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Church has patience to hear ine T nover dreamt that | should be
honoured to beat such public witness far tny Father in Heaven, nor
havo 1 in this, nor in aught clw., sought publicity or notoriety :
but sinco it hea come to me all unankeﬁ for, I say, in regard to my
doctrine, as said Martin Luther ** Here I stand ; I canunot do other:
wine; God help me.  Amen.” And as <ald One greater than he,
** I ain not ashiamed of the Gospel of Christ

Tho learned professor then stepped down fram the platform amid
a burst of applause.

The Lnsoussion.

Rov. Nr. Camphell, of St. Gabriel church, asked 1 they were to
underatand from  Prof. Camphell’s «tatement that uothing was with-.
drawn, nothing was moditied from  the published lectuve 7 in short,
was biy position the satue ax it wax whop *he Preshytery entered upon
its procecdings

Prof. Campbell roplied that while the majarite of tho Preshytery
deddared the relevaney of the libel, e dvelined to admit it. That
was his position.

Rove De. Campbiedl thought the argnment as to the relovaney onght
ta have heen addressed to the Preshytery hefare  The spaestion touday
was the pnoof, whother it wav true ar whether it waw inadequate.
Wax Prof, Camphell's position in velatron to the pallished letter the
satie to day as when the case was justitoted &

P'rof. Campliel] replicd that he was eallad npon to reply to the two
counts in the indietment, and it seemeld to hins, in his Smmbl-- jrulge.
ment, that he had dono so in the doeument which he had just read.
The question now, in his opinion, was really the relevant oue, aund he
dil not desire toanswer the other (uestion unless the conrt pressed it.

Rov. Dr. Camphell then re oprened the ease for

TUE PROSEIL TION,

There never wasa o uestion, ho said, inregard towhich he felt snch
a great reaponsibility ag the present ane  Ho had unot sesired the
position of convener of the comwitten that bail initiated the proceed-
ings i ‘' but,' Le continned, **whilst it was a duty to which I ad-
dressed wynelf” with great reluctanee, 1 folt thst if the brethren
destral ity 1 would have to do the hest I eauld  There is, perhaps, this
advantago in my duing "t -- it will ho a tharoughly impersanal matter,
as ‘my relations with Prof, Campbell havo boon of such a charaster
that if I v.ere called to his defence I would address myseli to tho task
with grent cheerfulness  There is uo ane in whose interest 1 woulid
tnore ea«erly appear if my eonscience and my judgment permitted mo
to do ,0. However, ay convener of the rommitter, I beg lrave to
move that in the judgment of the Prmhy'ery the first count of the
libel be held proven.”  This count was that Professor Campbell held
aud tanght ©a view of the Haly Seviptures which impugns and dis-
credits them ax tho supromo and infallible saurce of religious truth,”
**In making this motion aflfesting our mueh loved brother’s situa-
tion,” he nﬁl. ** I am sure you will agree with me whon [ say that [
acknowledgo his adwmirablo services tottruth and religion, his ethno-
logical writings, his exquisito Yoho discourses, his spirit of devoted-
ness which appears even in the prodnetion now under revine : and
then the clognent address this afternnan cannot but touch ue : and it
is a matter o} regret to every memher of this Court, I am sure, that
wo should feel constrained hy reason of what we owa to truth, to
Prof. Camypbell himselt, and to the Chueeh oF which wo are tho con-
stituted witusters, to  take these proceedings.  First of all, wo all
recognize that the professianal wark fmpnsed npon Prof Campbell led
him neccnssarily to make narrow enquiry into everything relsting to
the origin of the <acred Seriptures, and if he found aceretions
around them, if popular apprehension as to their origin and nature,
no one can blame him from putting his hand to these and
cleating them avay  Neither are we going to condemn him and eall
lunie to the bar if his judgment did not deem tha usmal apologies ade-
quate for ever, lifflculty and diserepaney in tho Old Testament which
hio came acrosy in the perfarmance of hie duty * if he declared theso
defences and apologics were inadequase, T amn Lound to say that he
has rafsed questions about passages that have never affarded mo any
difficulty.  He has heen honestly secking, no donbt. to put evervthing
in the truo light beforo his students, secking a solution for yroblems
hitherto held as insoluble  Now, with regard to the Word of God,
and thoe works of God alike, and all that is within the apnrehendion of
tuan ou carth, there are questions that man caunot understand,
and, I suppose, is mnot oxpected to understand, for He has
declared that there are masny things yet heyond the kon of man.
We aro promised fuller light in the great hereafter. 1 think our
fricnd has taken the position as if he had the fulness of licht now
sineo Chinst came. 1 go further than he and sav that the process o}
cnlightenment is not yet completed ™' Dr. Campbell proceeded to say
that if Professor Campbell, who had hean clnefly engaged in the pro.
fossot's chair, had reclared tn his atndente and toall men that he did
not and could not understand many things that were 1n the Word of
God, ho believed that no harm would enme from that position cither
to the Chuxch or to the students It was not necesearv that ommi.
scienco should bo professed by oven the most learned teacher,  In these
well meant attempts to solve !‘Mh‘m“ and remove difticulties, had not
niuch greater ones been intraduead ?

The Church, he admitted, hiad no theory of inspiration, and the
Clurch wonld dewand of nane of its teachers, details s to the modes
«of wapiration It way the resnits of inapiration rather thau the mode
of wspiration with which the Chural waa concerned  The Church
did nat place the Canfesdan fof Weatmindter) ahove the Hible. nor
oo A doved with it The Seriptires wora the hest, the snpreme indge
of all the contraversics  He differed from the learned professor when
the atter stated that the Sermon an the Mount contradicted the Old
Testsiuent.  Paul nviformd» santamlnd for the truth of the Old Testa-
went.  And though Peter spoko of things hand to be undernstood. all
agreed that the Book was the Word of God,  But, in & word, the pesi.
tron of the profesvor was that much that had buen believed to be in.

smired by the Holy Ghost wasteally inspire by the dovil.  The whnle
book was attacked becausa 1t would require omniscienco, acconling to
his theory, to read botweon the hines and say what was inspired b{' the
Holy 8pint and what by the lying spirit. Prof. Campbell dealt in
a priort arguments that would not bo supported by the tentimony of
tho ages, It was not necdesd to iinpart any extrancous discussion into
this debate.  Prof. Canipbell wao within his rights to atand for trial
without first resigmeg s position fn thoe church  He has the right
oven to appeal from this Presbytery if he thinks necessary to the
General Assembly.  Dr. Robert Campholl quoted extensively from thoe
Professor’s Kingsten lecturo to show that he iinpugned not a part  but
the wholo of the Old Testament.  He hopn! that he had not wrested
anything to the disadvantage of his ** dear i*jend tho Professor.” But
he saw nothing for 1t but to move that tho fit.t ersnt of tho 'f libel ”
be held proven. .

Rev. A. 1. Mowatt, 1 seconding Dr. Campbell’s motion, said he
had prepared something on both counts, He took it, ho said, that
they wero all on trial 1 this matter.  No donbt what they said would
ho canvassed from nno end of the land to the other. They wero seek-
ng to say what thoy ought to say, and to leavo unsaid what they
ought to leave unaard s and Do hoped they would try and leave unsaid
the bitter wonl. It wacan uuhappy atlair.  Thoy all felt that, and
ho was sure they all wished that there was somo other \vaiv out of it
But there was no help for 1t.  He provised without qualitication the
charaeter and seholarly attamments of Professor Campbell, But he
hoped that ho watld take back much that he had sail in Kingston
and hiero before tha Preshytery,

It sounded strange to liave ta read tho battle songs of the Ol
Testament to a Christian awdience.  But thoe time might come when
the homes of those present woulild be surrounded by rolentless enemies,
and they might be constrainel to pray for skill and strength to send
bullets home to tho hearts of their adversarics. But the Professor
had no nght to say that the Old Testament, cavieatured God, repre-
sonting hin ag a monster,  Ho (Mr. Mowatt) had found many difli-
cultices i tho Iible, but ho did not attempt to overcome them. He
recogmized the fact that his reason was fallible.  But God's work, the
Bible, needed no defence. The clevor cartoonist (in the Star) ropre-
setited the members of the Presbytery as rushing to the rescue of the
Church, but the Church, the truth, was in no danger. The l!Im:ss and
unbeliovers might applaud the Profossor digging at the foundation of
the Church. But the truth would last ferever.

Rov. Prof. MacViear suggested that Lefore the voto was takeu,
Prof. Campbell should bo permitted to make any further statement he
desired, as after lio was onco removed feom tho bar he could not bo al
lowed to sveak further, He had no intention now of spaaking on the
merits of tho caso becausy, as thoy all knew, hohad delivored hiy views
upon the whole matter when the relevancey of the Jibel was under con-
sideration.  He had not changed lus viows as to the propriety of hav
ing done so, notwithstanding all the allusions in certain quarters as to
his having misunderstood tho case. Tho relovancy and the truth of
the libol 1n this caso were almost identical.

AN AMENDMENT BY DR, BARCLAY.

Rev. James Barciay then rose to move an amendment that the first
count of the libel bo not proven, Ho spoke in unimpassioned, yet
irpressivo and thrilling tones. *1 caunot in any sense agree,” ho
said, **with the resolution that is now bofore tﬁis Presbytery. I
regret as much as any of you the professor’s lecture, which has been
published. T regret some of the extreme, 1 will rather say weak,
utterances that appear n 1t. I regret that the professor's zealled him
into statemexnts that were vash, harsh, and that conld not bhut grate
upon the susceptibihities, I will not say of the narrowest, but of some
of the very broadest minded in ourChurch, Atthe same time I regrot
tho action that has been taken upon the question. I think it would
have been bLetter to allow 1t to die & natural death. If it had any

wor to do harm tho action that has been taken has only increased
its power. \Where one would have read it before, a thousand will read
it now. [ regrot it, as extremely unbecoming, that ministers outside
of our Church took 1t upon theinselves to deliver in public judgments
upon the case. I think 1t unseemly also that any member of the
Presbytery should have so spoken in pullic as to what their judgment
would bo in this matter. I also regret the haste with which it has
heen brought forwanl by the commitiee. I think the Presbytery
should have appointed 8 commatteo to sit in prolonged deliberation
over that explanation which had been made by Prof. Campbell. 1
think that if there was anything to hold out tho hope that this pain-
tul case could be provented from reaching its presont stage, all such
means should heve been first exhausted. It scems to me that there
was an unduo eagerness on the part of somo of tho brcthren to get their
brother tried and condemnrd.  In the first place, I thitk the libel is
misleading, and in the second place, I think itis extremcly weak, 1
will confine myselt entirely to tho first connt in which the professor
is arrmgned with teaching the doctrine of inspiration to the dis
honour of the Scriptures. It struck mo when Iread this that it
was wmsleading the Church. The Christian churches and our
own Presbyterian Churches, according to it, stand in oxactly the same
sttitude towan)s the Confession of Faith as they did fifteen years
ago. I donot think thatisso. Am I to be told, with all the tide
of hictoneal research, all tho archaological research, all tho Biblical
investigzations of the gveatest minds, that no new light has been
thrown on tho Confession of Faith, on the texts of tho Bible, on the
authors who wrote them and the authors wb  read them. I inyself
feol bound to confess that I have changed .y attitude as regards
these nuestions, and believe thero is o man to-day who stands in the
saine poetion as he Jdid fifteen years ago. I think, therefore, that
tlus hibel suit 13 misleading. I think in the second place that the
libel is extremely weak. Ishould bo very sorry tosay that the doc
trine of the inspiration of the Scriptures should be d’;pcndcnt tpon
tho fow scattered isolated texts thrown together here. Apparently
the strongest of the texts is that often quoted from the Epistle of Paul



