows, In the last sentence of
the section preceding our working definition 1 expressed my
belief i the supernatural revelation of the Bible, In the
last sentence of the section in which this definition is found
I expressed my belief that in the production of the Bible the
Holy Spirit (especially in the revelation of Jesus as the Son
of God ete.,) made it beyond comparison with other “spec-
ially sacred'’ writings.

Why did the Doctor ignore these and similar references
in my writings ¢ Publicly and in the Doctor’s presence, in
the Coavention sermon and since, | have expressed my be-
liel in the jact of the supernatural inspiration of the Bible,
In this al' Baptists as  Baptists must agree. In this the
Doctor and | agreea. 1 also said: “Iu view of our limitat-
ion we would not be dogmatic about the methods and degrees
of this inspiration. It is about these that the Doctor and [
differ.  But about these Baptists as Baptists may difler.
Way did the Doctor igaore this?  Why did he omit quot-
ations from evangelical scholars (including Baptists) whose
views, to say the least, have a striking blance to mine?

June 22 1904.

supported by luding Baptists to-day? Was it that in his
inability to face the real issue concerning inerrancy, he
subtly evaded it by raising this unwarranted cry of denom-
inationalism. Is it thus he would throw dust into the eyes
of the denomination ?

THE AMERICAN BIBLE LEAGUR.

There are in its membership two classes To the one
class belong such men as Pres. Patton of Princeton, whose
position is thus described : “The critics of the Bible he ac-
quitted of malice or of the intention of doing wroog and
added : “We want criticism, intelligent criticism of the
Bible. We can't shutitupina glass case.” 1f | were a
member of the League (and to the view of the Bible that it
makes & condition of membership | could subscribe) | would
belong to this class.

To the other class belong such men as Dr, Burrell who
likened “the higher critics to a little dog running out to
bite an acmy.' sugges‘ive of of Doctor
Saunders’ effusions against the higher critics. It alyo sug-
gosts the words of the Independent:

“If these men do not think the conclusions reached by
uine tenths of our biblical scholars and ninety-nine hun-
dredihs of our scientific men are true, let them meet the
enemy in the fair field of discussion ; one David, even a
Burrell could overthrow the whole army if armed with the
sling of good argument and genuine scholarship. That is
hstter and braver [ar than to stand off and make faces at
the Pailis ines If certain venacable beliels get ar-
g0 Lout of court, let them ; it will be ‘dangerous’ thea to
cling to them, Aond let this be always remembered that
high ethics and genuine religion are safest with the newest
discoverable truth ; and that, above all other liberty, must
wi valus the fearless untrammeled search for truth, which
hs oo fear of the conse quences

This is some

STATEMENT AND RESOLVE,

the Doctor
suggestively calls attention to my repeated statement that
“the denomination must face the issue.” A word about the
I'he Doctor himself has called attention to the
fact that the issue is not local, it is world-wide, It is so in
the air everywhere that the denomination must face it. My
repeated statement, then, is simply the statement of a very
evident fact,

A word about the 'resolve.” Years ago Iheld to the
view of the Bible Doctor Saunders expressed  in the class.
My studies brought me face to face with that in the Bible
which it was difficult to harmonize with this view, I had
been taught that it was Hobson's choice—this view of the
Bible or no  Bibie at all time it seemed the end
would be no Bible at all. It was a sad experience, In my
despondency and doubt | came in touch with the writings
of those Christian scholars who did not hold the u'ndllin%nl
view and yet believed in the Bible as God's Word. It was
then no Hobson's choice after all.  With their aid and By
God's grace | faced the issue. The result was that the
Bible became richer to me. thian befure because it-guve me
a more real lving, My prayer
and resolve since has been 10 help the increasing numbers
who cannot accept the traditional view, and also the many
others who would be enriched by accepting the inductive
view.

Since as a matter of fact the denomination must face it
1 believe it is better that the issue be brought to our mem-
bers by those who have been enriched by facing it rather
than by those who have not.
of only a few months

Under the heading “Mr. Waring's Resolve™

statement,

For a

revelation  of God.

This is not a conviction of
It has been deepening for years. |
can easily understand how (especially of th older
members) essily misunderstand the inductive met «d of
Bible study, | am sorry for their disquietude concerning it
1 should be more sorry however to learn that they had been
disquieted in vain. | sympathize with those who are pain:
ed at any questioning of the traditional method. My
prayer is that our pains be pains of growth to the inductive
nrethod held by increasingly large numbers of Baptists to-
day. In the interests of this method and so of a truer-ap-
preciation of the real living divine revelation of the Bible,
My “resolve” is stronger than ever to help as many as |
may to the belief that in true Bib'e study they may and
ought to come to the Bible without assuming that it is ab-
solutely inerrant, H. F. Warine.

many

Delayed Blessings.

BY REV. WAYLAND HOYT, D. D,

There is a little book called *“Expectation Corner ; or Is
Your Door Open ?” It is the story of one Adam Slowman.
He lived in a cottage on a far stretching estate called “The
Redeemed Land.”” But though Adam Slowman had fult
title to his dwelling place, and on an estate so fair and!
wide, he did not get, by any means, the good he might
from living there,

But one day a messeager came from the Lord of this
spacious estate of the Redeemed Land, who was bidden to
show this Adam Slowman the mansion in which the Lord
of the estate lived, and the various out-buildings and offices
connected with the administration of the estate. Such ex-
ploration, although he was tenant on the estate, and with

Were they omitted n ignorance or on purpise? Why did he
by g:azcal refereaces, half truths, etc. lsave the impression
with some that | am out of harmony with the deaomination
without giviag a single seatence [ said or wrote that is not

P title, this Adam Slowman, under the guidance of
the messenger, is much surprised at the spleadour, pleati-
tude, various provision which he everywhere sees. After a
time, one storehouse particularly attracts his attention. He
asks the messnger the name of it. - There is & paculiae




