330

command his children and his houschold after Lin,
and thev shall keep the way of the Lord, to do
justice and judgment.”

REVIEW.
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LECTURE Nl
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Inspiration is an attributc of the record in which
revelation is commuonicated to us, rather than a di-
rect element for proving its truth.

It is quite couceivable, that the original lustory
of revelation might have been written by uninspir-
¢d men ; but, they who rightly estimate the pride of
the natural mind, and its reluctancein submitting to
Divine truth, will at once sce, that, such a record
of revelation would have been ina great measure
useless.  An uninspired Bible would have been
destitute of all authority; though treating of God,
it would have been only the word of man,

\We may infer how such a book would havebeen
received from the treatinent which the Bible has
actually met with from those who deny its nspira.
tion : such are the inost of Unitarians. Dr. Pricst-
ley, for example, thougit that «the Scriptores
were written without any particular iuspiration,
by men who wrote according to the hest of their
knowledge, and who from their circumstances,
could not be mistaken with respect to the greater
facts of which they were witnesses, bat, like other
men, subject to prejudice, might be lable toadopt
a hasty and ill grounded opinion concerning things
which did not fall within the compass of their own
knowlcdgc, and which had no connexion with any
thing that was s0.” Nceed we wonder that with
such an opinion of the writers of the Seriptures,
Unitarians should speak of them as bemg inconclu-
give reasoncrs—as falling into mistakes fram slips
of memory, and recording as $acts what were only
vulgar errors? It is casy for the German Neolo
gists to deny the very exislence of Sata, the 1¢
ality of demoniacal possession, and even the mir-
cles of onr Lord and his apostles, when they have
brought themsclves to regard the cvangclists and
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apustles as illiterate, prejudiced, and enthusiastc
wen.® Lhe cumparative general orthodoxy of Britigh
theology may in part be ascribed to the tenacity
with wineh the doctrine of the inspiration of the
lloly Scriptures has been held by the British
Churches.

Those who have agreed in holding the doctrine
of the inspiration of the Holy Scriptures, have yet
differed in regard to the extent of the divine influ-
ence which operated on the minds of the sacred
writers. Somce maintain that they were under a
plenary inspiration in cvery sentiment and every
word winchthey wrote; othersagainhold that thein.
fluence of the spirit terminated in directing them
to the truth they were to write, but left them at
liberty to cmnbody it in their own language. Some
who inchne to the former opinion admit of various
degrees in the influcnce which operated on the in-
spired writers ; they suppose that they were un-
deran influcnce which sometimes suggested new
truths, at other times aided them in the remem.
brunee of what they had before known, and always
superintended  them and preserved them from
errors,

But the true theory of inspiration has not yety
we are inclined to think, been clearly unfolded. It
partakes of the difficulties which attach to all in-
quiries respecting  the subordination of the moral
agency of man to the all-controlling agency of
God.  Scripture is not altogether silent on the
mode and extent of the divine ageney in inspira-
tion, and yet, it furnishes us only with a few hints
on thissubject. These, togcther with the obvious
facts which are presented to us in the composition
of the sacred voluime, are the cle:nents on which

s ‘LChie Rev. Mr. Rose, Christian Advocate in the
University of Cunbridze. in a volume of Sermons
publisked a few years azo, gives the following sad ac-
coutt of Gennan “Theolagy . The rationalizing Di.
vines of Germauy are bound by no Jaw but their own
fanecics; some are nore and some are less extrava-
zant, but 1 do them no injusice after this declaration
in saying that the general inclination and tendeney of
their opinions (imore or less forcibly acted on) isthis—
that w the New Testament we shall findonly the optin
fansol’ Christ and the apoestles, adzpied to theagein
whichthey lived, and not clerna truths; that Christ
himsclfhad acither the desizgn, northe power of teach-
mz any sestem which was to eadure; that when he
taught any cnduring truth, as he occasionally did, it
was without being aware of its nawire ; thatthe Apos
tles undenstood still le<s of real religion ; that the whole
docirine, both of Christ and his apostics, as it is di-
recied to the Jews stlone, a0 it was gathered in fact
fromn no_other source than the Jewish philacophy;
that Chirist himscl(’ crred and his apuostles sprcmf his
crrors sl shat, consequenily, no-one of his doctrines
is to hie reccived on thae anthority; but that, withowt
rezand o tive authority of the books of Seripiure, and
their assenied divine origin, cach doctiing 1sto be exe
amined acconding In the principles of right reason, -

furc itisallowed o b2 divine,!




